
oF~os COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
qty .,,,.:4 ̂'1'C

~~~`":~.-`s OFFICE OF THE COUNTY COUNSEL

' Ili:L+ ~ 648 K1iNNrT11 13A31N fIALL OP AUMINIS'I'RATION
q;
/~ 5(10 WEST TEMPLE STRELT

~ ~
°~uFoaN~~ LOS ANGL'LES, CALIFORNIA 90012-2719 TELEPHONE

(213)974-1927

MARY C. WICKFfAM 
PAC9IMILE

County Counsel September 3, 2019 
(?3)613-4751

TDD

The Honorable Board of Supervisors (213)G33-0901

County of Los Angeles
383 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration Agenda No. 8
500 West Temple Street 05/28/19
Los Angeles, California 90012
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ALL SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICTS/THREE-VOTE MATTER

Dear Supervisors:

Your Board previously held aduly-noticed public hearing on the above-
referenced joint recommendation by the Departments of Public Health and
Regional Planning to adopt "Step by Step Los Angeles County: Pedestrian Plans
for Unincorporated Communities" ("Pedestrian Plan"). This action would amend
the Los Angeles County General Plan ("General Plan") to include the Pedestrian
Plan into the General Plan's Mobility Element. Before your Board is also the
approval of the associated environmental documents. The Pedestrian Plan
proposes policies and programs to improve pedestrian safety for all
unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County, and provides specific
recommended projects for four unincorporated communities: Lake Los Angeles,
Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, and West Whittier-Los Nietos. At the
conclusion of the hearing, you indicated your intent to approve the above and
instructed our office to prepare the necessary resolution for adoption, which is
enclosed with the project documents.

Very truly yours,

MARY C. WICKHAM
County Counsel
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RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

PROJECT NO. R2018-000002-(1-5)
ADVANCE PLANNING NO. RPPL2017011008

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT NO. RPPL2018002095

WHEREAS, Article 6 of Chapter 3 of Division 1 of Title 7 of the California
Government Code ("Government Code") (commencing with section 65350) provides for
adoption and amendments of a jurisdiction's general plan; and

WHEREAS, the County of Los Angeles ("County") proposed the adoption of
Project No. R2018-000002-(1-5), consisting of Environmental Assessment No.
RPPL2018002095 and Advance Planning No. RPPL2017011008, to establish the "Step
by Step Los Angeles County: Pedestrian Plans for Unincorporated Communities"
("Plan") as asub-element to the Mobility Element of the Los Angeles County 2035
General Plan ("General Plan"); and

WHEREAS, the County Board of Supervisors ("Board") conducted aduly-noticed
public hearing on the matter of Environmental Assessment No. RPPL2018002095 and
Advance Planning No. RPPL2017011008 on May 28, 2019; and

WHEREAS, the Board finds as follows:

A general plan must contain a circulation element consisting of the general
location and extent of existing and proposed major thoroughfares, transportation
routes, terminals, any military airports and ports, and other local public utilities
and facilities, all correlated with the land use element of such general plan.

2. Commencing January 1, 2011, upon any substantive revision of the circulation
element, the legislative body shall modify the circulation element to plan for a
balanced, multimodal transportation network that meets the needs of all users of
streets, roads, and highways for safe and convenient travel in a manner that is
suitable to the rural, suburban, or urban context of a general plan.

3. The Board updated the General Plan on March 24, 2015, including
implementation programs pursuant to Government Code section 65400. It also

adopted a circulation element, entitled the "Mobility Element."

4. An amendment to the General Plan is being proposed to adopt the Plan as
outlined in this resolution, consistent with General Plan Implementation Program
M-2, Community Pedestrian Plans.

5. The Plan, developed over two years through collaboration across County
departments and unincorporated communities, reflects contributions from
residents and stakeholders in Lake Los Angeles, Walnut Park, Westmont/West
Athens, and West Whittier-Los Nietos. The effort included review and input from
a technical advisory committee that included the First, Second, Fourth, and Fifth

Supervisorial Districts; the County Departments of Animal Care and Control, Fire,

Parks and Recreation, Public Works, Regional Planning, and the Sheriff s

Department; as well as the County Arts Commission, the Community
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Development Commission of Los Angeles County, and the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority.

6. To develop the Plan, the Department of Public Health ("Public Health")
contracted with three community-based organizations to lead outreach efforts:
Antelope Valley Partners for Health in Lake Los Angeles, the YWCA of Greater
Los Angeles in Walnut Park, and the Los Angeles Neighborhood Initiative in
Westmont/VVest Athens and West Whittier-Los Nietos.

7. Between August 2016 and January 2019, each organization used a variety of
strategies, including stakeholder interviews, surveying, tabling at various school
and community events, community walk audits, and photovoice projects. In
addition, community advisory committees were established in communities with
members representing youth, seniors, homeowners, non-profits, businesses, and
other key stakeholders.

8. The goal of the outreach was to facilitate a dialogue with community members
about the physical and social barriers to walking, identify preferred routes and
potential improvements, and build broader understanding and support for
roadway safety improvements.

9. Community feedback was supplemented by a technical analysis of existing
roadway and sidewalk conditions, collision and crime data, and County practices
and procedures as they relate to encouraging or hindering walkability. The
technical advisory committee allowed participants to share information and
identify the various ways their agencies can contribute to improving walkability in
the unincorporated communities.

10. The project team undertook a second phase of outreach from Spring 2018
through Winter 2019, returning to the four communities with the draft Plan to
ensure that it addressed stakeholders' concerns and their voices were heard.
This phase included community meetings, workshops, and "demonstration
events" at which the community could directly interact with temporary versions of

proposed street improvements from the Plan, and immediately provide their
feedback to the project team.

11. The Plan formalizes a vision for walkability in unincorporated communities based

on identified needs and community, departmental, and Board input. It provides
specific actions that the County can integrate into departmental work programs to

update policies, practices, and procedures to improve walkability and help
eliminate fatalities and severe injuries for people walking in unincorporated areas

of the County. It proposes new programs, as well as recommendations, to

improve existing programs that support and encourage walking in the County.
The Plan also proposes pedestrian safety projects for four unincorporated

communities: Lake Las Angeles, Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, and

West Whittier-Los Nietos. Community Pedestrian Plans for the remaining

unincorporated areas will be developed in the future and incorporated into the

Plan as resources allow.
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12. The County has determined that a Mitigated Negative Declaration ("MND") is the
appropriate environmental document for the Plan, for which a Notice of Intent
("NOI") to Adopt an MND was circulated fora 30-day public review period
beginning March 4, 2019.

13. An NOI to Adopt an MND and Notice of Public Hearing in the form of a legal
advertisement was published in newspapers of general circulation as follows:
Antelope Valley Press, Los Angeles Times, and La Opinion on March 4, 2019;
and Whittier Daily News on March 5, 2019.

14. An NOI to Adopt an MND and Notice of Public Hearing was mailed to
approximately 20,000 property owners and approximately 230 others including
responsible trustee agencies, the State Clearinghouse, adjacent jurisdictions,
stakeholder individuals and organizations, and individuals who requested the
notice.

15. On April 10, 2019, the Regional Planning Commission ("Commission") held a
duly-noticed public hearing for the project. Following a presentation by Public
Health, the Commission asked questions regarding pedestrian-scale lighting,
potential alley improvements and green alleys, selection process of the first four
communities in the Plan, future Community Pedestrian Plans, the project's
relationship to Vision Zero, sidewalk vending, definition of pedestrian priority
areas, and law enforcement's role in the County's traffic safety planning work.

16. During the April 10, 2019 public hearing, nine community members provided
testimony to the Commission; all speakers were supportive. Testimony primarily
expressed the following:

• The project's outreach process was beneficial to the community;

• Public education is critical to addressing traffic safety;

• In some neighborhoods, people already walk, despite conditions,
but would prefer to feel safer;

• There is an urgent need for the project;
• The community is appreciative of the outreach approach;

• There is a desire to see more restaurants and businesses, so as to
contribute to the pedestrian environment; and

• There is a desire for specific improvements in the community.

17. On April 10, 2019, the Commission closed the public hearing, and recommended
that the Board approve the proposed General Plan Amendment, the Plan, and
the MND.

18. On May 28, 2019, at aduly-noticed public hearing, the Board heard testimony
from seven community members during the general comment period and five
community members in support of the Plan that spoke directly on the item. The
Board also received correspondence on the matter. All testimony was in favor of
the Plan. The Board unanimously indicated its intent to approve the proposed
General Plan Amendment, the Plan, and the MND.

HOA.102556078.1





Step by Step Los Angeles County:

Pedestrian Plans for Unincorporated Areas

I nitial Sfiudy/Mifiigated Negative Declaration

Final Draft
April 2019



This pale intentionally left blank.

I IOA.1022G7435.1 Z~G 1



1 Table of Contents
Introduction.......................................................................................................................................................................................4

1.1 Purpose of the Initial Study/ Mitigated Negative Declaration .........................................................................................4

1.2 CEQA Process ..................................................................................................................................................................................... 5

1.3 Document Organization ................................................................................................................................................................5

Environmental Setting and Project Description ...................................................................................................................6

2.1 Project Setting ...................................................................................................................................................................................6

2.2 Project Components ........................................................................................................................................................................8

2.3 Project Approvals ...........................................................................................................................................................................11

Environmental Checklist Form ..................................................................................................................................................12

3.1 Aesthetics ..........................................................................................................................................................................................17

3.2 Agriculture /Forest ........................................................................................................................................................................19

3.3 Air Quality ..........................................................................................................................................................................................21

3.4 Biological Resources ......................................................................................................................................................................23

3.5 Cultural Resources ..........................................................................................................................................................................27

3.b Energy .................................................................................................................................................................................................29

3.7 Geology and Soils ...........................................................................................................................................................................31

3.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions .........................................................................................................................................................34

3.9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials ............................................................................................................................................35

3.10 Hydrology and Water Quality ....................................................................................................................................................38

3.11 Land Use and Planning .................................................................................................................................................................42

3.12 Mineral Resources ..........................................................................................................................................................................43

3.13 Noise ....................................................................................................................................................................................................44

3.14 Population and Housing ..............................................................................................................................................................47

3.15 Public Services .................................................................................................................................................................................48

3.16 Recreation .........................................................................................................................................................................................SO

3.17 Transportation /Traffic .................................................................................................................................................................51

3.18 Tribal Cultural Resources .............................................................................................................................................................54

3.19 Utilities and Service Systems ......................................................................................................................................................57

3.20 Mandatory Findings of Significance ........................................................................................................................................59

APPENDICES.....................................................................................................................................................................................61

4.1 Appendix A —Tribal Consultation Report (Confidential) .................................................................................................61

I I0~1.1022G7435.1 3 / G 1



1 Introduction

On October 6, 2015, Los Angeles County (County) certified the Los Angeles County General Plan Update

Final Programmatic Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) (Los Angeles County Department of Regional

Planning 2015). As required by the California environmental Quality Act (C~QA), the PEIR analyzed the

environmental impacts associated widz updating the County's General Plan 2035 (General Plan) including

policies, goals, and other associated activities at a high level and also prescribed specific mitigation measures

to address certain identified impacts. The County prepared the PEIR to streamline subsequent CEQA

review for site-specific General Plan implementation activities. If a subsequent activity ~~ould have effects

that were not ehamined in the Program EIR, the lead agency must prepare a new Initial Study leading to a

Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or an SIR.

The General Plan includes a Mobility Element, wluch contemplated that additional community pedestrian

plans with guidelines and standards to promote wall:ability and connectivity throughout the unincorporated

areas would be completed follo~ving adoption of the General Plan. Accordingly, project description of the

General Plan in PEIR also included development of these Plans.

In 2018, the Department of Public Health completed a draft of Step ly Step: Pedestrra~r Plans for U~ri~rcorporated

Los~I~r~eles Corr~rty (Proposed Project) to be incorporated into the General Plan as asub-element of the

Mobility element. Like the General Plan, the Proposed Project includes both policies and programs for all

unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County, as well as specific recommended enhancement projects for the

communities of Lake Los Angeles, Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, and West Whittier-Los Nictos.

The recommended projects include enhanced roadway crossings, intersection safety enhancements, new or

enhanced sidewalks and pathways, ADA accessibility projects, new or enhanced public spaces, and roadway

corridor enhancements.

1..1 l?Lx.rpcase of the l:niti~~ ~ttidy/ Mi.ti~a~ed Ne~ativ~e Decl.~~r~~~i.on.

The purpose of this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) is to evaluate the potential

environmental impacts of implementing the Proposed Project beyond the analysis of the PAIR in

accordance with the requirements of CEQA, (California Public Resources Code 21000 et seq.) and the

State CEQA Guidelines {California Code of Regulations, Title 14, 15000 et seq.). This IS/MND includes a

description of the Project; its location; and si~mificance determinations from the requisite environmental

analyses. This IS/MND also identifies required regulatory requirements and applicable mitigation measures

(MIV~ that were prescribed and adopted by the County when the PEIR was certified. Similarly, the

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) that was adopted for the PEIR is both

incorporated by reference and supplemented in this IS/MND (see ~hhibit 1) to ensure that the applicable

mitigation measures are implemented as required. As discussed belo~~v, a supplemental MMRP specifically

addressing Tribal Cultural Resources was necessary to comply with Assembly Bill 52 0 and Senate Bill 18 Q,

both of which were passed subsequent to approval of the PEIR.

Pursuant to Section 15367 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the County is the lead agency for the Proposed

Project. The lead agency is the public agency that has the principal responsibility for carrying out or

approving a project. In addition to addressing die potential em~ironmental impacts of the Proposed Project,
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this IS/MND will serve as the primary environmental document for future activities associated with the

Pedestrian Plan, including all discretionary approvals requested or required to implement the Proposed

Project that are within the scope of the project as described and analyzed in this IS/MND.

Section 3.0, Environmental Checklist Form, discusses tie potential environmental impacts of the Proposed

Project and recommended MM. Prior to mitigation, implementation of the Proposed Project ~~ould result

in potentially si~mificant impacts to Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Noise, Traffic and

Tribal Cultural Resources. However, implementation of MMs as detailed in Section 3.0, would reduce dic

potentially significant impacts related to these topical areas to a less than si~mificant level. Thus, after

mitigation, there would be no impact or less than significant impacts for all other topical areas.

According to the CEQA Guidelines, it is appropriate to prepare an MND for the Proposed Project because

the potentially si~mificant environmental impacts would be eliminated or reduced to a less than si~mificant

level with incorporation of MMs.

1.2CEQA I'races~

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines 15073, this IS/MND is being circulated to local and state agencies,

and to interested organizations, Native American tribes, and individuals who may wish to revie~~ and

comment on the report. The County has circulated the Draft IS/MND to the State Clearinghouse and

interested entities for distribution and public review from March 4, 2019 to Apri13, 2019. The County will

evaluate comments received on the Draft IS/MND; and will prepare responses to address any substantial

evidence that the proposed Project could have a si~mificant impact on the environment. If there is no such

substantial evidence, die County as lead agency will adopt the MND in compliance with CEQA.

Comments should be submitted to the County by the end of the review period to Justin Robertson, Los

Angeles County Department of Public Health, 695 S Vermont Ave, South Tower, 14th Floor, Los Angeles,

CA 90005. Telephone: (213) 351-3127, Fax: (213) 637-4879, E-mail: JRobertson@ph.lacounty.gov. Project

materials including the draft plan and thus IS/MND are available online at ~~vw.StepByStepLACounty.com

and can be accessed electronically at all County libraries. The PEIR and its MMRP arc available online at

http://planning.lacounty.gov/generalplan/eir/ and can be accessed electronically at all County libraries All

correspondence received by the County shall be considered a public record and will be considered by the

Regional Planning Commission at a public hearing on Apri110, 2019 at 9:OOam at 320 West Temple St., Hall

of Records, Rm. 150, Los Angeles, CA 90012.

~.1..3.~)~c~~~~n►c~:n.t C)~~~;~~~~irar:iv~a.
This document is divided into the following sections:

1.0 Introduction -Provides an introduction and describes the purpose and organization of thus document;

2.0 Environmental Setting and Project Description —Summarizes pertinent project details, including
lead agency contact information and project location;

3.0 Environmental Checklist Form - Describes the environmental setting for each of the environmental
subject areas and evaluates a range of impacts classified as "no impact," "less than si~mificant," "less than
si~mificant ~~vith mitigation incorporated," or "potentially significant" in response to the environmental
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checklist; a determination follows the analysis ~vith conclusions regarding the environmental impact of the

project;

4.0 Appendices —Includes Appendix A (confidential) relating to Tribal Cultural Resources.

2 Environmental Setting and Project Description

2.1. ~'rc~ject ~ietty:n~

The proposed project consists of the adoption of Step Gy Step Los~~r~eler Corr~rly: PCCIC.fII7C711 PlUllf for

Uni~rcorporuted Commiurilies (also referred to as the "Plan" or "proposed project"). This Plan formalizes a

vision for walkability in unincorporated communities based on identified needs and community,

departmental, and Board of Supervisors input.

This Plan is an implementing document of the County of Los Angcics General Pla~r 2035. Both t~~c Mobility

dement (Chapter 7) and the General Plan Implementation Programs (Chapter 16} reference the preparation

of Community Pedestrian Plans. Implementation Program M-2 calls for the County to prepare Community

Pedestrian Plans that consider the following:

• The adequacy of pedestrian routes, accommodations, and the need for improvements or additional

infrastructure, given the current or future context of particular neighborhoods.

• Design guidelines for streets and walking paths in public and private developments.

• Connectivity of pedestrian paths to and from schools, public transportation, major employment

centers, shopping centers, and government buildings, in order to eliminate gaps in the transportation

system.

• Special needs populations, including seniors and people with disabilities.

• A framework for the development and implementation of Community Pedestrian Plans in the

unincorporated areas that considers safety, design, connectivity, and the needs of all users.

• Coordination with the development of the Planning Areas Framework Program and the TOD

Program to ensure planning consistency and to promote intermodal transportation connectivity and

community livability.

• The identification of unincorporated communities with a substantial absence of, and need for,

sidewalks.

• Construction of pedestrian improvements through the annual road construction program.

• The securing of grant program funding to construct pedestrian plan improvements.

Upon adoption, this Plan will be incorporated into the Ge~reral Plat 2035 Mobility Element as asub-clement.

The Plan provides specific actions the County can integrate into departmental work programs to update

policies, practices, and procedures to improve walkability and help eliminate fatalities and severe injuries for

people walking in unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County. The Plan proposes new programs as ~~ell as

recommendations to improve e~:isting programs that support and encourage walling in the County. Finally,

the Plan recommends specific pedestrian safety enhancements for four unincorporated communities: Lake

Los Angeles, Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, and West Whittier-Los Nietos. Future community-
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specific plans for additional unincorporated areas will be developed in the future and incorporated into this

Plan.

Updates to procedures and practices include aspects of roadway design, maintenance, lighting and

landscaping, and other elements of the existing or future streetscape and roadway environment throughout

the unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County. These enhancements would occur within the rights-of-way

of the 3,400 miles of paved roadways that the County is responsible for managing and maintaining. No

specific infrastructure projects arc proposed under the countywide recommendations, only policy or

procedural changes intended to enhance the pedestrian environment.

This CEQA analysis is being conducted at a programmaric level as the policy and procedural

recommendations are not site-specific, and recommended infrastructure improvements arc conceptual in

nature. Each future specific project implemented under this plan ~~ill require separate future environmental

review, as required by CEQA. Therefore, while subsequent environmental review may be tiered off this

document, this document is not intended to address all impacts of individual projects.

Infrastructure recommendations in the plan arc focused in the following four unincorporated areas:

Lake Los Angeles is a rural unincorporated community in the Antelope Valley area of Los Angeles County,

located 17 miles cast of Palmdale and 40 miles northeast of the City of Los Angeles. The 10-square mile

community has a population of about 12,000; this is relatively low population density for Los Angeles

County, but is the densest unincorporated population in the Antelope Valley. The predominant land use is

single family residential on lots typically ranging from one-half to one acre in size. An area of auto-oriented

commercial uses is located at the intersection of E Avenue O and 170 x̀' Street ~.

Walnut Park is an unincorporated community in southeast Los Angeles County with roughly 16,000

residents in approximately one square mile. Walnut Park is bordered by the City of Huntington Park to the

north and east, the City of South Gate to the south and the unincorporated community of Florence-

Firestone to the west. Diverse styles oflow-density residential neighborhoods characterize this small

community. Florence Avenue and Pacific Boulevard arc active local commercial corridors that offer retail,

restaurants, and other services to residents.

Westmont/West Athens is an area in southwest Los Angeles County of just over three square miles

consisting of the unincorporated communities of Westmont and West Athens. Westmont has a population

of approximately 32,000 and West Athens a population of 9,000. The Westmont/West Athens area is

bordered by the City of Los Angeles to the north and east, the cities of Inglewood and Hawthorne to the

west, and the City of Gardena to the south. The communities arc served by the Metro Green Line

Vermont/Athens Station, located at the intersection of Vermont Avenue and I-105, which runs east/west

through West Athens. The campus of Los Angeles Southwest College is located between Westmont and

West Athens on Imperial Highway.

The West Whittier-Los Nietos area consists of the unincorporated communities of West Whittier and Los

Nietos in eastern Los Angeles County. The 2.5 square mile area is bordered by the City of Pico Rivera to the

west, the City of Whittier to the north and east, and the City of Santa Fc Springs to the east and south. West

Whittier-Los Nietos has a population of about 25,000 and is primarily residential. Almost 80 percent of the

homes in the area were built during the 1940s-60s as part of the post-World War II population boom. At
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that time sidewalk construction in unincorporated communities was not required, so the majority of streets

were built without sidewalks.

2.2T'roject C~~znpatx~n~~:~

TI1C pL1I'~OSe Of ~1C StCp ~Jy StBp .LO.~AII~QCICS C011lly: Pedertrra~i Plans f01' U11111COlpOI'C1tCCI C01711111lJ11t1Cs 1S t0 ~TU1dC the

development of infrastructure, policies, and programs that unprovc the pedestrian environment within the

unincorporated communities of Los Angeles County, and provide speciFic project recommendations for

Lake Los Angeles, Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, and West Whittier-Los Nietos. The Plan is

intended to create a more pedestrian-friendly Los Angeles County that includes safety enhancements, and

establish a framework for future community-focused pedestrian plans. The Plan is an implementing

document of the County of Los Angeles Ge~reral Plug 2035, called out in Implementation Program M-2, and

will be incorporated into the Mobility Element as asub-element.

Through the implementation of capital projects, policies and programs that support and encourage more

walking trips the County seeks to:

• Reduce the number of vehicle trips thereby reducing greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and

improving air quality;

• Improve public health by facilitating physical activity as part of transportation and recreation trips;

• Support the local economy through improvements to the pedestrian environment in business and

commercial areas;

• Improve community quality of life through projects and programs drat offer aesthetic

improvements, public art opportunities, and support overall civic and social engagement; and

• Improve safety by reducing pedestrian traffic collisions and improving personal safety and security

within unincorporated communities.

?..~'.1 1'~rrrr t:ic7c~rls cr~cc~.f'c~lic;ic>,s

The Goals and Policies set forth in the Plan are listed below. Each policy includes a list of supporting

actions for implementation.

Goal 1: Safe Streets. Eliminate all fatalities and severe injuries involving people walking.

Policy SS-1: Coordinate across County departments, and with the California Highway Patrol,

community members, and organizations to implement Vision Zero Los Angeles County to eliminate

traffic-related pedestrian fatalities and severe injuries.

Policy SS-2: Elevate the pedestrian walking experience by enhancing pedestrian crossings and

implementing traffic calming measures where feasible and appropriate.

Goal 2: Make Walking the Easy and Healthy Choice. Communities, streets and sidewalks arc designed to

promote walking and healthy living.

Policy EH-1: Make transportation, land use, and building design or site planning decisions that make

walking a logical first choice transportation option for residents and visitors.
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Policy EH-2: Design pedestrian-friendly streets to make walking a convenient First choice for daily

activities.

Policy EH-3: Provide opportunities for community participation in creating safe and inviting

pedestrian environments.

Goa13: Connectivity. Develop and maintain a complete pedestrian network that links transit, schools, parks

and other key destinations in the community.

Policy G1: Support projects that increase pedestrian connectivity, reduce walking distances, and

enhance safety.

Policy C-2: Create abarrier-free pedestrian network. Maintain pedestrian facilities to ensure they are

free of hazards and obstructions.

Goa14: Equity. Make unincorporated Los Angeles County more walkable for all through equity in public

engagement, service delivery, accessibility, planning and capital investments.

Policy EQ-1: Prioritize the needs oflow-income communities of color and the most vulnerable

users.

Policy EQ-2: Create a pedestrian network that supports people of all abilities — especially youth,

seniors, and those ~~ith disabilities. This includes, but is not limited to, wide sidc~valks, curb ramps,

accessible pedestrian signals, and adequate pedestrian crossing times.

Goa15: Safe Communities. Address real and perceived personal safety concerns to encourage walking.

Policy SC-1: Implement community environmental design and community programs that enhance

public safety.

Goa16: Sustainability and Preservation. Pedestrian projects and programs enhance the natural environment

including clean air and water.

Policy SP-1: Improve air quality and reduce greenhouse gas emissions through reduced car

dependency

Policy SP-2: Enhance the natural environment through the greening of pedestrian space by planting

trees and vegetation, and the use of efficient materials and processes in sidewalk and street

enhancement projects.

Goa17: Coordinated County Implementation. County agencies and communities work together to

implement pedestrian projects, policies, and programs.

Policy CI-1: Develop shared communications, data collection protocols, and systems so that pedestrian

projects arc coordinated across departments, with partner agencies, and with the community.

Policy CI-2: County agencies work together to gather and share useful and timely information related to

existing and proposed pedestrian infrastructure. Better integrate participatory planning efforts facilitated

by County agencies by sharing resources and contacts.
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_~. _~.. ~ l~ec;~clr~if»c~jrclecl !'~•cr~:~~rc~c~,5 rrncl 1~'t~c~c~t~r~urc~s

Chapter 4 of the plan includes recommendations for County practices and procedures focused on the

streetscape and roadway environment. These recommendations include:

Roadway Design:

• Crosswalks —Establish guidelines for marked crosswalk installation

• Roadway Widths -Narrower roadway lane width standards where feasible and appropriate

• Corners -- Reduced corner radii standards where feasible and appropriate

• Crossings -- Standardized curb extensions and curb ramps

• Driveways -- Minimizing driveway widths where feasible and appropriate

Sidewalk and Road~va~ Maintenance

• Continued regular sidewalk inspections

• Continued roadway striping refreshing as part of maintenance

• Continued maintenance of par~.-~~ays and medians

• Continued traffic signal and flashing beacon inspection, maintenance and upgrades

Other Pedestrian-Su~~ortive Actions

• Lighting —Continue to explore ways to purchase, operate and maintain pedestrian-scale lighting

• Neighborhood Traffic Management —Develop guidelines for installing traffic management

measures

~'. ~.~~ I~t~c~~~~~~rjt~Ittrrt.i~: 1ic~c~~ol=~lt~2~.~nrlrrti~»t~5~

Chapter 5 of the plan outlines program recommendations to support walking. These recommendations

include:

• Safe Routes to School

• Safe Passages

• Pedestrian Wayfinding

~ Open Streets and Demonstration Projects

• Business and Community Partnerships

• Artistic Streets

• Green Streets

• Walling Clubs

• Online Information and Service Requests

Recommended programs could be implemented Countywide ~~vitlun unincorporated areas, or targeted to

specific unincorporated communities.

~'.?.=~ I~l~~i•cr~~t~t•z~ctty°~~ .~'~~c~jc:~c:~l~ .l~c~c~~lr~tj~7~t~~~lcrtivl~~s
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Within the Plan, specific pedestrian infrastructure project recommendations arc included for four

unincorporated community areas: Lake Los Angeles, Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, and West

Whittier-Los Nictos, and are contingent upon environmental analysis, as well as future engineering review to

ensure consistency with applicable County guidelines and practices, including, but not limited to, the

California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CA MUTCD), Caltrans Highway Dcsi~m Manual,

Los Angeles County Codc, and the Los Angeles County General Plan. Additionally, installation/

construction of the proposed projects, fulfillment of actions, and implementation of programs described in

this plan are contingent upon available resources, right-of-way, sufficient funding to finance installation,

operation, and on-going maintenance, and obtaining community and political support. Proposed pedestrian

infrastructure projects include:

• Crossing ~nhanccmcnts: Facilities that enhance crossings at street at intersections and mid-block,

including continental crosswalks, advance yield lines, curb extensions, pedestrian-activated flashing

beacons, pedestrian signals, and pedestrian refuge islands.

• Traffic Calming: Corridor or intersection improvements on residential streets such as curb

extensions, curb corner radii reduction, traffic circles, or roundabouts that help to sloe vehicle

speeds and/or discourage cut-through traffic, thereby enhancing pedestrian safety.

• New/U~graded Si~mals: These include ne~v traffic si~mals to facilitate pedestrian crossings as well as

modifications to si~mal timing to improve the pedestrian walk phase.

• Increased Accessibility: Installing ADA-compliant curb ramps to improve access for pedestrians of

all ages and abilities.

• Sidewalk/Path Improvements: Faciliries that enhance the safety and comfort of those walking down

the street, including new or widened sidewalks; removing, closing, or reducing driveways; shared-use

paths; and buffering along paths to discourage vehicle incursion. Sidewalks were not recommended

in Lake Los Angeles, given stakeholders' desire to maintain the existing rural character of their

community.

• Lighting: Installation of pedestrian-scale lighting along sidewalks to increase visibility and provide a

sense of personal safety.

• Street Trees. Planting street trees provides shade that improves pedestrian comfort during warm

weather and enhances corridor aesthetics.

• Public S.~ace: Provision of new public gathering spaces for people of all ages to interact, play, rest,

and more.

• Future Study: Improvements that need further study and arc recommended along the length of the

street, which may include pedestrian-scale lighting, shade trees, roadway reconFguration,

landscaping, and other facilities.

2..3:1?rr.~ject ~.~.~~~.rr.~v~a.ls

The project involves adoption of the Step Gy Step: Pedestrru~r Plulrs for U~ri~rcarpor~rted Los~l»~eles Corr~rty by dle

County of Los Angeles. The Plan will be incorporated into the Mobility ~lcment of the County of Los

Angeles Ge~teral Pla~r 2035 as a sub-element, and therefore must be formally adopted by the Board of

Supervisors. No specific permits arc required by any other responsible or trustee agencies to adopt the

proposed Plan. Implementation of specific improvements proposed in the Plan may require project-level

permits and approvals. All infrastructure construction activities idcnti~ied in die Plan arc recommended

only, and adoption of the Plan does not authorize funding for any project or program. Implementation of
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proposed projects may require additional project-level feasibility, design, public outreach, and environmental

clearance, or may be exempt activities under CEQA requiring no further analysis.

3 Environmental Checklist Form

This section includes the completed C~QA environmental checklist form, as well as substantiation and

clarification for each checklist response. The checklist form is used to assist in evaluating potential

environmental impacts of the pro~oscd Plan and identiFies whether the Plan is ehpected to have potential

si~mificant impacts.

Project tide: Step b~ Step Los Angeles Count: Pedestrian Plans for Unincorporated Communities

Lead agency name and address: Los Angeles County Department of Public Health

695 S. Vermont, 14`'' Floor, South Tower

Los Angeles, CA 90005

Contact Person and phone number: Justin Robertson, AICP, Senior Planner

Los Angeles County Department of Public Health

695 S. Vermont, 14`'' Floor, South Tower

Los Angeles, CA 90005
213-351-3127

Project sponsor's name and address: Los Angeles County Department of Public Health

Division of Chronic Disease &Injury Prevention

PLACE Program
695 S. Vermont, 14 x̀' Floor, South Tower

Los Angcics, CA 90005

Project location: Various locations throughout unincorporated Los Angeles County including communities

of Lake Los Angeles, Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, and West Whittcr-Los Nietos

Zoning: Public

Description of project: The proposed project consists of the adoption of Step !y Slep Los~~i~eler Cortrt~~:

Pede.rtria~r Plats far U~riircorporated Commrt~ritres (also referred to as the "Plan" or "proposed project"). This Plan

serves as an implementing document of the County of Los Angeles Gerrerul Pluii 2035, and formalizes a

vision for walkability in unincorporated communities based on identified needs and community,

departmental, and Board of Supervisors input. The Plan was called out in General Plan Implementation

Program M-2, and will be incorporated into the Mobility Element as asub-element. The Plan provides

specific actions the County can integrate into departmental work programs to update policies, practices, and

procedures to improve walkability and help eliminate fatalities and severe injuries for people walking in

unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County. The Plan proposes new programs as well as recommendations

to improve existing programs that support and encourage wallting in the County. Finally, the Plan

recommends specific pedestrian safety improvements for four unincorporated communities: Lake Los

Angeles, Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, and West Whittier-Los Nietos.

Surrounding land uses and setting: The Plan recommends policies, practices, procedures, and programs

to improve walkability and support and encourage walking throughout all unincorporated areas of Los
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Angeles County. The unincorporated areas arc comprised of approximately 2,656 square miles, and over

one million people. The unincorporated areas in the northern portion of Los Angeles County are covered

by large amounts of sparsely populated land and include the Angeles National Forest, part of the Los Padres

National Forest, and the Mojave Desert. The unincorporated areas in the southern portion of the Los

Angeles County consist of 58 noncontiguous land areas, which arc often referred to as "unincorporated

urban islands." The Plan also includes specific infrastructure recommendations for four unincorporated

community areas with varied settings and land uses. Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, and Wcst

Whitter-Los Nietos are urbanized areas consisting of residential and commercial land uses. Lake Los

Angeles is a primarily residential rural community.

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area

requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code ~ 21080.3.1? If so, has consultation

begun? Assembly Bill 52 (2014) created a new class of impacts considered in the CEQA process specific to

Tribal Cultural Resources. The law requires notice and meaningful consultation with Native American tribes

who opt-in to a County noticing list; should a tribe choose to consult on a project, the law provides diem 30

days to respond to the notice.

On March 29, 2018 the County sent via email, postal mail, or both where such information was available,

letters to tribes on the County's AB 52 noticing list maintained by the Department of Regional Planning

informing them of the opportunity to consult on the plan, including a project description and map of the

project area.

Of the five Native American tribes on the AB 52 notification list, two declined to consult pending future

implementation of projects in the plan; one did not respond despite multiple contact attempts via mail,

email, and phone within 30 days; and two, the San Manuel Band of Mission Indians, and the Fernandeno

Tataviam Band of Mission Indians elected to engage in consultation with the County. Consultation results

arc reflected in the proposed mitigation measures relative to Tribal Cultural Resources, as well as in

modifications to the Plan's language and proposed projects. Documentation of this process is included in

Section 3.18 Tribal Cultural Resources.

On September 25, 2018 the County sent final letters to the three AB 52 tribes that declined consultation by

telephone; the letters recounted their declination in writing and formally concluded consultation. Additional

documentation of this process is included in Section 3.18 Tribal Cultural Resources, and in a confidential

appendix to this document.

Other public agencies whose approval may be required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or

participation agreement):

P~t~lic A~eircy ~Ippm~~al I~egrrired

N A N A

Major projects in the area:

Prnject/ Cuse No. DC.fCl7pI1011 U11CI SICIIII.f

N A N A
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Reviewing Agencies: [Sec CEQA A~~endix B to he p deteri~ri~re which a~e~rcier sl~oreld re~~rewyorrrprJcct]

~.~O11SZ~J1C ~~Cl1C1Cs SpCCIUI I~~~iC1U111~ ~~el1G'ZCS ~C~1011U1.s1~11 f CUl1CC

Nonc ~ Nonc ~ Nonc

Regional Water Quality Control ❑Santa Monica Mountains ❑ SCAG Criteria

Board: Conservancy ❑Air Quality

Los Angeles Region ❑National Parks ❑Water Resources
❑ Lahontan Region ❑National Forest ❑Santa Monica Mtns. Area

❑ Coastal Commission ❑Edwards Air Force Base
Army Corps of engineers ❑Resource Conservation

District of Santa Monica
Mountains Arca

Trrtstee ~l~encies C011ll y RC1~IC1J/111~ ~~C1ICZCS

None

❑ State Dcpt. of Fish and

Wildlife
❑ State Dept. of Parks and

Recreation

State Lands Commission

❑ University of California

(Natural Land and Water

Reserves System)

Public Works Fire Department
- Forestry, Environmental

Division
-Planning Division

- Land Development Unit

- Hcaldi Hazmat
Sanitation District
Public Health/Environmental

Health Division: Land Usc

Program (OWTS), Drinking

Water Program (Private Wells),

Tonics Epidemiology Program

(Noise)

Sheriff Department

Parks and Recreation

❑ Subdivision Committee

Regional Planning
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1) A brief ehplanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that arc adequately supported

by the information sources the Lead Department cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No

Impact" answer is adequately supported if dle referenced information sources show that the impact

simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone).

A "No Impact" answer should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general

standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on aproject-specific

screening analysis).

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site,

cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational

impacts.

3) Once the Lead Department has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist

answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially si~mificant, less than significant with mitigation,

or less than si~mificant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that

an effect may be signiFicant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the

determination is made, an EIR is required.

4) "Negative Declaration: Less Than Si~mificant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the

incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Si~miFicant Impact" to a

"Less Than Si~mificant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly

ehplain how they reduce the effect to a less than si~mificant level. (Mitigation measures from Section

'VII, "Earlier Analyses," may be cross-referenced.)

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA processes, an

effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. (State CEQA Guidelines ~

15063(c)(3)(D).) In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they arc available for review.

b} Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the

scope of, and adequately analyzed in, an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and

state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c} Mitigation Measures. For effects that arc "Less than Si~mificant ~~vith Mitigation Measures

Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures ~~luch were incorporated or refined from the earlier

document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

G) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals

contacted should be cited in the discussion.

7) The explanation of each issue should identify: the signiFicance dlreshold, if any, used to evaluate each

question, and; mitigation measures identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than si~mificance.

Sources of thresholds include the County General Plan, oilier County planning documents, and County

ordinances. Some thresholds are unique to geographical locations.

8) Climate Change Impacts: When determining whether a project's impacts arc si~mificant, the analysis

should consider, when relevant, the effects of future climate change on: 1) worsening hazardous

conditions that pose risks to the project's inhabitants and structures (e.g., floods and wildfires), and 2)

worsening the project's impacts on the environment (e.g., impacts on special status species and public

health).
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3.1 .Aestheca.c~

Less Tban
aS1g1l1~1'CSD t

Potentially Impact tvYtb Less Tban
Significant 11~it~gat~on S1g~1f1C8~f No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

Less Than Slgnlfcant Impact. The proposed project consists of the adoption of Step ley Step Los A~r~eles

Cortttty: Pedestriu~r Pluitsfor Uni~tcorporated Conrmlutities. The recommendations which involve future infrastructure

improvements arc primarily minor street alterations located within chisting developed areas of the county, arc

at-grade, and are located wit~un the roadway right of way. Visible elements would include additional pavement

(through new sidewalk, pathways, curb extensions, or traffic calming features), crosswalk striping and

pavement markings, signage, beacons, and street/pedestrian lighting. These features would be installed within

e~►isting paved roadways rights-of-way and would be visually compatible with e~:isting transportation
infrastructure (i.e., traffic signage, roadway stripin~; no substantial changes to the e~:isting visual environment
would occur including impacts to scenic vistas:

A potential pocket park /public plaza in Lake Los Angeles would be located in the commercial center of the
community and subject to local zoning and height requirements. As this Plan is programmatic in nature and
design details of any potential park design arc unknown at thus time, any future park /plaza development
requiring discretionary approval would be subject to separate project-level environmental review in
accordance with CEQA. The individual project's contribution to the degradation of scenic vistas would be
assessed at the time formal development plans/applications are submitted to the County for review and
approval.

b) Be visible from or obstruct views from a regional ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

riding or hiking trail?

Less Than S1gnlfcantlmpact. Plan recommendations proposed arc primarily at-grade street improvements

such as signage, signing, sidewalk and curb modifications within the existing roadway network. These minor

alterations would not be visible or obstruct views from regional riding or luring trails. In Lake Los Angeles,

Westmont-West Athens, and West Whittier-Los Nietos, new trails and new trail connections arc proposed;

these would be designed consistent with ehisting trail standards and no impact would occur.

c) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, ❑ ❑ ❑

but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and

historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact. There arc three adopted State Scenic Highways in Los Angeles County: Angeles Crest Highway

(SR-2); Mulholland Highway, and Malibu Canyon-Las Virgenes Highway. None of the countywide

policy/procedure or programmatic recommendations in the Plan ~~ould affect scenic resources within those

corridors. No state scenic highways exist within the Plan areas recommended for specific infrastructure

improvements.

d) Substantially degrade the existing visual character ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

or quality of the site and its surroundings because of

height, bulk, pattern, scale, character, or other

features?
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Less Than Slg~ftcant Impact. Adoption of the Plan would not degrade the ehisting visual character or

quality of the site and its surroundings because of height, bulk, pattern, scale, character, or other features. The

recommendations that involve physical changes, including countywide policy/procedures, arc primarily

proposed at-grade within the existing roadway network. These include new pedestrian crosswalk markings,

curb extensions, sidewalks, or pathways consistent ~vidi the ehisting land use conteht of each area. The Plan's

proposed improvements for Lakc Los Angeles include the development of a pocket park /public gathering

place which could include vertical elements, but would be subject to zoning and height restrictions to ensure

compatibility with surrounding land uses. As this Plan is programmatic in nature and design details of any

potential park design arc unknown at this time, any future park /plaza development requiring discretionary

approval would be subject to separate project-level environmental review in accordance ~~ith CEQA. The

individual project's contribution to the degradation of visual character would be assessed at the time formal

development plans/applications arc submitted to the County for review and approval.

e) Create a new source of substantial shadows, light, ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

or glare which would adversely affect day or

nighttime views in the area?

Less Than Signr'ftcantlmpact. The Plan proposes new pedestrian-scale lighting within chisting developed

communities of the County. Within urbanized Plan areas, pedestrian-scale lighting would be consistent ~vidi

the urban character of the surrounding areas, and would improve overall visibility and safety. Within the rural

Lake Los Angeles area any new lighting design would follow the County's Rrrral Outdoor Li~htiirg Di.~trict

Ordi~ru~ice, which promotes dark skies for the enjoyment and health of humans and wildlife.
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3.2 .A~a~~c~x.ltu.rc / :I~c-rres~

Lr deter~ni~tin~ w~iether impacts to a~rrcult~rr~rl resolrrce.c are si~~iifrcu~rt enr~imn~jierrtcal ~ects, lead a~gencie.r »lay refer to tl~e
CC11~O1'111U ~~rlCllllllrCll I11J1CI E1~Ul11U11011 UI1C~ SZIC ~.ffCSSlIlCllt MOC~CI ~~~~7) pI'Cpar~d ly t/~e CalifOl'il1Cl ~Cparl»rent of
COl1J'Cl7~Ut1011 lls Qlt Op11011UI 1~JOC~BI l0 11SC 111 QJ'fC.ff111~ 1111pC1G'If 011 CI~p17CJllflll'C CI1ICI~JI7IIICJIIC~ Ill LlelCl7tJ111111~ TJ/IJCII>Cr Z11JpUCIf 10

fOl~St rCSOl1rCCS~ ZI1CIllCI1J1~ tI1r1IJCrIUl1lI, Clre Sl~ll f CCllll C111~117J11111C11rC1I ~CCI.f', ICl1lI C1~C11G'ICS ijlCy !'CfCr 10 Il fo~j~~~r~o~~ ~o»rptl~~r ry ri~~
CUI f01711U DCpUlll~?Cltt Of FOf~slly U11C~ FZI~ P~Z7lCCt1011 l'C~C1rCI1J1~ IIIe J'IUIC ~f Z11UC11101y Of fOrCJ'l jllJll~, 111CI11CI1Jl~ 1IJC FOI~St LlIICI

~Clll~e f~.fSCS.f171Cltt ~rYIJe6't C111CI IjJC FOl'Cst I.C~UG~ ~~ffCS.f111el11 pf17JCCl; C111C~ fOrC.fZ CUl'Il0/1 17lCCls1l1~171C1tt 1fICII>OC~OIO~ p127U11~ClI 111

I='orert Protocols adopted ly the Califoriria ~lrr Rcrourcer 13aur~~

Less Than
Signifcan t

Potentially Impact with Less Than
Signi&cant Mit~ga t~o~ Sigui{rcan t No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or ❑ ❑ ❑
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

No Impact. The proposed project consists of the adoption of Step ly Step Lo.r~ltt~eler Cotutty: Pedertriu~t Plats
for U~ii~rcorporated Commrr~rities. Adoption of the Plan would result in no impact on farmland. Many of the
recommendations proposed in the Plan arc programs or policies that would not result in physical impacts on
farmland. The recommendations which involve physical improvements, including countywide
policies/procedures, are located in existing urbanized areas, within the rights-of-way of ehisting road~~ays, or
in previously developed areas of rural communities. No areas of Prime Farmland or Unique Farmland would
be affective, and the project would not impact ehisting or future farmland.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, ❑ ❑ ❑
with a designated Agricultural Opportunity Area, or
with a Williamson Act contract?

No Impact. The physical recommendations, including policy/procedure recommendations that result in
physical infrastructure changes, are all located in existing urbanized areas, within roadway rights-of-way, or in
previously developed areas of rural communities where no agricultural uses ehist. Lake Los Angeles is a
residential rural community, and no Agricultural Opportunity Areas exist within the areas proposed for
projects. None of the Plan's policy recommendations would affect zoning or land use desi~mations. Therefore
the Plan will have no impact on agricultural use.

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause ❑ ❑ ❑
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code ~ 12220 (g)), timberland (as defined
in Public Resources Code ~ 4526), or timberland
zoned Timberland Production (as defined in
Government Code ~ 51104(8))?

No Impact. None of the Plan recommendations affect existing zoning for forest or timberland as the
physical project recommendations, and policy recommendations t~lat result in physical infrastructure changes,
are in urbanized or developed rural areas where no forest/timberland exists.
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d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of ❑ ❑ ❑

forest land to non-forest use?

No Impact. None of the Plan recommendations affect existing zoning for forest or timberland as the

physical project recommendations, including countywide policies/procedures, are in urbanized or developed

rural areas where no forest/timberland ehists.

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment ❑ ❑ ❑

which, due to their location or nature, could result in

conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or

conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

No Impact. The physical recommendations, including countywide policies/procedures, arc all located in

existing urbanized areas, within road~~vay rights-of-way, or in previously developed areas of rural communities

where no agricultural or forest uses east.
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.3.3 .~,a.r (~~u.~.~li.ty

Inhere available, the .ci~n fG'U11Ce Cl7ICl7(1 ~StAIlI1SIJCC~ Iy IIJC 11ppI1CC1I~IC CIZrgJlUlZy 111U11C1~C171Cltl O!'Cltl'p0II1l11011 CO11Il~7I CI1Sll7Ct 111Cy
be relied r pon to make t1>e follosvin~ deterrnlaatioirs.

Less ?"han
SlgnlftCanf

Potentially Impact with Less Than
.S1g~1~C811 t M111g8 rlOfl S1g~1{]'C812 t ~O

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of
applicable air quality plans of either the South Coast
AQMD (SCAQMD) or the Antelope Valley AQMD
(AVAQMD)?

No Impact. The proposed project consists of the adoption of Step ~y Stcp I~sA~r~eles Corr~rty: Pedestrian Plugs
for Unincorporated Co~rrrnrr~rities. By proposing new and improved pedestrian facilities, the Plan supports an
alternate mode of travel to the automobile, ~~hich is intended to reduce motor vclucle traffic and associated
GHG and pollutant emissions, and improve regional air quality. As a result, the Plan's proposals arc
considered to have a beneFicial air quality impact and support local air quality goals.

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute ❑ ~ ❑ ❑

substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation?

Less t13an Signistcant [with MitYgatron Incorporated. Construction activities associated with individual
project development under the Plan could cause short-term emissions of criteria air pollutants. The primary
source of NOx, CO, and SOh emissions would be the operation of construction equipment. The primary
sources of particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5) emissions arc activities that disturb the soil, such as grading
and excavation and construction vehicle exhaust. The primary source ofconstruction-related VOC emissions
would be off-gas emissions associated with asphalt paving. Implementation of Mitigation Measure MM 3.3-
1 would ensure that short-term construction-related air quality impacts arc reduced to a less than si~mificant
level.

The Plan is intended to improve pedestrian safety and mobility and thereby reduce automobile travel, wluch
would reduce associated GHG and pollutant emissions and improve regional air quality. As a result the Plan's
proposals are considered to have a beneficial long-term impact to regional air quality.

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase ❑ ❑ ❑

of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
non-attainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard (including releasing
emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors)?

No Impact. The Plan is intended to improve pedestrian safety and mobility and reduce automobile travel,
which would reduce pollutant emissions and improve regional air quality.
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d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant ❑ ❑

concentrations?

No Impact. The Plan is intended to improve pedestrian safety and mobility and reduce automobile travel,

which would reduce pollutant emissions and improve regional air quality.

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial ❑ ❑ ❑

number of people?

No Impact. Future pedestrian projects developed under the Plan would not create nc~v or increase e~:isting

emission sources that could result in objectionable odors.

MITIGATION MEASURES
The following mitigation measure, as described and adopted in the General Plan Programmatic SIR as

mitigation measure AQ-1, has been identified as applicable to the proposed project and will be implemented

accordingly.

MM 3.3-1. If, during subsequent project-level environmental review, construction-related criteria air

pollutants arc determined to have the potential to ehceed the applicable Air Quality Management District

(AQMD) adopted thresholds of significance, dle County of Los Angeles Planning Department shall require

that applicants for new development projects incorporate mitigation measures as identified in the C~QA

document prepared for the project to reduce air pollutant emissions during construction activities. Mitigation

measures that may be identified during the environmental review include but are not limited to:

~ Using construction equipment rated by die United States Environmental Protection Agency as having

Tier 3 (model year 2006 or newer) or Tier 4 (model year 2008 or newer) emission limits, applicable

for engines between 50 and 750 horsepower.

• Ensuring construction equipment is properly serviced and maintained to the manufacturer's

standards.

• Limiting nonessential iclling of construction equipment to no more than five consecutive minutes.

• Water all active construction areas at least three times daily, or as often as needed to control dust

emissions. Watering should be sufficient to prevent airborne dust from leaving the site. Increased

watering frequency may be necessary whenever wind speeds emceed 15 miles per hour. Reclauned

water should be used whenever possible.

• Cover all trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials or require all trucks to maintain at least

two feet of freeboard (i.c., the minimum required space between the top of the load and the top of

the trailer).

• Pave, apply water three times daily or as often as necessary to control dust, or apply (non-tonic) soil

stabilizers on all unpaved access roads, parking areas, and staging areas at construction sites.

• Sweep daily (with water sweepers using reclaimed water if possible), or as often as needed, all paved

access roads, parking areas, and staging areas at the construction site to control dust.

• Sweep public streets daily (with water sweepers using reclaimed water if possible} in die vicinity of the

project site, or as often as needed, to keep streets free of visible soil material.

• Hydroseed or apply non-to:tic soil stabilizers to inactive construction areas.

• inclose, cover, water three times daily, or apply non-toxic soil binders to ehposcd stockpiles (dirt,

sand, etc.).
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3.~ ~3io.ir.~nica.l :~escau.rce5

Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or

through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status

species in local or regional plans, policies, or

regulations, or by the California Department of Fish

and Wildlife (CDFV~ or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

(USFWS)?

Less Than
Signibcant

Potentially Impact m~ith Less Than
Signibca~ t Mitrga tYon S1gQ1{C8d l No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

o ~ a o

Less Than Sig~fcant Impact with Mit~gat~on Incorporated. The majority of infrastructure projects

proposed in the Plan, including those resulting from new or revised policies/procedures, would involve minor

alterations to ehisting roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk within urbanized areas,

and would not affect sensitive or special status biological resources. A se~nnent of trail is proposed Eor Lake

Los Angeles within Stephen Sorenson Park and on adjacent County lands, wluch includes some natural areas;

as well as a pocket park on a currently undeveloped parcel in the community's e~:isting commercial center. It

is not e~►pected that these projects would have a significant impact on sensitive species, but there arc no
specific designs or alignments at this time.

As this Plan is programmatic in nature and design details arc unknown at this time, any future trail /park /
plaza development requiring discretionary approval would be subject to separate project-level environmental
review in accordance with CEQA. Detailed analysis ~~vill be required prior to implementation of any individual
projects located within or adjacent to relatively undisturbed or natural areas. This analysis will include a
literature search conducted by a biologist with knowledge of the local biological conditions. Where appropriate
in the opinion of the qualified biologist, the literature search will be supplemented ~~ith a site visit. Final
alignments will be designed to avoid sensitive habitats to the maximum ehtent feasible and measures taken to
mitigate any adverse construction or operation-related impacts to candidate, sensitive, and special-status
species. Implementation of Mitigation Measures M11~13.=~-1 and M11~13.=~-2 would ensure that potential impacts
related to sensitive species arc reduced to a less than significant level.

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any sensitive ❑ ~ ❑ ❑

natural communities (e.g., riparian habitat, coastal

sage scrub, oak woodlands, non-jurisdictional

wetlands) identified in local or regional plans, policies,

regulations or by CDFW or USFWS?

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitrgat~on Incorporated. The majority of infrastructure projects

proposed in the Plan, including those resulting from new or revised policies/procedures, would involve minor

alterations to existing roadways, such as si~mage, striping, curb and gutter and side~~alk, within previously

disturbed urbanized areas and would not affect any sensitive natural communities. A segment of trail is

proposed for Lake Los Angeles within Stephen Sorenson Park and on adjacent County lands, which includes

some natural areas; as ~~ell as a pocket park on a currently undeveloped parcel in the community's ehisting

commercial center. As this Plan is programmatic in nature and design details are unknown at this time, any

future trail /park /plaza development requiring discretionary approval would be subject to separate project-
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level environmental review in accordance vvit~i CEQA. Detailed analysis will be required prior to

implementation of any individual projects located ~~ithin or adjacent to undisturbed or natural areas.

Implementation of Mitigation Measures MM 3.~-1 and MM 3.=~-2 would ensure that all potential impacts

related to sensitive natural communities are reduced to a less than si~mificant level.

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally or ❑ ~ ❑ ❑

state protected wetlands (including, but not limited to,

marshes, vernal pools, coastal wetlands, and

drainages) or waters of the United States, as defined

by ~ 404 of the federal Clean Water Act or California

Fish &Game code ~ 1600, et seq. through direct

removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other

means?

Less Than Slguifcant Impact with Midg~ation Incorporated. The majority of infrastructure projects

proposed in the Plan, including those resulting from ne~v or revised policies/procedures, would involve minor

alterations to e~►isting roadways within urbanized areas, such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewall:,
and would not affect any wetlands or drainage courses. A segment of trail is proposed for Lake Los Angeles
within Stephen Sorenson Park and on adjacent County lands, which includes some natural areas; as well as a
pocket park on a currently undeveloped parcel in the community's existing commercial center. As this Plan is
programmatic in nature and design details are unitnown at this time, any future trail /park /plaza
development requiring discretionary approval would be subject to separate project-level environmental review
in accordance with CEQA. Detailed analysis will be required prior to implementation of any individual
projects located within or adjacent to relatively undisturbed or natural areas. Implementation of Mitigation
Measures MM 3.=~-7 and MM 3.=~-2 would ensure that all potential impacts related to drainage courses arc
reduced to a less than significant level.

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or
with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

Less Than Slgniftcant Impact With Mit~gat~on Incorporated. The majority of infrastructure projects
proposed in the Plan, including those resulting from new or revised policies/procedures, would involve minor
alterations to existing roadways within urbanized areas, such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and side~~valk,
and would not affect any wildlife corridors. A segment of trail is proposed for Lake Los Angeles within
Stephen Sorenson Park and on adjacent County lands, which includes some natural areas; as well as a pocket
park on a currently undeveloped parcel in the community's ehisting commercial center. As this Plan is
programmatic in nature and design details are unknown at this time, any future trail /park /plaza
development requiring discretionary approval would be subject to separate project-level environmental review
in accordance ~~ith CEQA. Detailed analysis will be required prior to implementation of any individual
projects located within or adjacent to relatively undisturbed or natural areas. Implementation of Mitigation
Measures MM 3.~-1 and MM 3.~F-2 would ensure that all potential impacts related to wildlife are reduced to a
less than significant level.

e) Convert oak woodlands (as defined by the state, oak ❑ ❑ ❑

woodlands are oak stands with greater than 10%

canopy cover with oaks at least 5 inch in diameter

measured at 4.5 feet above mean natural grade) or
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otherwise contain oak or other unique native trees

(junipers, Joshuas, southern California black walnut,

etc.)?

No Impact. The majority of infrastructure projects proposed in the Plan, including.those resulting from new

or revised policies/procedures, would involve minor alterations to ehisting roadways, such as signage, striping,

curb and gutter and sidewalk, within urbanized areas or along roadways in previously disturbed areas of rural

communities. A segment of trail is proposed for Lake Los Angeles within Stephen Sorenson Park and on

adjacent County lands, which includes some natural areas; as ~vell as a pocket park on a currently undeveloped

parcel in the community's existing commercial center. These areas do not contain any oak ~~oodland or unique

native tree canopy. While individual street trees may be removed in the urban areas, no areas of native

woodland would be affected by project recommendations.

~ Conflict with any local policies or ordinances ❑ ~ ❑ ❑

protecting biological resources, including Wildflower

Reserve Areas (L.A. County Code, Title 12, Ch. 12.36),

the Los Angeles County Oak Tree Ordinance (L.A.

County Code, Tide 22, Ch. 22.56, Part 16), the

Significant Ecological Areas (SEAs) (L.A. County

Code, Title 22, ~ 22.56.215), and Sensitive

Environmental Resource Areas (SERAs) (L.A. County

Code, Title 22, Ch. 22.44, Part 6)?

Less Than Siguifcant Impact with Mibrgation Incorporated. The majority of infrastructure projects

proposed in the Plan, including those resulting from new or revised policies/procedures, would involve minor

alterations to existing roadways within urbanized areas, such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk,

and would not affect biological resources. None of the unincorporated areas proposed for specific

infrastructure projects is located within a SEA, although the Antelope Valley SL~.A is adjacent to the Lake Los

Angeles community.

A segment of trail is proposed for Lake Los Angeles within Stephen Sorenson Park and on adjacent County

lands, which includes some natural areas; as well as a pocket park on a currently undeveloped parcel in the

community's ehisting commercial center. As this Plan is programmatic in nature and design details are

unknown at this time, any future trail /park /plaza development requiring discretionary approval ~~ould be

subject to separate project-level environmental review in accordance with CEQA. Detailed analysis will be

required prior to implementation of any individual projects located within or adjacent to relatively undisturbed

or natural areas. Implementation of Mitigation Measures MM 3.=~-1 and MM 3.=~-2 would ensure that all

potential impacts related to resource areas arc reduced to a less than significant level.

g) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted state, ❑ ❑ ❑

regional, or local habitat conservation plan?

No Impact. Recommendations that involve future physical improvements, including those resulting from

new or revised policies/procedures, arc minor street alterations, walkways, pathways, and park space, primarily

within previously disturbed urbanized and rural areas and would not conflict with any adopted habitat

conservation plans.
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MITIGATION MEASURES
The following mitigation measures, as described and adopted in the General Plan Programmatic EIR as

mitigation measure BIO-1 and BIO-2, have been identified as applicable to the proposed project and ~~ill be

implemented accordingly.

MM 3.4-1: Biological resources shall be analyzed on aproject-specific level by a qualified biological
consultant. A general survey shall be conducted to characterize the project site, and focused surveys should
be conducted as necessary to determine the presence/absence ofspecial-status species (e.g., focused sensitive
plant or wildlife surveys). For proposed discretionary projects within S~As, a biological resources assessment
report shall be prepared to characterize the biological resources on-site, analyze project-specific impacts to
biological resources, and propose appropriate mitigation measures to offset those impacts. The report shall
include site location, literature sources, methodology, timing of surveys, vegetation map, site photographs,
and descriptions of biological resources on-site (e.g., observed and detected species as ~~ell as an analysis of
those species with potential to occur onsite).

MM 3.4-2: If there is potential for direct impacts to special-status species ~~ith implementation of

construction activities, the project-specific biological resources assessment report (as mentioned in Mitigation

Measure 3.4-1) shall include mitigation measures requiring preconstruction surveys for special-status species

and/or construction monitoring to ensure avoidance, relocation, or safe escape of special-status species from

the construction activities, as appropriate. Ifspecial-status species arc found to be nesting, brooding, donning,

etc. on-site during the pre-construction survey or monitoring, construction activity shall be halted until

offspring are weaned, fledged, etc. and are able to escape the site or be safely relocated to appropriate offsite

habitat areas. Relocations into areas of appropriate restored habitat would have the best chance of

replacing/incrementing populations that are lost due to habitat converted to development. Relocation to

restored habitat areas should be the preferred goal of dus measure. A qualiFcd biologist shall be on site to

conduct surveys, to perform or oversee implementation of protective measures, and to determine ̀ vhen

construction activity may resume.
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3.."i ~.;u.~tr.~r.K~l.:Ct.e~ou~~ces

Less Tban
Sigsiifcant

Potentially Impact myth Less Tban
Signifrcan t Mitlga Lion Signi£rcan t No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined in
CEQA Guidelines ~ 15064.5?

❑ ~ ❑ ❑

Less Than Signlfcant. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting
from new or revised policies/procedures, are primarily located within c~:isting roadway rights-of-way, in
urbanized areas, or in previously developed areas of rural communities that do not contain kno~~n historical
resources. Implementation of projects under the Plan would not directly demolish or materially alter historic
resources. Compliance ~vidi the goals, policies, and implementation measures of the Ge~reral Pla~i 2035 would
reduce impacts to historical resources. Project-level environmental compliance procedures would identify
historic resources that could be affected by a proposed project and to encourage the avoidance of known
historic resources to dle extent feasible through project siting and design. When historic resources cannot be
avoided, use of the Secretary of the Interior's Standards would be expected to mitigate impacts to a less than
si~mificant level. Implementation of the Proposed Project would not itself demolish or materially alter historic
resources. General Plan policies, Title 22 of the County Code, and state and federal regulations restricting
alteration, relocation, and demolition of historical resources ensure impacts would be mitigated.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the ❑ ~ ❑ ❑

significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to
CEQA Guidelines ~ 15064.5?

Less Than Sig~fcant nth Mlbrgatron Incorporated. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by
the Plan, including those resulting from new or revised policies/procedures, are primarily located within
e~►isting roadway rights-of-way, in urbanized areas, or in previously developed areas of rural communities that
do not contain known historical resources. A segment of trail is proposed for Lake Los Angeles within
Stephen Sorenson Park and on adjacent County land, ~vluch includes some natural areas; as ~~ell as a pocket
park on a currently undeveloped parcel in d1e community's existing commercial center. Earth moving
associated ~~vith construction of projects identified in the Plan could result in destruction of unknown
archaeological resources. As this Plan is programmatic in nature and design details arc unknown at this time,
any future trail /park /plaza development requiring discretionary approval would be subject to separate
project-level environmental review in accordance with CEQA. Mitigation Measure MM 3.5-7 would ensure
that all potential impacts related to unknown archaeological resource areas are reduced to a less than
significant level.

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique ❑ ~ ❑ ❑

paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature?

Less Than Slgnifcant with Mitigation Incorporated. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by

the Plan, including those resulting from new or revised policies/procedures, arc primarily located within

e~►isting roadway rights-of-way, in urbanized areas, or in previously developed areas of rural communities that
do not contain known paleontological our unique geologic resources. A segment of trail is proposed for Lake
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Los Angeles within Stephen Sorenson Park and on adjacent County land, which includes some natural areas;

as well as a pocket park on a currently undeveloped parcel in the community's e:~isting commercial center.

Earth moving associated with construction of projects identified in the Plan could result in destruction of

unknown paleontological resources. As this Plan is programmatic in nature and design details arc unknown

at this time, any future trail /park /plaza development requiring discretionary approval would be subject to

separate project-level environmental review in accordance ~vidi CEQA. Mitigation Measure 1VIM 3.5-2 would

ensure that all potential impacts related to unknown paleontological resource areas arc reduced to a less than

si~miFicant level.

d) Disturb any human remains, including those

interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?

Less Than Significant. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting

from new or revised policies/procedures, arc primarily located within e~:isting roadway rights-of-way, in

urbanized areas that do not contain known human remains. Within the Lake Los Angcics area a scgtncnt of

trail is proposed within Stephen Sorenson Park and on adjacent County land, ~~hich includes some natural

areas, as well as a pocket park on a currently undeveloped parcel. Earth moving associated with construction

of projects identified in the Plan could result in disturbance of unknown human remains. There arc thousands

of archaeological sites within Los Angeles County, and human habitation in Los Angeles County is known to

date to at least approximately 7,000 years B.C. Therefore, human remains could be buried in soils. Excavation

during construction activities by projects has the potential to disturb human burial grounds, including Native

American burials, in underdeveloped areas of Los Angeles County. Human burials have specific provisions

for treatment in Section 5097 of the California Public Resources Code, which authorizes the Native American

Heritage Commission to resolve any disputes related to the disposition of Native American burials. Public

Resources Code Section 5097.98 mandates the process to be followed in the event of a discovery of any

human remains and would mitigate all potential impacts. The California Health and Safety Code (Sections

7050.5, 7051, and 7054) also have provisions protecting human burial remains from disturbance, vandalism,

or destruction. California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 requires that if human remains arc

discovered within the project site, disturbance of the site shall halt and remain halted until the coroner has

conducted an investigation and made recommendations to the person responsible for the excavation, or to

his or her authorized representative. If the coroner determines that the remains arc not subject to his or her

authority and if the coroner recognizes or has reason to believe the human remains to be those of a Native

American, he or she shall contact, by telephone within 24 hours, the Native American Heritage Commission.

Therefore, compliance with these regulations would ensure impacts to human burial grounds remain less than

si~mificant.

MITIGATION MEASURES
The following mitigation measures, as described and adopted in the General Plan Programmatic EIR as

mitigation measures CULT-4 and CULT-5, have been identified as applicable to the proposed project and

will be implemented accordingly.

MM 3.5-1: Prior to the issuance of any grading permit, applicants shall provide written evidence to the County

of Los Angles that aCounty-certified archaeologist has been retained to observe grading activities greater than

sip: feet in depth and salvage and catalogue archaeological resources as necessary. The archaeologist shall be

present at the pre-grade conference, shall establish procedures for archaeological resource surveillance, and

shall establish, in cooperation with the applicant, procedures for temporarily halting or redirecting work to

permit the sampling, identification, and evaluation of the artifacts as appropriate. If the archaeological

resources arc found to be significant, the archaeological observer shall determine appropriate actions, in

cooperation with the project applicant, for ehploration and/or salvage. Prior to the release of the grading

bond the applicant shall obtain approval of the archaeologist's follow-up report from the County. The report
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shall include the period of inspection, an analysis of any artifacts found and the present repository of the

artifacts. Applicant shall prepare ehcavated material to die point of identification.

Applicant shall offer excavated finds for curatorial purposes to the County of Los Angeles, or its designee, on
a first refusal basis. These actions, as well as final mitigation and disposition of the resources, shall be subject
to the approval of the County. Applicant shall pay curatorial fees if an applicable fee program has been
adopted by the Board of Supervisors, and such fee program is in effect at the tune of presentation of the
materials to the County or its designee, all in a manner meeting the approval of the County. Unanticipated
discoveries shall be evaluated for significance by aCounty-certified archaeologist. If the archaeological
resources arc found to be significant, then the project shall be required to perform data recovery, professional
identification, radiocarbon dates as applicable, and other special studies; submit materials to the California
State University Fullerton; and provide a comprehensive final report including appropriate records for die

California Department of Parks and Recreation (Building, Structure, and Object Record; Archaeological Site
Record; or District Record, as applicable).

MM 3.5-2: Prior to the issuance of any grading permit, applicants shall provide written evidence to the County

of Los Angles that aCounty-certified paleontologist has been retained to observe grading activities greater

than six feet in depth and salvage and catalogue paleontological resources as necessary. The paleontologist

shall be present at the pre-grade conference, shall establish procedures for paleontologist resource

surveillance, and shall establish, in cooperation with the applicant, procedures for temporarily halting or
redirecting work to permit the sampling, identification, and evaluation of the artifacts as appropriate. If die

paleontological resources arc found to be si~mificant, the paleontologist observer shall determine appropriate

actions, in cooperation with the project applicant, for exploration and/or salvage. Prior to the release of the

grading bond the applicant shall obtain approval of the paleontologist's follow-up report from the County.

The report shall include the period of inspection, an analysis of any artifacts found and the present repository

of the artifacts. Applicant shall prepare excavated material to the point of identification.

Applicant shall offer ehcavated finds for curatorial purposes to the County of Los Angeles, or its designee, on

a First refusal basis. These actions, as well as Final mitigation and disposition of the resources, shall be subject

to the approval of the County. Applicant shall pay curatorial fees if an applicable fee program has been

adopted by the Board of Supervisors, and such fee program is in effect at the time of presentation of the

materials to the County or its designee, all in a manner meeting the approval of the County. Unanticipated

discoveries shall be evaluated for si~mificance by aCounty-certified a paleontologist. If the paleontological

resources are found to be si~mificant, then the project shall be required to perform data recovery, professional

identification, radiocarbon dates as applicable, and other special studies; submit materials to the California

State University Fullerton; and provide a comprehensive final report including appropriate records for the

California Department of Parks and Recreation.

,~.fi :~:near.~~

Less Tban
Significant

Potentiallp Impact ~itb Less Thaw
Significant Mittga Iron Signi~can t No
Impact Incorporated impact impact

Would the project:

a) Conflict with Los Angeles County Green Building ❑ ❑ ❑

Standards Code (L.A. County Code Title 31)?
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No Impact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting from new

or revised policies/procedures, arc pedestrian improvements involving minor alterations to existing roadways

such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and new pathways. No new building construction is

proposed and therefore the Plan is not in conflict with the LA County Green Buildings Standards Codc.

b) Involve the inefficient use of energy resources (see ❑ ❑ ❑

A~~eiidis F of the CEQA Guidelines)?

No Impact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by dle Plan, including those resulting from new

or revised policies/procedures, arc pedestrian improvements involving minor alterations to existing roadways

such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and new pathways. These are passive facilities that do

not require ongoing energy to operate outside of construction and routine maintenance (sweeping etc.) The

Plan is intended to provide a more pedestrian friendly and ~ualltable environment in unincorporated Los

Angeles County, thereby promoting options for human-powered transportation and recreation and decreased

use of automobile, and has an overall goal of decreased fossil fuel and energy use.
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3.? GecaXo~y arid. ̀~ay..ls

Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential

substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the

State Geologist for the area or based on other

substantial evidence of a known active fault

trace? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology

Special Publication 42.

Less Thaw
Signifcan t

Potentiallp Impact with Less Than
Signi{tcan t Mit~ga tlon S1gQ1{lCSQ t No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

❑ ❑ ~ ❑

No Impact. Portions of Westmont-West Athens arc within the Newport-Inglc~~ood Fault Zone, a

designated Alquist-Priolo Zone. However, the Plan does not propose any new structures for human

occupancy, and there would be no impacts related to active fault rupture.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

Less Than Slgnl'ftcantlmpaet. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those

resulting from new or revised policies/procedures, arc at-grade pedestrian enhancements involving minor

alterations to existing roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and new pathways.

Strong seismic shaking is a risk throughout Southern California, but areas proposed for project development

arc not at greater risk of seismic activity or impacts than other areas. For any structural features developed

under the plan, adherence to County engineering specifications and standards, as applicable, would ensure a

less than significant impact related to seismic shaking.

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

liquefaction and lateral spreading?

Less Than S1gnlfcantlmpact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan. including those

resulting from new or revised policies/procedures, are at-grade pedestrian enhancements involving minor

alterations to existing roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and new pat~iways.

Although liquefaction zones have been mapped within several portions of the Plan Area, future development

would not result in increased risk of or exposure to liquefaction or other seismic-related ground failures.

Structural elements such as bus or shade shelters would be required to meet appropriate County engineering

specifications and standards as applicable, thereby reducing seismic hazards related to liquefaction and other

seismic ground failure to a less than sigtuficant level.

iv) Landslides? ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

Less Than S1gnlfcantlmpact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those

resulting from new or revised policies/procedures, arc at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor
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alterations to existing roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and new path~vays.

The Plan recommendations are within existing developed community areas, and therefore would not e:►pose
people to any additional risk from landslides.

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

topsoil?

Less Than S~gn~fcantlmpact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those

resulting from new or revised policies/procedures, arc at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor

alterations to e~►isting roadways such as signagc, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and new pathways.
The Plan recommendations are within existing developed community areas, primarily ~vitlun paved roadway
rights-of-way. The largest source of erosion and topsoil loss, particularly in a developed environment, is
uncontrolled drainage during construction. All applicable water quality Best Management Practices will be
used to prevent topsoil from entering the storm drain system
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is a a ~ ❑
unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of

the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction

or collapse?

Less Thaw Significant Impact. Although liquefaction and unstable geologic zones have been mapped

within the county, specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting from

new or revised policies/procedures, arc at-grade pedestrian enhancements involving minor alterations to

existing roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and ne~~v pathways and would not

result in increased risk of or exposure to liquefaction or other seismic-related ground failures. Structural

elements such as bus or shade shelters would be required to meet appropriate County engineering

specifications and standards as applicable, t~iereby reducing seismic hazards related to liquefaction and

landslide to a less than si~mificant level.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating

substantial risks to life or property?

Less Than Signifcantlmpact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those

resulting from new or revised policies/procedures, arc at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor

alterations to existing roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewall~, and ne~v pathways.

The Plan recommendations are within existing developed community areas, primarily within paved roadway

rights-of-way. Projects requiring earthwork would require site-specific soils analysis as part of the design phase

and would be constructed in accordance ~~vith all County regulations designed to minimize construction-

related erosion.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the ❑ ❑ ❑

use of onsite wastewater treatment systems where

sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

No Impact. No septic or alternative wastewater system would be installed as a result of the Plan.

~ Conflict with the Hillside Management Area ❑ ❑ ❑

Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 22, ~ 22.56.217)?
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No Impact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting from new
or revised policies/procedures, arc at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor alterations to ehisting
roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewall:, and new pathways. The Plan
recommendations would occur primarily ~~ithin paved roadway rights-of-way. No hillside development is
proposed.
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3.~ G.t~ecx~..l~.r.~~cxse C~a~ :E~ni.ss.i<-►t~s

Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas (GHGs) emissions, either
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment?

Less Tban
Signi&cant

Potentially Impact wltb Less Than
Significant Mitiga tYon Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

❑ ❑ ❑

No Impact. The Plan recommends constructing new or improved pedestrian facilities, thereby encouraging

alternate mode of travel to the automobile, which is intended to reduce motor vehicle traffic and associated

GHG emissions. As a result, the Plans' proposals are considered to have a beneficial GHG impact and support

state and local GHG reduction goals.

b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or ❑ ❑ ❑

regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the

emissions of greenhouse gases?

No Impact. The Plan recommends constructing new or improved pedestrian facilities, thereby encouraging

alternate mode of travel to the automobile, which is intended to reduce motor vehicle traffic and associated

GHG emissions. As a result, the Plans' proposals are considered to have a beneficial GHG impact and support

state and local GHG reduction goals.
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3.~~ :~~: ~a~a~~ds a~~.d :~:-~:a~~x~~dra~~:i~ M~x~e.ria.l~

Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, storage,
production, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Less Than
Signifrcant

Potentisllp Impact mitb Less Tban
Signlfican t Mit~ga tion Signtfican t No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

❑ ❑ ~ ❑

Less Than Slgnificantlmpact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by tale Plan, including those
resulting from new or revised policies/procedures, are at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor
alterations to e~:isting roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and new pathways,
wluch themselves do not result in any routine storage, transport or use of hazardous materials. Construction
or routine maintenance activities may involve short-term use of hazardous materials such as paints, solvents,
and asphalt that may be hazardous. However, activities associlted with these projects would be short term,
subject to all regulations of such materials, and would not use these materials in large enough quantities to
cause adverse effects.

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the ❑ ❑ ~ ❑
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset
and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials or waste into the environment?

Less Than S1g~feantlmpact. SpeciFc infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those
resulting from new or revised policies/procedures, arc at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor
alterations to existing roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewall~, and ne~~ pathways,
which themselves do not result in any release of hazardous materials. Construction or routine maintenance
activities may involve short-term use of hazardous materials such as paints, solvents, and asphalt that may be
hazardous. However, activities associated ~~vit~l these projects would be short term, subject to all regulations
of such materials, and would not use these materials in large enough quantities to cause adverse effects.

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or ❑ ❑ ~ ❑
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste
within one-quarter mile of sensitive land uses?

Less Than Signiftcantlmpact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including dlose
resulting from new or revised policies/procedures, are at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor
alterations to existing roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and ne~~ pathways,
which themselves do not result in any emission of hazardous materials. Construction or routine maintenance
activities may involve short-term use of hazardous materials such as paints, solvents, and asphalt that may be
hazardous. However, activities associated with these projects would be short term, subject to all regulations
of such materials, and would not use these materials in large enough quantities to cause adverse effects.

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code ~ 65962.5 and, as a result, would it

❑ ❑ ~ ❑
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create a significant hazard to the public or the

environment?

Less Than Signifcantlmpact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by die Plan, including those

resulting from new or revised policies/procedures, are at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor

alterations to existing roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, new pathways and

park areas. While no known hazardous sites arc included in specific project recommendations, due to the

countywide nature of the plan it is possible that the construction of new pathway or park spaces may

encounter a site included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code

Section 65962.5. However, compliance with applicable ehisting regulations and processes would ensure that

the Plan would not result in a si~mificant hazard to the public or the environment from future development

on existing hazardous materials sites. Therefore, the Plan would have a less than si~mificant impact associated

with ehisting hazardous materials sites.

e) For a project located within an airport land use ❑

plan, or where such a plan has not been adopted,

within two miles of a public airport or public use

airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for

people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting from new

or revised policies/procedures, arc at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor alterations to ehisting

roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and new pathways. These facilities will be

used by pedestrians (and in the case of pathways bicyclists) and will have no impacts on operation or safety

of any nearby airports.

~ For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, ❑ ❑ ❑

would the project result in a safety hazard for people

residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting from new

or revised policies/procedures, arc at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor alterations to e~:isting

roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and new pathways. These facilities will be

used by pedestrians (and in the case of pathways bicyclists) and will have no impacts on operation or safety

of any nearby airports.

g) Impair implementation of, or physically interfere ❑ ❑ ❑

with, an adopted emergency response plan or

emergency evacuation plan?

No Impact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting from new

or revised policies/procedures, are at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor alterations to ehisting

roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and nety pathways. These facilities arc

considered to support emergency response plans by providing facilities for pedestrians and bicyclists that can

be used during evacuation if vehicular routes arc impassable.

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of

loss, injury or death involving fires, because the

project is located:
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i) within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity ❑ ❑ ❑

Zone (Zone 4)?

No Impact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting from new
or revised policies/procedures, are at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor alterations to ehisting
roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and new path~~vays. No proposed facilities

are located within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone.

ii) within a high fire hazard area with inadequate ❑ ❑ ❑

access?

No Impact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting from new
or revised policies/procedures, are at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor alterations to e~:isting
roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and new pathways. These facilities are along
roadways or in existing developed communities, and arc not located within a high fire hazard area with
inadequate access, nor ~~ould they e~:pose people to such areas.

iii) within an area with inadequate water and ❑ ❑ ❑

pressure to meet dire flow standards?

No Impact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting from new
or revised policies/procedures, arc at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor alterations to e~:isting

roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and new pathways. These facilities are along

roadways or in existing developed communities, and are not creating new structures subject to fire flow

standards.

iv) within proximity to land uses that have the ❑ ❑ ❑

potential for dangerous fire hazard?

No Impact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting from new

or revised policies/procedures, arc at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor alterations to c~:isting

roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and new pathways. These facilities arc along

roadways or in existing developed communities, and would not e:~pose people or structures to increased fire

hazards based on their proximity to land uses with dle potential for dangerous fire hazards.

i) Does the proposed use constitute a potentially ❑ ❑ ❑

dangerous fire hazard?

No Impact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting from new

or revised policies/procedures, are at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor alterations to existing

roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and new pathways. These facilities arc along

roadways or in existing developed communities. These facilities arc for transportation and recreation by

pedestrians and bicyclists and would not create a fire hazard.
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3.1~} :[~~~:~drol.c:~~y ~~nd ~X1a~:er. C~Lial.it~r

Less Tban
Significant

Poten~iall~ Impact with Less Tban
Signlfcant 11~itrgattoa Signiftcaat No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste ❑ ❑ ~ ❑
discharge requirements?

Less Than Signifcantlmpact. As this Plan is programmatic in nature and design details arc unkno~~n at
this time, any future development requiring discretionary approval would be subject to separate project-level
environmental review in accordance with CEQA. Detailed analysis of impacts related to surface water quality
will be required prior to implementation of individual Plan projects that ~vould include any construction near
existing surface waters. During construction, there could be short-term construction impacts to surface eater
quality from grading and other construction-related activities (e.g., erosion, spills, and leaks from construction
equipment). Individual projects would be subject to pernutting requirements and Best Management Practices
(BMPs) of the Los Angeles (Region 4) Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), ensuring that
impacts on water quality during construction arc less than si~mificant.

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or ❑ ❑ ~ ❑
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such
that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a
lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the
production rate ofpre-existing nearby wells would
drop to a level which would not support existing land
uses or planned uses for which permits have been
granted)?

Less Thaw Slgnlfcant Impact. Implementation of improvements associated wit~i the Plan would not
require significant use or ehtraction of ground~vater. Aldlough some projects could introduce new impervious
surfaces, the locations of most projects arc within paved roadway rights-of-way. New enhancements such as
pathways in undeveloped or unpaved areas arc dispersed over a ncttvork and would not affect groundwater
recharge, and would be subject to the Low Impact Development (LID) requirements of Los Angeles County
Code Tide 12, Chapter 12.84

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of ❑ ❑ ~ ❑
the site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, in a manner which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Less Than Slgnlftcant Impact. Implementation of projects under the Plan including new pathways,
sidewalks, or park space in undeveloped areas would increase the amount of impervious surface resulting in
minimal amounts of additional runoff. These increases would not substantially increase die size of the
floodplain. As this Plan is programmatic in nature and design details are unknown at this time, any future trail
/ park /plaza development requiring discretionary approval would be subject to separate project-level
environmental review in accordance with CEQA. Detailed analysis of impacts related to floodways,
floodplains, or designated flood hazard zones will be required as part ofproject-specific implementation, and
may include drainage studies that will calculate the additional flows per County hydrology manual standards.
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Projects dcvclopcd under the Plan would comply with existing regulations for avoiding or minimizing erosion

and sedimentation from such projects, and impacts would be less than si~mificant.

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of ❑ ❑

the site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, or substantially increase

the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which

would result in flooding on- or off-site?

Less Than S1g121~C8II1' I222pSCt Implementation of projects under the Plan including new pathways,

sidewalks, or park space in undeveloped areas would increase the amount of impervious surface resulting in

minimal amounts of additional runoff. These increases would not substantially increase the size of the

floodplain. Detailed analysis of impacts related to floodways, floodplains, or desi~matcd flood hazard zones

will be required as part ofproject-specific implementation, and may include drainage studies that will calculate

the additional flows per County hydrology manual standards. Projects developed under the Plan would comply

with existing regulations including limits on stormwatcr discharge, and impacts ~~ould be less than si~mificant.

e) Add water features or create conditions in which ❑

standing water can accumulate that could increase
habitat for mosquitoes and other vectors that transmit

diseases such as the West Nile virus and result in

increased pesticide use?

Less Than Significarst Impact. Implementation of projects under the Plan may include new pathways,

sidewalks, or park space. No water features or project elements that would accumulate standing water arc

currently proposed. Any such features proposed during project-specific design would be subject to all

applicable County codes and water quality regulations, and impacts arc therefore less than si~,mificant.

~ Create or contribute runoff water which would ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater

drainage systems or provide substantial additional

sources of polluted runoff?

Less Than Slgnifrcant Impact. Implementation of projects under the Plan including new pathways,

sidewalks, or park space in undeveloped areas would increase the amount of impenTious surface resulting in

minimal amounts of additional runoff. These increases would not substantially increase tie size of the

floodplain. As this Plan is programmatic in nature and design details are unknown at this time, any future

development requiring discretionary approval would be subject to separate project-level environmental review

in accordance with C~QA. Detailed analysis of impacts related to floodways, floodplains, or desi~mated flood

hazard zones ~~ill be required as part of project-specific implementation, and may include drainage studies

that will calculate the additional flows per County hydrology manual standards. Projects developed under the

Plan would comply with existing regulations including limits on stormwater discharge, and impacts would be

less than significant.

g) Generate construction orpost-construction runoff ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

that would violate applicable stormwater NPDES

permits or otherwise significantly affect surface water

or groundwater quality?
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Less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of projects under the Plan including nc~u pathways,

sidewalks, or park space in undeveloped areas would increase the amount of impervious surface resulting in

minimal amounts of additional runoff. These increases ~~ould not substantially increase the size of the

floodplain. As this Plan is programmatic in nature and design details are unknown at this time, any future

development requiring discretionary approval would be subject to separate project-level environmental review

in accordance with CEQA. Detailed analysis of impacts related to floodways, floodplains, or desi~mated flood

hazard zones will be required as part of project-specif c implementation, and may include drainage studies

that will calculate the additional flows per County hydrology manual standards. Projects developed under the

Plan would comply with existing regulations including applicable NPDES permits and limits on storm~uater

discharge, and impacts would be less than si~mificant.

h) Conflict with the Los Angeles County Low Impact ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

Development Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 12,

Ch. 12.84)?

Less Than Sigr~ifcant Impact. Implementation of projects under the Plan including new pathways,

sidewalks, or park space in undeveloped areas would increase die amount of impervious surface resulting in

minimal amounts of additional runoff. These increases would not substantially increase the size of the

floodplain. As this Plan is programmatic in nature and design details arc unknown at this time, any future
development requiring discrerionary approval would be subject to separate project-level environmental review

in accordance with CEQA. Detailed analysis of impacts related to floodways, floodplains, or desi~mated flood

hazard zones will be required as part of project-specific implementation, and may include drainage studies

that will calculate the additional flows per County hydrology manual standards. Projects developed under the

Plan would comply with c~:isting regulations including the LID Ordinance, and impacts would be less than

significant.

i) Result in point or nonpoint source pollutant ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

discharges into State Water Resources Control Board-

designated Areas of Special Biological Significance?

Less Than Slgnificantlmpact. Detailed analysis of impacts related to surface water quality will be required
prior to implementation of individual Plan projects that would include any construction near ehisting surface

waters. During construction, there could be short-term construction impacts to surface water quality from

grading and other construction-related activities (e.g., erosion, spills, and leaks from construction equipment).

Individual projects would be subject to permitting requirements and Best Management Practices (BMPs) of

the Los Angeles (Region 4) Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), ensuring that impacts on water

quality during construcrion are less than si~miFcant.

j) Use onsite wastewater treatment systems in areas ❑ ❑ ❑

with known geological limitations (e.g. high

groundwater) or in close proximity to surface water

(including, but not limited to, streams, lakes, and

drainage course)?

No Impact. No wastewater would be generated by proposed projects, and no wastewater treatment systems

are proposed.

k) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? ❑ ❑ ~ ❑
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Less Than Signt'ftcant Impact. Implementation of projects under the Plan including new pathways,
sidewalks, or park space in undeveloped areas would increase the amount of impervious surface resulting in
minimal amounts of additional runoff. These increases would not substantially increase the size of the
floodplain. As this Plan is programmatic in nature and design details arc unknown at this time, any future
development requiring discretionary approval would be subject to separate project-level environmental review
in accordance with CEQA. Detailed analysis of impacts related to floodways, floodpla.ins, or designated flood
hazard zones will be required as part of project-specific implementation, and may include drainage studies
that will calculate the additional flows per County hydrology manual standards. Projects developed under the
Plan would comply with existing water quality regulations including limits on storm~vater discharge, and
impacts would be less than si~mificant.

1) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as ❑ ❑ ❑

mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation
map, or within a floodway or floodplain?

No Impact. No housing is proposed in the Plan.

m) Place structures, which would impede or redirect ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

flood flows, within a 100-year flood hazard area,
floodway, or floodplain?

Less Than S1gnlfcantlmpact. Implementation of projects under the Plan including ne~~ pathways,
side~~vall~s, or park space in undeveloped areas would increase die amount of impervious surface resulting in
minimal amounts of additional runoff. These increases would not substantially increase the size of the
floodplain. Detailed analysis of impacts related to floodways, floodplains, or designated flood hazard zones
will be required as part ofproject-specific implementation, including drainage studies that ~~vill calculate the
additional flows per County hydrology manual standards. The Plan would not place substantial numbers of
people or structures at risk of flooding in 100-year flood zones, and impacts would be less than significant.

n) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of ❑ ❑ ❑

loss, injury or death involving flooding, including
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

No Impact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting from new
or revised policies/procedures, are at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor alterations to ehisting
roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk. None of the specific community projects
are within areas that would be subject to dam or levee failure.

o) Place structures in areas subject to inundation by ❑ ❑ ❑

seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Impact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting from new
or revised policies/procedures, arc at-grade pedestrian improvements involving minor alterations to ehisting
roadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk. None of the specific community projects

arc within areas that would be subject to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow.

t to~'~.102267435.1 41 /G1



3.11 Lr~x~.d C:1se 4~nd. ~I'.laa~.xa.i:t~.~

Less Than
.Slg~l{C8~ t

Potentially Impact mItb Less Than
Significant Mibga troy Sigr~iftcan t No
Impact Incorporated Impact ImpactWould the project:

a) Physically divide an established community?

No Impact. No project recommended in the Plan would physically divide an established community. ThePlan provides a beneficial impact of connecting established communities by recommending curb ehtensions,sidewalk and pathway connections, marked crosswalks, new signals and lighting, and other pedestrian-scaleinfrastructure to encourage walkability and civic engagement ~~ithin neighborhoods.

b) Be inconsistent with the applicable County plans ❑ ❑for the subject property including, but not limited to,
the General Plan, specific plans, local coastal plans,
area plans, and community/neighborhood plans?

No Impact. This Plan is an implementing document of the County of Los Angeles Ge~reral Plan 2035, calledout in Implementation Program M-2, and will be incorporated into the Mobility Element as asub-element.The plan supports and aligns ~~ith the General Plan and policies established in other plans includingcommunity plans and corridor plans which provide for increased wall:ability, transit connectivity, safety, parkaccess, and mobility for County residents.

c) Be inconsistent with the County zoning ordinance ❑ ❑ ~ ❑as applicable to the subject property?

Less Thaw Signifcantlmpact The plan supports and aligns with Los Angeles County Zoning Ordinanceby proposing specific projects that provide for greater walkability, transit connectivity, safety, park access, andmobility for County residents. As this Plan is programmatic in nature and design details arc unitnown at thistime, individual future trail /park /plaza may require additional zoning approvals.

d) Conflict with the goals and policies of the General ❑Plan related to Hillside Management Areas or
Significant Ecological Areas?

No Impact. Specific infrastructure projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting from newor revised policies/procedures, arc at-grade pedestrian improvements invoh~ing minor alterations to existingroadways such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk. None of the specific community projectsare within any Hillside Management Areas or SF~s.
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3.12 M:i~.e.r.~~l:[~.etic7~.~rces

Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineralresource that would be of value to the region and theresidents of the state?

Less Thaw
Signifrcan t

Potentially Impact cvltb Less Tba~
Significant Miaga tion Slgnsfrcan t No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

❑ ❑ ❑

No Impact. The majority of infrastructure projects proposed in the Plan, including those resulting from newor revised policies/procedures, would involve minor alterations to ehisting roadways within urbanized areas,such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk. No mining activities or identified Mineral ResourceZones arc known to exist within the specific community project areas. Projects involving earthwork such asnew pathways or pocket parks do not involve grading activities similar to miiung and ~~ould have no impact.
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site delineated ona local general plan, specific plan or other land useplan?

No Impact. The majority of infrastructure projects proposed in die Plan, including those resulting from newor revised policies/procedures, would involve minor alterations to e:~isting roadways within urbanized areas,such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewall:. Projects involving earthwork such as new pathways orpocket parks do not involve grading activities similar to mining. Implementation of the proposed projectswould not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource and no impact would occur.
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.3.x.3 Nc~isc

Less Than
.Slg'~1~CSQ t

Potentsallp Impact tvttb
S1g'II1{1C8II t 1l~itrga lion
Impact IncorporatedWould the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to, or generation of, noise ❑
levels in excess of standards established in the County
General Plan or noise ordinance (Los Angeles County
Code, Title 12, Chapter 12.08), or applicable standards
of other agencies?

//

Less Tban
Slgni&cant No
Impact Impact

~ ~

Less Than Signlfcantlmpactmh Mitlgatlon Incotpotated. The Plan recommends implementing new
or improved pedestrian facilities, thereby encourage walking as a form of transportation and recreation.
Operation of the facilities would involve use by people walking or bicycling and would not generate any noise
above ambient levels and would have no impact.

Construction of projects could result in short-term noise impacts on adjacent land uses. Maximumconstruction noise would be short-term, generally intermittent depending on the construction phase, andvariable depending on receiver distance from the active construction zone. Construction activities ~~vould besubject to the County's noise ordinance and regulations limiting hours and days of construction work, andimpacts would be less than si~mificant. Mitigation Measure MM 3.73-1 would ensure t~iat all potential impactsrelated to construction noise arc reduced to a less than si~mificant level.

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ❑ ~ ❑ ❑groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

Less Than S1g~fcantlmpact myth Mitigation Incorporated. The Plan recommends implementing new
or improved pedestrian facilities, thereby encourage wallcing as a form of transportation and recreation.
Operation of the facilities would involve use by people walking or bicycling and would not generate any noise
or vibration above ambient levels and would have no impact.

Construction of projects could result in short-term noise and groundborne vibration impacts on adjacent landuses. Makimum construction noise would be short-term, generally intermittent depending on the constructionphase, and variable depending on receiver distance from the active construction zone. Construction activitieswould be subject to the County's noise ordinance and regulations limiting hours and days of constructionwork, and impacts would be less than si~miFicant. Mitigation Measure 1VIM 3.13-2 would ensure that allpotential impacts related to construction vibration are reduced to a less than significant level.

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise ❑ ❑ ❑levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project, including noise from parking
areas?

No Impact. The Plan recommends implementing new or improved pedestrian facilities, thereby encourage
walling as a form of transportation and recreation. Operation of the facilities would involve use by people
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walking or bicycling and ~~vould not generate any permanent increase in noise above ambient levels and wouldhave no impact.

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ❑ ❑ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project, including noise from
amplified sound systems?

Less Than Stgnifcantlmpact. The Plan recommends implementing new or improved pedestrian facilities,thereby encourage ~vall~ing as a form of transportation and recreation. Operation of the facilities would involveuse by people walking or bicycling and ~~ould not generate any noise above ambient levels and would haveno impact.

Construction of projects could result in short-term noise impacts on adjacent land uses. Ma~:imumconstruction noise would be short-term, generally intermittent depending on the construction phase, andvariable depending on receiver distance from the active construction zone. Construction activities would besubject to the County's noise ordinance and regulations limiting hours and days of construction work, andimpacts would be less than significant.

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan ❑ ❑or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The Plan recommends implementing new or improved pedestrian facilities, thereby encouragewalking as a form of transportation and recreation. Operation of the facilities ~~vould involve use by peoplewalking or bicycling and would not generate any noise above ambient levels and would have no impact on
airport activities.

~ For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, ❑
would the project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The Plan recommends implementing new or improved pedestrian facilities, thereby encouragewalking as a form of transportation and recreation. Operation of the facilities would imTolve use by peoplewalking or bicycling and would not generate any noise above ambient levels and would have no impact onairport activities.

MITIGATION MEASURES

The following mitigation measures, as described and adopted in the General Plan Programmatic EIR asmitigation measures N-1 and N-4, have been identified as applicable to the proposed project and will beimplemented accordingly.

MM 3.13-1. Construction activities associated ~~ith new development that occurs near sensitive receptors shallbe evaluated for potential noise impacts. Mitigation measures such as installation of temporary sound barriersfor construction activities that occur adjacent to occupied noise-sensitive structures, equipping construction

I IOA.10~67435.1 
4~i /(,1



equipment with mufflers, and reducing non-essential idling of construction equipment to no more than Fiveminutes shall be incorporated into the construction operations to reduce construction-related noise to theehtent feasible.

MM 3.13-2. Individual projects that use vibration-intensive construction activities, such as pile drivers, jackhammers, and vibratory rollers, near sensitive receptors shall be evaluated for potential vibration impacts. Ifconstruction-related vibrarion is determined to be perceptible at vibration-sensitive uses (i.e., ehceed theFederal Transit Administrations vibration annoyance criterion of 78 VdB at sensitive receptor locations),additional requirements, such as use of less vibration-intensive equipment or construction techniques, shallbe implemented during construction (e.g., drilled piles to eliminate use ofvibration-intensive pile driver).
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.3.1~ :C?'c~pu.latican R~:nd :I:-:~:c~~Y~~.ri~

Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area,
either directly (for example, by proposing new homes
and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

Less Than
Significan t

Potes~ttallp Impact witb Less Tban
S1g~1~C8~ t Mit~ga tloa S1gQ1~C8II t No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

o a a ~

No Impact. The Plan does not include recommendations for any ne~v housing or businesses that ~~ouldinduce population growth. Recommended projects arc pedestrian enhancements to ehisting community areasincluding improvements to the roadway network and new sidewalk and pathway connections; proposed Planehtensions of ehisting pedestrian or bicycle facilities would not induce substantial population growth in anyproject area, therefore having no impact.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
especially affordable housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. Implementation of the Plan would not result in tie removal or displacement of any existinghousing. Specific projects recommended by the Plan, including those resulting from ne~~ or revisedpolicies/procedures, arc primarily located within existing roadway rights-of-way, in urbanized areas, or inpreviously developed areas of rural communities that do not contain e~.isting housing. A pocket park isproposed for Lake Los Angeles on a currently undeveloped parcel in the community's ehisting commercialcenter. Therefore, construction of replacement housing would not be necessary, and there would be noimpact.

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, ❑ ❑ ❑necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

No Impact. Per the response to 3.14(c), implementation of tic Plan would not result in the removal ordisplacement of any populations. Therefore, construction of replacement housing would not be necessary,and there would be no impact.

d) Cumulatively exceed official regional or local ❑ ❑ ❑population projections?

No Impact. The Plan does not recommend housing or any other facilities wluch ~vould increase regional or
local population.
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3.15 :['c~k~l.ic ~er~y.c;es

Less Tban
Signrfican t

Potentiallp Impact with
Significant Mitigation
Impact Incorporateda) Would the project create capacity or service level

problems, or result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for any of the public
services:

Less Than

Significant No
Impact Impact

Fire protection? ❑ ❑ ❑No Impact. The Plan recommends implementing ne~u or improved pedestrian facilities, thereby encouragingwalling as a form of transportation and recreation. Many of the proposed infrastructure projects arc intendedto improve safety for people walking and reduce crashes, and would provide a benefit to fire services byreducing the need for emergency response for traffic collisions. Policy and procedure recommendationsrelated to roadway design arc in compliance with local fire code, and all individual projects would undergoreview by fire services as part of the design process.

Sheriff protection? ❑ ❑ ❑No Impact. The Plan recommends implementing new or improved pedestrian facilities, thereby encouragingwalking as a form of transportation and recreation. Many of the proposed infrastructure projects arc intendedto improve safety for people wallting and reduce crashes, and would provide a beneFcial impact to lawenforcement services in terms of reducing the need for emergency response for traffic collisions. In additionthe plan recommends improved lighting and public security measures in alignment with Crime PreventionThrough Environmental Design (CPT~D) principles.

Schools? 
❑ ❑ ❑No Impact. The projects do not involve the construction of housing or employment-generating facilities.Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not result in an increase in demand for schoolservices, and there would be no impact.

Parks? 
❑ ❑ ~ ❑Less Than Siguifi►car~tlmpact. Implementation of the Plan would include development of new pathwayswithin the County providing increased connections to parks and could result in an incremental increase inpark use. However, the increase is not expected to result in the physical deterioration of parks or impacts topark services and would have a les-than-si~mificant impact. Within Lake Los Angeles the plan recommendsa new pocket park /plaza, and the Plan includes general recommendations for community-driven processesfor development and maintenance of pocket park and parklet facilities to ensure the community is responsiblefor ongoing maintenance and upkeep of such facilities.

Libraries? 
❑ ❑ ~ ❑No Impact. Implementation of the Plans would not directly increase demand for libraries, because it wouldnot result in population or employment growth, or cause other demographic changes that would increase thedemand for libraries. Providing improved access to libraries through enhanced pedestrian connections could

result in more people visiting libraries and increase the usage for library services. However since library
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planning is done based on overall population and demographics of a given community, dus impact would be
less-than-si~mificant.

Other public facilities? ❑ ❑ ❑
No Impact. Implementation of the Plan would not increase demand for other public facilities because it
would not result in population or employment growt~i or cause other demographic changes that would
increase the demand for such facilities.

I IOA.1c~22~,7435.1 49/G 1



.3.1Ci .[~.ecreal:ir~n

Less Tban
.S1g~1{tCB~ t

Potentiallp Impact mYtb Less Than
Signifcan t Mit~ga tioa S1gD1{1CSII t No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Would the project increase the use of existing ❑ ❑ ~ ❑
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of
the facility would occur or be accelerated?

Less Than Signifcantlmpact. Implementation of the Plan would include development of new pathways
within the County providing increased connections to parks and could result in an incremental increase in
park use. However, the increase is not expected to result in die physical deterioration of parks or impacts to
park services and would have a less than si~,mificant impact. Within Lake Los Angeles the plan recommends
a new pocket park /plaza, and the Plan includes general recommendations for community-driven processes
for development and maintenance of pocket park and parklet facilities to ensure the community is responsible
for ongoing maintenance and upkeep of such facilities, resulting in a less than si~mificant impact.

b) Does the project include neighborhood and ❑ ❑ ~ ❑
regional parks or other recreational facilities or require
the construction or expansion of such facilities which
might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

Less Than Sigrliftcant Impact. Implementation of the Plan would include development of new pathways
within the County providing increased connections to parks and could result in an incremental increase in
park use. However, the increase is not ehpected to result in the physical deterioration of parks or impacts to
park services and would have aless-than-si~,miFcant impact. Within Lake Los Angeles t ie plan recommends
a new pocket park /plaza, and the Plan includes general recommendations for community-driven processes
for development and maintenance of pocket park and parklet facilities to ensure the community is responsible
for ongoing maintenance and upkeep of such facilities, resulting in a less than si~mificant impact.

c) Would the project interfere with regional open ❑ ❑ ❑
space connectivity?

No Impact. The Plan recommendations include new pathways and creating connections to existing trails and
recreational spaces in the County, and will therefore improve regional park and open space connectivity.

1 IOA.1(122G7435.1 50/ G 1



.3.17 T'rans~.~r.~r~cat;ior~ / Tr4~t:fic

Less Than
.S1g121~C8121'

Potent~allp Impact wYtb Less Than
Signifrcau t Mit~ga tion Ssgnifica~ t No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or
policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation system, taking into
account all modes of transportation including mass
transit and non-motorized travel and relevant
components of the circulation system, including but
not limited to intersections, streets, highways and
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass
transit?

a ~ o 0

Less Than Signifcantlmpactwith Mlt~ga~ron Incorporated. Implementation of the projects and policies
identified in tie Plan would improve the County's pedestrian infrastructure, enhance pedestrian safety, and
encourage walking as a viable form of transportation throughout the project area, resulting in reduced reliance
on auto trips. Therefore, in general, the implementation of the Plan would result in reduced vehicular traffic
volumes on roadways and improvements in trafFic operations as a result of enhancing the attractiveness,
safety, and utility of walling as an alternative to short auto trips.

The construction of the pedestrian facility improvements identified in the Plan could result in a temporary
increase in traffic volumes due to construction-generated traffic. In some cases, construction ~~vould require
temporary road or lane closures, especially for projects requiring roadway widening, removal of parl~ing,
restriping, etc., which in turn would result in temporary decreases in roadway capacity and an increase in traffic
on nearby roads. All project construction activities would be required to meet County Traffic Control Plan
requirements and impacts would be less than significant.

The proposed Plan does not include projects that would generate new vehicle trips during die operational
period. However, there arc recommended study corridor projects, as well as roadway design policies identified
in the Plan that could reduce the vehicle capacity of intersections and/or increase congestion through physical
changes to the right-of-way, and include projects that may require travel or parking lane removal, intersection
realignment or new signals. As this Plan is programmatic in nature and desi~m details are unknown at this
time, any future project development requiring discretionary approval would be subject to separate project-
level environmental review in accordance with CEQA. Detailed analysis of traffic impacts will be required
prior to implementation of individual Plan projects that would affect roadway capacity or level of service. For
individual projects, including removal of vehicular lanes, a detailed traffic study will be conducted during the
project-level environmental review. This analysis will determine the ehact nature and ehtent of anticipated
traffic impacts based on ekisting and projected future traffic volumes, speeds, and amount of heavy vehicle
traffic, and provide for mitigation measures as applicable. Implementation of Mitigation Measures MM 3.17-
1 would ensure impacts related to operational traffic congestion arc reduced to a less than si~mificant level.

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion
management program (CMP), including, but not
limited to, level of service standards and travel

❑ ~ ❑ a
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demand measures, or other standards established by
the CMP for designated roads or highways?

Less Than S1g~~cantlmpactw~th Ml~rgat~on I~cotporated. Implementation of the projects and policies
identified in the Plan would improve the County's pedestrian infrastructure, enhance pedestrian safety, and
encourage walling as a viable form of transportation throughout the project areas, resulting in reduced reliance
on auto trips. Therefore, in general, the implementation of the Plan would result in reduced vehicular traff c
volumes on roadways and improvements in trafFc operations.

The construction of the pedestrian facility improvements identified in the Plan could result in a temporary
increase in traffic volumes due to construction-generated traffic. In some cases, construction would require
temporary road or lane closures, especially for projects requiring roadway ~~idening, removal of parking,
restripirig, etc., which in turn would result in temporary decreases in roadway capacity and an increase in traffic
on nearby roads. All project construction activities ~~ould be required to meet County Traffic Control Plan
requirements and impacts would be less than si~mificant.

The proposed Plan does not include projects that would generate new vclucle trips during the operational
period. However, there are recommend study corridor projects and roadway design policies identified in the
Plan that could reduce the vehicle capacity of intersections and/or increase congestion through physical
changes to the right-of-way, and include projects that may require travel or parking lane removal, intersection
realignment or new signals. As this Plan is programmatic in nature and design details arc unknown at this
time, any future project development requiring discretionary approval would be subject to separate projcct-
level environmental review in accordance with CEQA. Detailed analysis of traffic impacts will be required
prior to implementation of individual Plan projects that would affect roadway capacity or level of service. For
individual projects, inclucling removal of vehicular lanes, a detailed traffic study will be conducted during the
project-level environmental review. This analysis will determine the ehact nature and chtent of anticipated
traffic impacts based on existing and projected future traffic volumes, speeds, and amount of heavy vehicle
traffic, and provide for mitigation measures as applicable. Implementation of Mitigation Measures 11711~I 3.17-
1 would ensure impacts related to operational traffic congestion are reduced to a less than si~mificant level.

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including ❑ ❑ ❑
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in
location that results in substantial safety risks?

No Impact. The Plan does not include any recommendations drat ~~ould result in changes to air traffic
patterns or introduce new safety risks related to air traffic in any manner.

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design ❑ ❑ ~ ❑
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections)
or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

Less Than Sig~fcantlmpaet. The improvements included in the Plan are intended to reduce hazards to
pedestrians. Physical modifications to intersections, such as die construction/modification of curb corner
ehtensions and reduction of turn radii would reduce vehicle speed, provide greater visibility for and of
pedestrians, and enhance the safety of intersections for all roadway users. All roadway design would be done
in accordance with best practices and engineering judgment. Impacts associated with an increase in hazards
would be less than si~mificant.

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? ❑ ❑ ~ ❑
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Less Than Signifcantlmpact. Recommended enhancements include installation of curb ramps, crosswalk
markings, new traffic signal configurations, curb extensions, sidewalks and refuge islands so as to enhance
pedestrian safety and visibility. The construction and/or installation of these features could result in narrowing
of traffic lanes and/or reduction of turn radii at intersections. Prior to project implementation, Fire
Department review will take place, as applicable, to ensure less than significant impacts.

~ Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs ❑ ❑ ~ ❑
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian
facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or
safety of such facilities?

Less Than Signr{cantlmpact. The Plan recommends constructing new or enhanced pedestrian facilities,
thereby encouraging walling trips, including trips linked to transit, as alternate mode of travel to the
automobile. The Plan is intended to increase the safety, comfort and convcnicnce of pedestrian facilities and
is in alignment with policies, plans and programs regarding such facilities. All individual projects would be
designed to ensure all policies, plans, and programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities arc
accommodated.

MITIGATION MEASURES
The following mitigation measure, as described and adopted in the General Plan Programmatic EIR as

mitigation measure T-1, has been identified as applicable to the proposed project and will be implemented

accordingly.

MM 3.17-1: The County shall continue to monitor potential impacts on roadway segments and intersections
on a project by project basis as buildout occurs by requiring traffic studies for all projects that could
significantly impact traffic and circulation patterns. Future projects shall be evaluated and traffic
improvements shall be identified to maintain minimum levels of service in accordance ~vidi the County's
Traffic Impact Analysis Guidelines, where feasible mitigation is available.

I IOA.1022G7435.1 53 / G 1



,3.18 Tr.i~t~r~l. C~.~.lt~:xr.al. l~.eso~.i~~ces

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code X21074 as either a
site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is
geographically defined in terms of the size and scope
of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural
value to a California Native American tribe, and that
is:

i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in Public
Resources Code ~ 5020.1(k), or

Less Tban
.SIgQ1{]'CSQ l

PotentYsllp Impact wYtb Less Than
Slgnifcant Mitigation S1gII1S~C8~t No
Impact Incorpota ted Impact Impact

a ~ ❑ o

Less Than Slgniftcant with Mlttgation Ir~cotpotated.
Assembly Bill 52 (2014) created a ne~v class of impacts considered in the C~QA process specific to Tribal
Cultural Resources. The law requires notice and meaningful consultation with Native American tribes who
opt-in to a County noticing list; should a tribe choose to consult on a project, the la~v provides them 30 days
to respond to the notice. SB 18 (2004) also requires tribal consultation in the event of a substantial General
Plan Amendment as this project proposes. On March 29, 2018 the County sent via email, postal mail, or both
where such information was available, letters to tribes on the County's AB 52 noticing list maintained by the
Department of Regional Planning informuig them of dle opportunity to consult on the plan, including a
project description and map of the project area.

Of the five Native American tribes on the AB 52 notification list, nvo declined to consult pending future
implementation of projects proposed in the plan; one did not respond despite multiple contact attempts via
mail, email, and telephone within 30 days; and ri~vo, San Manuel Band of Mission Indians and Fcrnandeno
Tataviam Band of Mission Indians, elected to engage in formal consultation with die County. Beginning in
March 2018, the County communicated via phone, email, and in j~erson with both tribes regarding the
project's potential impacts on unknown tribal cultural resources in known sensitive areas within the project
extents and what could be done to mitigate them.

Sensitive information provided to the County by the tribes during consultation indicates the potential for
ground disturbing activities in and around Stephen Sorensen Park to impact Tribal Cultural Resources; and is
included in a confidential appendih to this IS/MND.

Mitigation Measures MM 3.78-7, MM-3.18-2, and MM 3.18-3 would ensure that all potential impacts related
to tribal cultural resources arc reduced to a less than si~mificant level.

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its ❑ ~ ❑ ❑
discretion and supported by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code ~ 5024.1.
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In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c)
of Public Resources Code ~ 5024.1, the lead agency
shall consider the significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe.

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.
As noted above the County communicated via phone, email, and in person with the San Manuel Band of
Mission Indians and Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians regarding the project's potential impacts
on unknown tribal cultural resources in known sensitive areas ~uitlun tie project extents and what could be
done to mitigate them.

Sensitive information provided to the County by die tribes during consultation indicates the potential for
ground disturbing activities in and around Stephen Sorensen Park to impact Tribal Cultural Resources; and is
included in a confidential appendix to this IS/MND.

Mitigation Measures MM 3. ~8-~, MM-3.18-2, and MM 3.18-3 would ensure that all potential impacts related
to tribal cultural resources arc reduced to a less than si~mificant level.

MITIGATION MEASURES

MM 3.18-1: Prior to finalizing any design plan or alignment for the proposed pedestrian path for Stcphcn
Sorensen Park, a cultural resources study in the area of the proposed path alignment shall be conducted. Tlus
study shall be designed with input from the San Manuel Band of Mission Indians and the Fernandeno
Tataviam Band of Mission Indians to ensure sufficient and culturally appropriate requirements including but
not limited to: a Sacred Lands File search through the NAHC, a 1-mile radius literature search at the
appropriate California Historical Resources Information System Information Center (CHRIS), additional
background research using GLO maps, Sanborn maps, historical atlases, city and state records, and other
historical documents. Depending on the results, additional testing may be undertaken as necessary, the testing
plan for which shall be designed with input from the San Manuel Band of Mission Indians and the Fernandeno
Tataviam Band of Mission Indians. Any final design plan including path alignment shall take into
consideration the results of any such study and attempt to avoid impacting any Tribal Cultural Resources
pursuant to California Public Resources Code 21084.3.

MM 3.18-2: At least one archaeologist who meets the Professional Qualification Standards of the Secretary
of the Interior; one Tribal monitor representing San Manuel Band of Mission Indians; and one Tribal monitor
representing the Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians shall be contracted to be present for all
ground-disturbing fieldwork activities that occur widen Stephen Sorensen Park (which include, but arc not
limited to archaeological testing, tree/shrub removal and planting, clearing/grubbing, grading, ehcavation,
trenching, compaction, fence/gate removal and installation, drainage and irrigation removal and installation,
and hardscape installation [benches that require a footing, signage, boulders, walls, seat walls, fountains, etc.J).

Prior to project implementation, aMonitoring and Treatment Plan shall be created by the archaeologists)
and provided from the County to the San Manuel Band of Mission Indians and the Fernandeno Tataviam
Band of Mission Indians for review. This document shall outline the project-specific monitoring process as
well as site-specific discovery/treatment protocols, with regards to the cultural sensitivity of the project area,
as outlined within the confidential appendix: to the MND. Additionally, apre-construction meeting shall be
held wide the contractor, the County, archaeologist(s), and Tribal monitors prior to the start of construction
to outline all processes detailed within the Monitoring and Treatment Plan.

I IOA.102267435.1 55 / G 1



All contractors and earth moving personnel shall be given a Cultural Sensitivity/Worker Environmental
Awareness Program (WEAP) training prior to any ground-disturbing activities. The training shall be
presented by the archaeologist, and representatives of the San Manuel Band of Mission Indians and
Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Mission Indians to inform all personnel about the Project's potential for
impacting cultural resources. Tlus training shall be given during the project tailgate/kickoff meeting and
should be presented to new personnel, as necessary, over die lifetime of the Project. The program will inform
personnel of the types of artifacts and features that may be encountered, the authority of the archaeological
and Tribal monitor/s to temporarily cease or redirect work to evaluate discoveries, the procedures to be
followed if cultural materials are unearthed at the Project site, contact information for the archaeological and
Tribal personnel, and the regulatory requirements for the protection of cultural resources.

The County will provide the archaeologists) and the Tribes a weekly construction schedule identifying all
ground disturbing activities within the monitoring area. The archaeologists) and Tribal monitors will have
the authority to request ground disturbing activities cease within the area of anon-funerary discovery, but not
ehceeding a buffer of 60 feet surrounding the area. Final disposition of any discovered Resources shall be
approved by the County based on the protocol outlined within the Monitoring and Treatment Plan.

MM 3.18-3: All construction activities will be conducted in accordance with Section 7050.5 of the California
Health and Safety Code regarding the potential discovery of human remains or funerary objects. If human
remains or funerary objects are encountered during any activities associated with the project, work within a
60-foot buffer of the find shall cease. The archaeologist, in consultation wide the Tribal monitor, may adjust
the boundaries of that stop-work buffer as needed to protect a potential find. If tangible Tribal Cultural
Resources of any kind arc discovered during any activities associated with Step by Step Los Angeles County,
the County shall notify the San Manuel Band of Mission Indians, the Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Mission
Indians, and the Serrano Nation of Mission Indians using contact information included in the confidential
appendix to the MND. Unless otherwise required by law, the site of any reburial of Native American human
remains or cultural artifacts shall not be disclosed and shall not be governed by public disclosure requirements
of the California Public Records Act. The Coroner, parties, and Lead Agencies, will be asked to withhold
public disclosure information related to such reburial, pursuant to the spcciFic chcmption set fords in
California Government Code ~6254(r).
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.3.11 i.rrili.~ics .~.nd ~ervy.ce ~~-sterri~

Less Than
Signi£cant

Potentially Impact c~tb Less Than
Signtfican t Mit~ga tion Signiftcan t No
Impact Incorporated Impact impact

Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of
either the Los Angeles or Lahontan Regional Water
Quality Control Boards?

❑ ❑ ❑

No Impact. Infrastructure projects proposed in the Plan would involve minor alterations to e~►isting
roadways within urbanized areas, such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewall:, as well as new
pathways in rural areas. Proposed projects would not generate additional wastewater and die Plan would have
no impact related to wastewater treatment requirements.

b) Create water or wastewater system capacity ❑ ❑ ❑

problems, or result in the construction of new water or

wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

No Impact. Infrastructure projects proposed in the Plan would involve minor alterations to existing

roadways within urbanized areas, such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, as well as new

pathways in rural areas. Proposed projects would not generate additional wastewater and the Plan would

have no impact related to wastewater treatment requirements.

c) Create drainage system capacity problems, or result ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

in the construction of new storm water drainage
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

Less Than Sig~fcant Impact. Implementation of projects under the Plan including new pathways,

sidewalks, or park space in undeveloped areas may increase the amount of impervious surface resulting in

minimal amounts of additional runoff. These increases would not substantially increase the size of the

floodplain. Detailed analysis of impacts related to drainage will be required as part of project-specific

implementation, and may include drainage studies that will calculate the additional flows per County hydrology

manual standards. Projects developed under die Plan would comply with ehisting regulations including limits

on stormwater drainage and discharge, and impacts would be less than si~,mificant.

d) Have sufficient reliable water supplies available to ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

serve the project demands from existing entitlements

and resources, considering existing and projected

water demands from other land uses?

Less Than Slguificant Impact. The proposed project will not result in additional housing or population.

Development of some streetscape or padlway improvements associated with the Plan may include landscaping
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or street tree planting that could require water for irrigation. These would be developed in accordance with

County standards and regulations for plantings ~~ithin public rights-of-way. Once established, and operating

under County policies for public landscaping, these plants would require little if any supplemental watering.

existing water entitlements ~~ould be sufficient to supply water to the improvements and impacts associated

with insufficient water supplies are ehpected to be less than significant.

e) Create energy utility (electricity, natural gas, ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

propane) system capacity problems, or result in the
construction of new energy facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

Less Than S1g~fcant.Impact. Development of some improvements associated with the Plans, such as the

addition of new pedestrian-scale lighting, will require additional energy. However, these facilities would be

developed in accordance ~vidi current code requirements around energy efficiency (i.e. use of lo~u energy LED

fih-tures), and ~~vould not necessitate construction of new utility facilities or the need to upgrade existing

facilities.

~ Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted ❑ ❑ ~ ❑

capacity to accommodate the project's solid waste
disposal needs?

Less Than Sig~ftcant Impact. The proposed projects involve the development of pedestrian network
facilities, such as sidewalks, marked crosswalks, curb extensions, and pathways, that ~~vould not themselves
generate solid waste. Some sidewalk, plaza and pathway segments would include trash receptacles to collect
solid waste from facility users, which would be a less than si~mificant amount. During construction small
quantities of construction waste would be generated, and whatever materials could not be recycled and reused
would have less than significant impacts associated with landfill capacity.

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and ❑ ❑ ❑

regulations related to solid waste?

No Impact. The proposed projects involve the development of pedestrian network facilities, such as
sidewalks, marked cross~~alks, curb extensions, and pathways, that would not themselves generate solid waste.
Individual projects would comply with all statutes and regulations related to solid ~~aste.
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.~i.2{) M~~:c~.t~atc~ry~ :F'i~a.dax~r.~~ c7f ~i~~~ific~.~nce

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, substantially reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of California history or prehistory?

Less Tban
Significan t

Potentially Impact mYtb
Significant Mit~ga ton
Impact Incorporated

Less Tban
Signiftcan t No
Impact Impact

❑ ❑

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. As discussed in Section 3.4, Biological Resources,
the majority of infrastructure projects proposed in the Plan ~~ould involve minor alterations to e~►isting
roadways within urbanized areas, such as signage, striping, curb and gutter and sidewalk, and would not affect
biological resources. To the ehtent that projects are constructed in currently located within or adjacent to
relatively undisturbed or natural areas, such as proposed new pathways or park areas, mitigation measures
have been proposed to ensure project-specific analysis is required prior to implementation of any such
projects.

As discussed in Section 3.5 Cultural Resources, specific projects recommended by the Plan are primarily
located within existing roadway rights-of-way, in urbanized areas or in previously developed areas in rural
communities that arc not known to contain cultural resources. To the extent that projects such as pathways
proposed in undeveloped areas could disturb unknown cultural resources, mitigation measures have been
required to ensure project specific analysis of cultural and historic resources for any project involving
earthwork.

Tribal consultation identified the potential for ground disturbing activities in and around Stephen Sorensen
Park to impact Tribal Cultural Resources, and mitigation measures were developed in conjunction with tribal
representatives to ensure that potential impacts to tribal cultural resources are reduced to a less than si~mificant
level.

b) Does the project have the potential to achieve short- ❑ ❑ ❑

term environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-
term environmental goals?

No Impact. By providing facilities to improve pedestrian safety and mobility for both transportation and

recreation, the Plan serves both short- and long-term environmental goals. In the short term it addresses

immediate challenges of pedestrian safety, and in dze long-term it supports a more balanced multi-modal

transportation network that allows for more trips by walling, biking and transit and helps achieve reduced

levels of traffic, GHG emissions, and other air pollutants associated with auto trips.

c) Does the project have impacts that are individually

limited, but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the

incremental effects of a project are considerable when

❑ ❑ ❑
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viewed in connection with the effects of past projects,

the effects of other current projects, and the effects of

probable future projects)?

No Impact. The proposed project consists of the adoption of Slep ly Step Los~llr~ele.r Corritty: Pedestria~i Plans

fOf UI1111COf~OI'UIBI~ COl~11j11l11111eS, wluch includes recommended policies, procedures and infrastructure projects

that support enhancements and e~:pansion of the pedestrian network in the County. Cumulatively the

proposed project would have an overall beneficial impact by providing for a more balanced multi-modal

transportation network that allows for more trips by walking, biking and transit and helps achieve reduced

levels of traffic, GHG emissions, and other air pollutants associated wide auto trips. This pedestrian neh~ork

will aid in accommodating the population and growth forecasts in the Los Angcics County General Plan.

d) Does the project have environmental effects which ❑ ❑ ❑

will cause substantial adverse effects on human

beings, either directly or indirectly?

No Impact. As discussed in sections 3.1 dzrough 3.19, the proposed project would not result in

environmental effects that would cause substantial direct or indirect adverse effects to human beings.

Implementation of the Plan would have a positive beneficial effect on human beings by reducing death and

severe injuries through the installation of pedestrian safety measures, enhancing public health by providing

safe places to engage in daily exercise, and enhancing environmental health by shifting trips a~~ay from

automobiles and their associated pollution and impervious surface needs.
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1 Introduction

This Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) incorporates by reference the Los Angeles

County Gcncral Plan Update {General Plan) Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP). Tlus

supplemental MMRP has been developed to provide a vehicle by wluch to monitor additional mitigation

measures and conditions of approval outlined in the IS/MND and not previously included in the General

Plan MMRP.

The supplemental MMRP has been prepared in conformance with Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources

Code. Section 21081.6 states:

(a} When making findings required by paragraph (1) of subdivision (a) of Section 21081 or

when adopting a mitigated negative declaration pursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision

(c) of Section 21080, the following requirements shall apply:

(1) The public agency shall adopt a reporting or monitoring program for the changes

made to the project or conditions of project approval, adopted in order to mitigate

or avoid si~mificant effects on the environment. The reporting or monitoring

program shall be designed to ensure compliance during project implementation. For

those changes which have been required or incorporated into the project at the

request of a responsible agency or a public agency having jurisdiction by la~v over

natural resources affected by the project, that agency shall, if so requested by the

lead or responsible agency, prepare and submit a proposed reporting or monitoring

program.

(2) The lead agency shall specify the location and custodian of the documents or other

material ~~vhich constitute the record of proceedings upon which its decision is

based.

~.1. I t~.'r)lllll~l.~ c~J~lr1,s >Irl,~;c~les•

The County of Los Angeles (County) is the designated lead agency for the Mitigation Monitoring and

Reporting Program (MMRP). The County is responsible for implementation of the MMRP, with die County

Public Works Department as the lead in coordination. The MMRP ~~ill be used by County staff responsible

for ensuring compliance with mitigation measures associated with the Project. Monitoring will consist of

review of appropriate documentation, such as plans or reports prepared by the party responsible for

implementation or by field obsen~ation of the mitigation measure during implementation.

Table 4-1 (Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program) identifies the mitigation measures by resource

area. The table also provides tie specific mitigation monitoring requirements, including implementation

documentation, monitoring activity, timing and responsible monitoring party.

1.1.? t1~liti~rrti~~t~ .r'~'I(at'~li'Of'll'1~~,,x, .RC'lf2f!l~f~mc~ftt.S~

Table 4-1 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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Mitigation Measure Responsibility

for

Implementation

Timing Responsibility

for Monitoring

Monitoring

Action

3.18 Tribal Cultural Resources

MM 3.18-1: Prior to finalizing any County of Los Prior to Count}' of Los SuUinit cultural

design plan or alignment for tlic Angeles finalizing any Angeles resources stud}'

proposed pedestrian path for Stephen design plan or Department of and final design

Sorensen Park, a cultural resources alibmment for Parks and plan

study in the area of the proposed path the proposed Recreation

alignment shall Uc conducted. This pedestrian path

study shall be designed with input for Stephen

from die San 1~lanuel Band of I~lission Sorensen Park

Indians and the Fcrnandcno Tataviam in Lakc Los

Band of I~Zission Indians to ensure Angeles

sufficient and culturally appropriate

requirements including but not limited

to: a Sacred Lands File search through

the NAHC, a 1-mile radius literature

search at the appropriate California

Historical Resources InEormaiion

System Information Center (CHRIS),

additional background research using

GLO maps, Sanborn maps, historical

atlases, city and state records, and

other historical documents.

Depending on the results, additional

testing may be undertaken as
necessary, the testing plan for which

shall be designed with input from tlic

San NSanuel Band of I~~fission Indians

and the Fernandeno Tataviam Band

of I~~fission Indians. any final design

plan including path alignment shall

take into consideration the results of

any such study and attempt to avoid

impacting any Tribal Cultural

Resources pursuant to California

Public Resources Code ?1084.3.
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Mitigation Measure Responsibility
for

Im lcmentation

Timing Responsibility
for Monitoring

Monitoring
Action

MM 3.18-2: At least one archaeologist County of Los Prior to Count~~ of Los Demonstrate

who meets the Professional 1ingeles bround- Angeles contracting of

Qualificarion Standards of the disturbing Department of qualified

Secretary of die Interior; one Tribal fieldwork Parks and archaeologist

monitor representing San nianuel acrivities that Recreation and TriUal

Band of I~~ission Indians; and one occur witlun monitors;

Tribal monitor representing the Stephen suUmit a

Fernandeno Tataviam Band of Sorensen Park l~fonitoring and

l~fission Indians shall be contracted to in Lake Los Treatment Plan

be present for all ground-disturbing 1ingeles as submitted to

fieldwork activities that occur within TriUes; submit

Stephen Sorensen Park (which evidence of a

include, but are not limited to pre-construction

archaeological testing, tree/shrub meeting as

removal and planting, descriUed in the

clearing/gruUbing, grading, I~Il~1; suUmit

e~:cavation, trenching, compaction, evidence of

fence/gate removal and installation, WEEP training;

drainage and irrigation removal and include

installation, and hardscape installarion Department of

[Uenches that require a footing, Parks and

signage, Uoulders, walls, seat walls, Recreation on

fountains, etc.]). weekly
transmittal of

Prior to project implementation, a construction

I~fonitoring and Treatment Plan shall schedule to

be created by the archaeologists) and Tribes

provided from the County to the San

Manuel Band of I~lission Indians and

the Fernandeno Tataviam Band of

Mission Indians for review. This

document shall outline the project-
specific monitoring process as well as

site-specific discovery/treatment

protocols, with regards to the cultural

sensitivity of the project area, as

outlined within die conFdential

appendu: to the 1~iND. ~dciitionally, a

pre-construction meeting shall be held

with the contractor, the County,

archaeologist(s), and Tribal monitors

prior to the start of construction to

outline all processes detailed witlun

the Monitoring and Treatment Plan.

r1ll contractors and earth moving

personnel shall be given a Cultural

Sensitivity/Worker Environmental

rlwarcncss Program (WE.~P) training

prior to any ground-disturbing

activities. T1ie training shall be

presented Uy the archaeologist, and

representatives of the San Manuel

Band of I~Zission Indians and

Fernandcno Tataviam Band of

I~lission Indians to inform all

ersonnel about the Project's otcnrial
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for impacting cultural resources. This

training shall be given durinb the
project tailgate/kickoff meeting and

should be presented to new personnel,

as necessary, over the lifetime of the
Project. The program will inform
personnel of the types of artifacts and

features that may be encountered, the

authorit}' of the archaeological and
Tribal monitor/s to temporarily cease

or redirect work to evaluate
discoveries, the procedures to be

followed if cultural materials are

unearthed at the Project site, contact
information for the archaeological and

Tribal personnel, and the regulatory

requirements for die protection of

cultural resources.

T1ie County will provide the

archaeologists) and the Tribes a

weekly construction schedule
identifying all ground disturUing

activities within the monitoring area.
The archaeologists) and Tribal

monitors will have the authority to

request ground disturbing activities

cease within the area of a non-

funerary discovery, but not exceeding

a buffer of GO feet surrounding the

area. Final disposition of any

discovered Resources shall be

approved by the County based on the

protocol outlined within the

~fonitorin and Treatment Plan.
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Mitigation Measure Responsibility
for

Im lementation

Timing Responsibility
for Monitoring

Monitoring
Action

MM 3.18-3: All construction activiries County of Los During Count~~ of Los Provide stop-

will be conducted in accordance with Angeles construction, Angeles work order and

Secrion 7050.5 of the California upon discovery Department of evidence of

Health and Safety Codc regarding the of human Parks and actions taken

potential discovery of human remains remains or Recreation consistent with

or funerary objects. If human remains funerary I~II~I

or funerary objects are encountered objects
during any activities associated with
die project, work within a 60-foot
buffer of die find shall cease. Tlie
archaeologist, in consultation with the
Tribal monitor, may adjust the
boundaries of that stop-work buffer
as needed to protect a potential find.
If tangiUle Tribal Cultural Resources
of any kind arc discovered during any
activities associated with Step by Step
Los Angeles County, the County shall
notify the San Manuel Band of
l~~lission Indians, the Fernandeno
Tataviam Band of Mission Indians,
and the Serrano Narion of Mission
Indians using contact information
included in the confidential appendix
to the NfND. Unless otherwise
required by law, the site of any
reUurial of Narive American human
remains or cultural artifacts shall not
be disclosed and shall not be
govcmed by public disclosure
requirements of the California Public
Records Act. The Coroner, parties,
and Lead Agencies, will be asked to
withhold public disclosure
information related to such reburial,
pursuant to the specific exemption set
forth in California Government Codc
§G254(r).
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From Marina Del Rey on the edge of the Pacific 

Ocean, to Altadena at the base of the Angeles 

National Forest and San Gabriel Mountains, to 

Lake Los Angeles in the heart of the Antelope 

Valley, the unincorporated communities of Los 

Angeles County are unique and diverse in 

landscape, history, and people. They are a mix of 

rural, suburban, and urban communities – each 

with different opportunities for and challenges to 

walking. 

While the many natural areas of Los Angeles 

County invite people from around the world to 

hike our mountain trails and stroll our beaches, 

it is in our unincorporated communities where 

people walk every day to get to school, enjoy 

neighborhood parks, visit friends and family, run 

errands, access transit, and get to work. Step by 

Step Los Angeles County (the Plan) is a plan to 

enhance walkability, a measure of how friendly an 

area is for walking, for the one million residents 

of communities in unincorporated Los Angeles 

County.

The Plan outlines actions, policies, procedures, 

and programs that the County of Los Angeles 

(the County) will consider to enhance walk-

ability across unincorpo¬rated communities. It 

also includes Community Pedestrian Plans that 

identify potential pedestrian infrastructure proj-

ects for specific unincorpo¬rated communities. 

This tailored approach to pedestrian planning 

enables the County to work closely with resi-

dents, businesses, and other stakeholders to 

meet the unique needs of each unincorporated 

community. 

INTRODUCTION
More than 65 percent of Los Angeles County is unincorporated—2,630 
square miles across approximately 120 non-contiguous communities, home 
to one million people. 
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One of the ways identified by the General Plan 

to accomplish this principle is to create safe, 

pedestrian-friendly streets that are accessible 

to all users. To achieve this, existing challenges 

to walking should be identified and addressed, 

such as wide roadways with fast-moving vehicle 

traffic, or gaps in the sidewalk network. 

There is an urgency to enhancing pedestrian 

safety. Between January 1, 2013 and December 

31, 2017, the most recent period for which 

com¬plete data was available, 219 people 

were severely injured and 86 were killed while 

walking in unincorporated communities. Among 

people killed or severely injured while walking, 

20 percent were youth (under 20 years old) and 

26.2 percent were seniors (60 years or older).1 

Pedestrian-involved fatal and severe injury colli-

sions were concentrated in the southern parts of 

the unincorporated county, largely in the denser 

urban and suburban communities. However, 

there was also a concentration of collisions in 

the Antelope Valley, where high-speed roads are 

often the primary streets in communities.2

1 Data provided by Los Angeles County Public Works, 2018.
2   County Vision Zero Opportunities; Report to the Board of Supervisors. 
Los Angeles County Department of Public Health. February 10, 2017

Pedestrian-related collisions involving severe injuries or fatalities in the 
unincorporated county areas (January 2013 - December 2017)

THE NEED FOR A PEDESTRIAN PLAN
In 2015, the County completed a major overhaul of its General Plan, which 
emphasized the importance of providing healthy, livable, and equitable 
communities as a guiding principle. 
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On February 14, 2017, the Los Angeles County 

Board of Supervisors directed County depart-

ments to implement, in collaboration with the 

California Highway Patrol, a Vision Zero Initiative 

for unincorporated Los Angeles County. Vision 

Zero is a strategy that aims to eliminate traffic 

fatalities and severe injuries through engineering, 

enforcement, education, engagement, and evalu-

ation approaches. Success requires collaboration 

between various sectors including public health, 

public works, law enforcement, and community 

stakeholders. Step by Step Los Angeles County 

helps move us toward our Vison Zero goal by 

identifying specific actions, programs, and proj-

ects that prioritize pedestrian safety in the design 

and operations of the County’s transportation 

system. These suggested steps will reduce fatal-

ities and severe injuries and promote healthier 

living for Los Angeles County residents. 

Creating walkable communities also helps the 

County address poor health outcomes and 

health inequities. Almost 24 percent of adults in 

Los Angeles County are obese and an additional 

36 percent are overweight. In some unincor-

porated communities, such as Westmont/West 

Athens, adult obesity rates are higher than the 

county average. 

Children in Los Angeles County also face health 

challenges related to obesity and being over-

weight. Only 29 percent of Los Angeles County 

children ages 6 to 17 obtain the recommended 

amount of physical exercise each week (30 

minutes or more daily for youth). In Los Angeles 

County, 23 percent of youth are considered 

obese, though in some unincorporated commu-

nities the rate is significantly higher, such as in 

Walnut Park and West Whittier-Los Nietos (39 

percent and 31 percent, respectively).1 

Step by Step Los Angeles County will help 

address health inequities, obesity and inactivity, 

and chronic diseases such as diabetes and heart 

disease by creating physical environments that 

provide everyone with the opportunity to lead 

active lifestyles. One critical strategy for estab-

lishing environments that encourage walking is 

through projects that enhance the built environ-

ment; for example, projects that involve closing 

gaps in the sidewalk network or adding curb 

extensions. Ensuring walkable communities 

also offers an opportunity to work with schools, 

law enforcement, and community members 

to address violence concerns, which may limit 

1 California Health Interview Survey, Neighborhood Edition, 2014; American 
Community Survey, 5-year estimate 2010-2014
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physical activity, and update critical County poli-

cies, procedures, and programs that support safe 

walking for people of all races, income levels, 

ages, and abilities. 

The proposed projects in this Plan build on 

conversations with County departments, public 

safety and transit agencies, and community 

residents, as well as careful observations of 

the existing transportation network, to identify 

actions that can support efforts for people to 

walk, wheel, live and thrive in unincorporated 

communities. 

Implementation of proposed projects is contin-

gent upon environmental analysis and future 

engineering review to ensure consistency with 

applicable County guidelines and practices, 

including, but not limited to, the California 

Vehicle Code, the California Manual on Uniform 

Traffic Control Devices (CA MUTCD), Caltrans 

Highway Design Manual, Los Angeles County 

Code, and the Los Angeles County General 

Plan. Additionally, installation/construction of the 

proposed projects, fulfillment of actions, and 

implementation of programs described in this 

Plan are contingent upon available resources; 

right-of-way; sufficient funding to finance installa-

tion, operation, and on-going maintenance; and 

obtaining community and political support.
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Health 
Walking is an easy way to start or maintain 

a physically active lifestyle. The Centers for 

Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) advises 

30 minutes of walking five days a week to 

significantly reduce health risks for adults while 

contributing to healthy bones, muscles, and 

joints. Walking can help prevent weight gain and 

lower the risks of obesity, diabetes, and heart 

disease. Daily physical activity is associated with 

BENEFITS OF WALKING 
Walking is not only a way to improve individual health, but can contribute to 
enhancing the health and vibrancy of our communities. The walkability of a 
community has economic, environmental, and social equity implications. 

mental health and cognitive benefits such as 

reducing stress and symptoms of depression and 

anxiety. The CDC notes that walkable commu-

nities increase social interaction, contributing 

to overall health and wellness. How the County 

shapes the built environment and transportation 

systems influences our mobility choices, such as 

whether people can walk to destinations or must 

drive to get around.

1  American Community Survey, 5-year estimate 2010-2014 2  Frank, L. et al. Obesity Relationships with Community Design, Physical 
Activity, and Time Spent in Cars, 2004. American Journal of Preventive 
Medicine, 27(2), 87-96.
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Environment
Creating walkable communities reduces green-

house gas (GHG) emissions by encouraging 

people to walk rather than drive for short trips. 

According to the California Air Resources 

Board, transportation accounts for 38 to 42 

percent of GHG emissions, with cars and light 

trucks accounting for almost three-quarters of 

those emissions. By promoting walkability in 

Los Angeles County neighborhoods, we could 

reduce transportation GHG emissions by 9 to 15 

percent.1 

Air pollution is another critical health and 

environmental issue that can be affected by 

transportation choices. In 2017, Los Angeles 

County received failing grades from the 

American Lung Association for ozone, 24-hour 

particle pollution, and annual particle pollution. 

The Los Angeles-Long Beach area was ranked 

as the most ozone-polluted place in the country. 

Replacing automobile trips with walking trips can 

help reduce automobile emissions and improve 

air quality for everyone. 

1 United States Environmental Protection Agency. Smart Growth 
and Climate Change, 2017. http://www.epa.gov/smartgrowth/
smart-growth-and-climate-change

Economic 
Walking is economically advantageous to individ-

uals and communities. Replacing automobile trips 

with walking can reduce vehicle maintenance 

and fuel costs. These savings are accompanied 

by potential reductions in health care costs, as 

regularly walking can minimize health compli-

cations associated with an inactive lifestyle. In 

2009, the CDC estimated that the direct medical 

costs of physical inactivity to the country totaled 

more than $147 billion.2 

According to the Bureau of Labor Statistics, in 

2016, 12.1 percent of household expenditures 

were spent on transportation, the second highest 

household expenditure besides rent/mortgage.3 

Increasing opportunities for non-automobile 

travel can reduce spending on transportation, 

which may, in turn, allow for households to 

increase spending on health-promoting activities 

such as healthcare, education, and nutritious 

food.

2 California State Nutrition, Physical Activity, and Obesity Profile. Center 
for Disease Control, 2009. http://www.cdc.gov/nccdphp/dnpao/state-lo-
cal-programs/profiles/california.html
3 Bureau of Labor Statistics. Consumer Expenditures-2016, 2017. https://
www.bls.gov/news.release/cesan.nr0.htm
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Increasing the number of daily trips made by 

walking instead of by driving reduces the burden 

on the region’s transportation system, thus reduc-

ing the need for enhancements and expansion 

projects that affect community space.

Social Equity
Step by Step Los Angeles County provides a 

framework for all of the county's unincorporated 

communities and provides detailed plans for an 

initial four communities that are disadvantaged 

economically and environmentally.  The facility 

investments, programs, and procedures pro-

posed in the Plan will enhance the accessibility 

of pedestrian networks in unincorporated areas, 

making daily transportation and physical activity 

more viable for youth, seniors, and those with 

disabilities. Enhanced access, together with 

additional lighting, greenery, and community 

programming will help to reinforce sidewalk 

vitality and eyes on the street,1 deter crime, and 

enhance real and perceived safety. 

1 "Eyes on the street" is a concept that was introduced by author Jane 
Jacobs, referring to the more people in the streets, the safer they become. 
People's "eyes on the street” provide informal surveillance of the urban 
environment. For residents to move safely through the streets, other 
people need to be present, contributing to an atmosphere of safety.
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By enhancing pedestrian connections to transit, 

the Plan is also a key tool for the County to 

address the mobility needs of low-income house-

holds that are typically more transit-dependent or 

are otherwise relatively less able to afford a car. 

Strengthening the crucial connection between 

walking and transit, typically the first or last 

portion of a transit trip (the “first/last mile”), helps 

families minimize transportation cost-burdens by 

making it easier to choose transit over driving; 

these savings become available for expenditures 

on other essential household costs, such as 

housing, groceries, and health care. 

Further, enhanced pedestrian networks are a 

way to address park disparities in disadvan-

taged communities in the county. In some cases, 

conventional park development is slowed by the 

lack of viable sites. The Plan helps to implement 

recreation paths and enhanced sidewalk corri-

dors that utilize the existing public realm to create 

innovative recreation spaces. 

Creating a better walking environment also sup-

ports social cohesion by offering opportunities 

for personal interaction and social involvement. 

People can walk with family, stop to talk to neigh-

bors, walk to local destinations to meet friends, 

participate in group walks, and more. These situ-

ations strengthen the personal relationships that 

bring and keep communities together.
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PLANNING PROCESS AND PLAN 
ORGANIZATION

Step by Step Los Angeles County was devel-

oped in response to community feedback 

received during outreach for previous County 

planning efforts in unincorporated communities. 

Community members identified the need to 

address roadway safety concerns, enhance walk-

ability, and provide new opportunities for walking 

and physical activity in their communities. 

The Department of Public Health (DPH) 

PLACE Program (Policies for Livable Active 

Communities and Environments) received an 

Active Transportation Program (ATP) grant from 

the California Department of Transportation 

(Caltrans) to develop Step by Step Los Angeles 

County in close collaboration with Los Angeles 

County Public Works. The purpose of the Active 

Transportation Program is to fund projects that 

will encourage active modes of transportation, 

such as walking and biking. The ATP specifi-

cally aims to increase the proportion of walking 

and biking trips; increase mobility and safety 

for people walking and biking; advance efforts 

to achieve greenhouse gas reduction goals; 

enhance public health; and ensure that disad-

vantaged communities fully share in program 

benefits. 

The grant has enabled the County to develop a 

framework for enhancing walkability across unin-

corporated communities and includes four initial 

Community Pedestrian Plans, with specific infra-

structure projects proposed in Lake Los Angeles, 

Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, and West 

Whittier-Los Nietos. These four unincorporated 

areas are considered, by statewide indicators, 

“disadvantaged communities”; indicators include 

median household income, participation in the 

National School Lunch Program, environmental 

pollution burden, and various socioeconomic 

and health determinants. As additional funding 

is available, the County will add chapters for 

the remaining unincorporated areas, identifying 

the specific pedestrian projects and programs 

needed in each additional community.

To develop the Community Pedestrian Plans, 

DPH contracted with three community-based 

organizations to lead outreach efforts: Antelope 

Valley Partners for Health in Lake Los Angeles, 

the YWCA of Greater Los Angeles in Walnut Park, 

and the Los Angeles Neighborhood Initiative in 

Westmont/West Athens and West Whittier-Los 

Nietos. Each organization used a variety of strate-

gies, from stakeholder interviews, surveying and 
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tabling at various school and community events, 

to community walk audits and Photovoice proj-

ects. In addition, community advisory committees 

(CACs) were established in each community with 

members representing youth, seniors, home-

owners, non-profits, businesses, and other key 

stakeholders. The goal of the outreach was to 

facilitate a dialogue with community members 

about the physical and social challenges to 

walking, identify preferred routes and potential 

projects, and build broader understanding and 

support for roadway safety projects. 

Community feedback was supplemented by 

a technical analysis of existing roadway and 

sidewalk conditions, collision and crime data, and 

County practices and procedures as they relate 

to encouraging or hindering walkability. County 

and partner agency staff participated in a techni-

cal advisory committee to share information and 

identify the ways their agencies can contribute 

to enhancing walkability in the unincorporated 

communities. These included the Los Angeles 

County Public Works, Regional Planning, Parks 

and Recreation, Public Health, Sheriff, Fire, and 

Consumer and Business Affairs; the Los Angeles 

County Arts Commission and Community 

Development Commission; and California 

Highway Patrol and Metro. 
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Purpose of the Plan
This planning document provides a framework 

for enhancing walkability across unincorporated 

communities in Los Angeles County. To accom-

plish this, the Plan: 

 f Formalizes a vision for walkability based on 

community, departmental, and Board input

 f Provides specific actions the County can 

integrate into departmental work programs 

related to their policies, practices, and pro-

cedures that can enhance walkability and 

help eliminate fatalities and severe injuries to 

people walking

 f Documents existing conditions and commu-

nity input on pedestrian safety issues

 f Suggests potential pedestrian safety 

enhancements

 f Identifies possible new programs as well as 

proposed actions to enhance existing pro-

grams that support and encourage walking
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The Plan serves as a critical step in implementing 

the County’s Vision Zero goal of eliminating fatal 

and severe injury traffic collisions. It also helps 

to implement many other County initiatives that 

promote healthy communities and a sustainable 

environment. For example, the County’s General 

Plan, adopted in 2015, establishes goals, poli-

cies and programs that promote healthy, livable 

communities and includes a Community Climate 

Action Plan (CCAP) to mitigate greenhouse gas 

(GHG) emissions. The Pedestrian Plan helps to 

implement these goals by enhancing walkabil-

ity, safety, and accessibility as well as helping 

increase sustainability and reduce transportation 

related emissions. 

Step by Step Los Angeles County helps imple-

ment the County’s Purposeful Aging Initiative 

(adopted 2018), which emphasizes the need to 

prepare the Los Angeles region for a rapidly 

aging population and includes recommendations 

for supporting the ability of older adults to safely 

walk in their communities as a means of trans-

portation. The Countywide Park and Recreation 

Needs Assessment examines park availability 

to residents, park accessibility, and new park 

needs; implementation of the projects proposed 

in the Pedestrian Plan will enhance the safety 

of walking routes to parks in unincorporated 

communities. 

The Plan is also well aligned with regional and 

State policy goals. Metro’s Active Transportation 

Strategic Plan (adopted 2016) and First and Last 

Mile Strategic Plan (adopted 2014) both provide 

policy and infrastructure recommendations 

that support walking, rolling, and biking to local 

destinations and promote facilities for making 

connections between transportation modes. 

The Southern California Association of 

Governments (SCAG) adopted a Regional 

Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 

Strategy in 2016 that identifies how the region 

plans to use active transportation to help meet 

challenges related to population growth and 

demographic shifts over the next 25 years and 

includes strategies to increase the number of 

short trips taken by walking, especially to transit, 

and reduce collisions involving people walking. 

POLICY CONTEXT
Step by Step Los Angeles County is consistent with and helps implement 
state, regional, and local plans, programs, and initiatives.
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On the State level, Step by Step Los Angeles 

County helps implement a wide variety of plans 

and laws, including the California Bicycle and 

Pedestrian Plan (adopted 2017), the California 

Transportation Plan (adopted 2016), and 

Assembly Bill 32, also known as the California 

Global Warming Solutions Act, adopted in 2006 

to reduce the state’s emissions of greenhouse 

gases. For a full description of local, regional and 

state policy efforts Step by Step Los Angeles 

County helps to implement, please see Appendix 

A.   



VISION, GOALS, 
AND ACTIONS

C h.2



23pedestrian plans for unincorporated communities  2  vision, goals, and actions

Discussions were focused on walkability, key 

pedestrian issues and opportunities, and appro-

priate strategies to enhance walking conditions 

throughout the county. Alongside the commu-

nity, the County developed seven goals, which 

are shown on the following pages, to enhance 

the safety and convenience of walking and 

expand access to safe pedestrian facilities. To 

meet these goals, the document proposes new 

pedestrian policies and actions in light of existing 

policies and plans (Appendix A). Many of the new 

policies and actions will require coordination with 

additional local, regional, and state agencies, 

and some will require processes and systems 

changes within the County.

An anticipated time frame for implementation has 

been identified for each action. The time frames 

noted are contingent upon available resources, 

right-of-way, funding, and community and political 

support as described in Chapter 1. Short-term 

actions are those that have an anticipated time 

frame of five years. As additional resources are 

secured, the County can begin implementation of 

medium- and long-term implementation actions. 

The proposed policies will serve to guide plan-

ning processes for all County projects, and inform 

procedures and projects across all agencies.

Step by Step Los Angeles County’s vision, goals, and actions were informed 
by input from discussions with community stakeholders and residents at 
various events, meetings, workshops, and through the community advisory 
committees established for each community. Facilitated discussions with 
County departments, Metro, and neighboring jurisdictions also informed the 
vision, goals, and actions.

VISION 
Los Angeles County will be a place where 

walking is a safe, convenient, and enjoyable 

option for people of all ages and abilities to 

travel for work, school, shopping, recreation, and 

other daily activities. Streets and sidewalks will 

be transformed to promote healthy and active 

lifestyles and increase public safety.
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GOALS, POLICIES, AND ACTIONS

Goal 1: Safe Streets
Eliminate all fatalities and severe injuries involv-

ing people walking. 

POLICY SS-1: Coordinate across County 

departments, and with the California Highway 

Patrol, community members, and organizations 

to implement Vision Zero Los Angeles County 

to eliminate traffic-related pedestrian fatalities 

and severe injuries.

Action SS-1.1: Develop and implement a 

Vision Zero Action Plan. Analyze traffic 

collision data and identify priority corridors, 

intersections, and areas in need of interven-

tion. Identify the engineering, education, 

enforcement, engagement, and evaluation 

strategies, as well as responsible parties, 

benchmarks, and timelines for achieving 

progress. 

Lead Departments: Public Works, Public 

Health

Supporting Departments: Regional Plan-

ning, Sheriff, California Highway Patrol, Fire, 

Chief Executive Office, Internal Services, 

Health Services, Parks and Recreation, Arts 

Commission

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action SS-1.2: Produce an annual public 

progress report on Vision Zero Los Angeles 

County. Analyze and report on the status 

and outcomes of implemented projects and 

programs. Identify specific projects and 

programs that aim to reduce traffic-related 

severe injuries and fatalities.

Lead Departments: Public Works, Public 

Health

Supporting Departments: Regional Plan-

ning, Sheriff, California Highway Patrol, Fire, 

Health Services, Chief Executive Office, 

Internal Services, Parks and Recreation, Arts 

Commission

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING 
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Action SS-1.3: Expand data analysis for 

project and program prioritization to include 

additional sources beyond that of roadway 

collision data. Other sources could include, 

but are not limited to, pedestrian counts, 

emergency medical services and hospital 

data, and citation data.

Lead Departments: Public Works, Public 

Health

Supporting Departments: Regional Plan-

ning, Sheriff, California Highway Patrol, Fire, 

Health Services, Chief Executive Office, 

Internal Services, Parks and Recreation, Arts 

Commission

TIMEFRAME: SHORT-TERM

POLICY SS-2: Elevate the pedestrian walking 

experience by enhancing pedestrian crossings 

and implementing traffic calming measures 

where feasible and appropriate.

Action SS-2.1: Adopt updated engineering 

and planning design standards that consider 

the guidelines from the Los Angeles County 

Model Design Manual for Living Streets, 

NACTO Urban Streets Design Guide, and 

other best practices to ensure pedestri-

an-friendly designs.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: MEDIUM-TERM

Action SS-2.2: Develop guidelines for the 

implementation of high-visibility crosswalk 

markings.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: SHORT-TERM
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Action SS-2.3: Develop guidelines for the 

implementation of pedestrian-activated 

warning systems to enhance crosswalk 

visibility at uncontrolled marked crossing 

locations.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: SHORT-TERM

Action SS-2.4: Develop guidelines for the 

implementation of stop/limit lines at signal-

ized crossing locations.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: SHORT-TERM

Action SS-2.5: Develop guidelines for incor-

porating yield markings and related signage 

at uncontrolled marked crossing locations.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: SHORT-TERM

Action SS-2.6: Develop guidelines for eval-

uating locations with existing right-turn slip 

lanes, those that allow vehicles to turn at the 

intersection without actually entering it and 

interfering with through traffic, to identify 

pedestrian safety design projects, including, 

but not limited to, addition of no right-turn on 

red signage, advance stop or yield markings, 

stop controls, or right-turn slip lane removal; 

and for limiting construction of new right-turn 

slip lanes in areas of high pedestrian demand 

or with a history of pedestrian collisions.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: MEDIUM-TERM

Action SS-2.7: Develop guidelines for install-

ing red curb and no parking zones adjacent 

to all marked crosswalks and intersections to 

enhance driver visibility of pedestrians. 

Lead Department: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: MEDIUM-TERM

Action SS-2.8: Develop guidelines for install-

ing curb extensions.

Lead Department: Public Works

Supporting Department: Regional Planning

TIMEFRAME: MEDIUM-TERM
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Action SS-2.9: At intersections with a history 

of pedestrian-involved collisions resulting 

from right-turning vehicles, prohibit right-

turns on red, where feasible and appropriate.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: LONG-TERM

Action SS-2.10: Evaluate creating a county-

wide policy that establishes a 15 mph speed 

limit when children are present, and expand 

25mph zones, in accordance with California 

AB 321.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: MEDIUM-TERM

Action SS-2.11: Evaluate installing protected 

left-turn signals near schools, high frequency 

bus stops, and rail stations, wherever feasi-

ble and appropriate.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: MEDIUM-TERM

Action SS-2.12: Evaluate installing Leading 

Pedestrian Intervals (LPI) at intersections 

with high rates of pedestrian activity, where 

feasible and appropriate.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: MEDIUM-TERM
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Goal 2: Make Walking the Easy and 
Healthy Choice
Communities, streets, and sidewalks are 

designed to promote walking and healthy living.

POLICY EH-1: Make transportation, land use, 

and building design or site planning decisions 

that make walking a logical first choice trans-

portation option for residents and visitors. 

Action EH-1.1: Use current design guide-

lines, such as the Livable Community Design 

Guidelines once finalized, to encourage 

development patterns and site plans that 

promote walking, increase pedestrian con-

nectivity between buildings and sidewalks, 

and allow for short trips between multiple 

locations. 

Lead Departments: Regional Planning, 

Public Works

Supporting Departments: Member Depart-

ments of the Healthy Design Workgroup

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Policy EH-2: Design pedestrian-friendly streets 

to make walking a convenient first choice for 

daily activities. 

Action EH-2.1: Develop guidelines that 

establish a maximum distance between 

controlled intersections and marked cross-

walks on major and secondary streets, where 

feasible and appropriate.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: SHORT-TERM

Action EH-2.2: Develop guidelines for imple-

menting semi-exclusive/exclusive pedestrian 

movements (i.e., pedestrian scrambles) at 

intersections with high volumes of pedestrian 

traffic and/or vehicle-pedestrian conflicts, 

where feasible and appropriate.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: LONG-TERM

Action EH-2.3: Continue to work with com-

munities to develop pedestrian wayfinding 

signage that incorporate local identity to 

direct pedestrians to important neighbor-

hood destinations, including commercial 

areas, schools, and parks.

Lead Departments: Public Works

Supporting Department: Regional Planning

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action EH-2.4: Establish pedestrian wayfind-

ing guidelines and procedures.

Lead Departments: Public Works

Supporting Departments: Parks and Rec-

reation, Regional Planning, Community 

Development Commission, Arts Commission, 

Metro

TIMEFRAME: MEDIUM-TERM
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Action EH-2.5: Evaluate the Los Angeles 

County Code (Title 21 - Subdivisions) and 

the County's design guidelines to assess if 

the typical roadway cross-sections should 

be revised to reclassify streets and provide 

new street classifications that are reflective 

of land uses and context-sensitive to rural/

suburban/urban areas. Assess whether 

cross-sections can be updated to enhance 

the walkability of communities.

Lead Departments: Public Works, Regional 

Planning

TIMEFRAME: LONG-TERM

Action EH-2.6a: Develop bus stop design 

guidelines based on an increased sidewalk 

width to include elements that enhance 

the walking experience, such as signage, 

seating, and shelters; and ensure that transit 

signs, benches, and shelters do not impede 

the pedestrian walkway.

Lead Departments: Public Works

Supporting Departments: Regional Plan-

ning, Metro

TIMEFRAME: SHORT-TERM

Action EH-2.6b: Consolidate signage for 

multiple providers onto one pole as much as 

possible to reduce visual clutter and enhance 

accessibility. 

Lead Departments: Public Works

Supporting Departments: Transit Providers

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action EH-2.7: When planning and design-

ing corridor projects, incorporate supportive 

pedestrian amenities such as landscaping 

and street furniture, as funding is available.

Lead Departments: Public Works

Supporting Department: Regional Planning

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action EH-2.8: Develop and publicize a 

process through which communities can 

engage Public Works in developing ideas on 

litter prevention, and identifying locations for 

and implementing public waste containers 

for collecting trash and recyclables, making 

use of contract waste haulers where applica-

ble for ongoing maintenance and community 

outreach.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: MEDIUM-TERM
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Action EH-2.9: Convert alleyways to multi-

use paths and community green spaces, 

where feasible and appropriate.

Lead Departments: Public Works

Supporting Department: Regional Planning

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

POLICY EH-3: Provide opportunities for 

community participation in creating safe and 

inviting pedestrian environments.

Action EH-3.1: Apply for grants to develop 

Community Pedestrian Plans for each unin-

corporated community.

Lead Departments: Public Works, Public 

Health

Supporting Departments: Regional Planning

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action EH-3.2: Review the public-facing 

tools related to requesting and reporting 

traffic-related concerns to Public Works, and 

update/expand as necessary to provide clear 

information to the public on the available 

types of traffic calming tools, as well as pro-

cess to determine feasibility and applicability 

of traffic calming interventions.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: MEDIUM-TERM

Action EH-3.3: Finalize the Parklet Applica-

tion Manual and develop an online applica-

tion that allows community stakeholders to 

apply for approval to construct and operate a 

parklet in the road right-of-way. 

Lead Departments: Public Works

Supporting Departments: Public Health, 

Regional Planning, Consumer and Business 

Affairs

TIMEFRAME: SHORT-TERM

Action EH-3.4: Develop guidelines to work 

with communities to implement artistic treat-

ments within the public right-of-way.

Lead Departments: Public Works

Supporting Departments: Regional Planning, 

Arts Commission

TIMEFRAME: MEDIUM-TERM

Action EH-3.5: Identify opportunities to 

pilot pedestrian safety treatments using 

semi-permanent materials where feasible 

and appropriate.

Lead Departments: Public Works

Supporting Departments: Public Health

TIMEFRAME: MEDIUM-TERM
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Goal 3: Connectivity
Develop and maintain a complete pedestrian 

network that links transit, schools, parks, and 

other key destinations in the community.

POLICY C-1: Support projects that increase 

pedestrian connectivity, reduce walking dis-

tances, and enhance safety. 

Action C-1.1: Continue to support constituent 

requests, maintain, and seek new oppor-

tunities for public easements that shorten 

walking distances and encourage walking; 

where feasible and appropriate.

Lead Departments: Public Works, Parks and 

Recreation

Supporting Departments: Regional Planning, 

Sheriff, Fire

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action C-1.2: Utilize pedestrian recall signal 

timing methods or other available technology 

at locations that have high pedestrian activ-

ity, where feasible and appropriate.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

POLICY C-2: Create a barrier-free  

pedestrian network. Maintain pedestrian 

facilities to ensure they are free of hazards and 

obstructions.

Action C-2.1: Develop standards and a 

process for siting street furniture, including 

bicycle parking. 

Lead Departments: Public Works 

TIMEFRAME: MEDIUM-TERM

Action C-2.2: Increase outreach to and 

education for local businesses to prevent 

obstruction of pedestrian walkways by 

items such as advertisement signs and 

merchandise.

Lead Departments: Member Departments of 

the Healthy Design Workgroup

Supporting Departments: Community 

Development Commission, Business and 

Consumer Affairs

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action C-2.3: Work with utility companies to 

underground or relocate utilities as locations 

are identified where sidewalks do not meet 

or maintain ADA required widths due to the 

location of utility boxes or poles. 

Lead Departments: Public Works 

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING
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Action C-2.4: Prioritize requests related to 

illegal dumping when a report indicates the 

material is impeding safe pedestrian travel.

Lead Departments: Public Works, Sher-

iff, Agricultural Commissioner/Weights & 

Measures

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action C-2.5: Continue to promote the use 

of online applications such as "The Works" 

application and the "Report a Problem" page 

of the Public Works website to allow resi-

dents to report maintenance needs in their 

community. 

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action C-2.6: Enforce compliance with exist-

ing ordinances related to sidewalk obstruc-

tions including, but not limited to, vegetation 

incursion and parking on or across sidewalks.

Lead Departments: Public Works, Sheriff, 

California Highway Patrol

Supporting Department: Regional Planning

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action C-2.7: Continue to repair potholes 

and pavement cracking, including those in 

crosswalks, during routine maintenance.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action C-2.8: Implement a publicly-viewable 

ranking system similar to Public Works Pave-

ment Quality Index (PQI) to provide transpar-

ency around conditions of existing walkways 

and maintenance schedules.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: MEDIUM-TERM
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Goal 4: Equity
Make unincorporated Los Angeles County more 

walkable for all through equity in public engage-

ment, service delivery, accessibility, planning, 

and capital investments.

POLICY EQ-1: Prioritize the needs of low- 

income communities of color and the most 

vulnerable users.

Action EQ-1.1:  In addition to Vision Zero 

indicators, use demographic and health out-

comes to identify and prioritize communities 

for future Community Pedestrian Plans.

Lead Departments: Public Works, Public 

Health

Supporting Departments: Regional Planning

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action EQ-1.2 Continue to develop outreach 

materials in languages that are communi-

ty-specific, and hold community meetings at 

times and in locations that are convenient to 

the community and accessible by multiple 

forms of transportation including walking, 

bicycling, and public transit.

Lead Departments: All County Departments

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING 

Action EQ-1.3: Create a process to enable 

County departments to more easily contract 

with local non-profits and Community Based 

Organizations to assist with community 

engagement for the planning, design and 

implementation of pedestrian projects.

Lead Departments: Member Departments of 

the Healthy Design Workgroup

TIMEFRAME: MEDIUM-TERM

Action EQ-1.4: Ensure information on how 

to request public services is available online 

and in multiple languages for access by 

non-English proficient residents. 

Lead Departments: All County Departments

Supporting Department: Regional Planning

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING
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POLICY EQ-2: Create a pedestrian network 

that supports people of all abilities – especially 

youth, seniors, and those with disabilities. This 

includes, but is not limited to, wide sidewalks, 

curb ramps, accessible pedestrian signals to 

aid the visually impaired, and adequate pedes-

trian crossing times. 

Action EQ-2.1: Ensure that sidewalks are 

kept in good repair. 

Lead Departments: Public Works

Supporting Departments: Regional Planning

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action EQ-2.2: Discourage, and when possi-

ble, prevent new developments from install-

ing multiple vehicle driveways.

Lead Departments: Public Works

Supporting Departments: Regional Planning

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING 

Action EQ-2.3: Install or upgrade curb ramps 

to comply with current Americans with Dis-

abilities Act standards when located within a 

street, road, or highway segment altered by 

maintenance, resurfacing, reconstruction, or 

new construction.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action EQ-2.4: Continue to ensure all new 

construction projects meet or exceed stan-

dards set by the Americans with Disabilities 

Act.

Lead Departments: Public Works

Supporting Departments: Regional Planning

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action EQ-2.5: Design and construct acces-

sible pedestrian medians or islands to create 

a pedestrian refuge area, where feasible and 

appropriate.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action EQ-2.6: Provide ample crossing time 

at signalized crossings adjacent to destina-

tions used by people with lower mobility 

speeds, including youth, seniors, and the 

disabled.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action EQ-2.7: Evaluate implementing new 

technologies that allow those with the need 

for longer crossing time to request/receive 

additional green time.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: LONG-TERM
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Goals 5: Safe Communities
Address real and perceived personal safety con-

cerns to encourage walking. 

POLICY SC-1: Implement community environ-

mental design and community programs that 

enhance public safety. 

Action SC-1.1: Continue to explore ways to 

purchase, operate, and maintain pedestri-

an-scale lighting.

Lead Departments: Public Works

Supporting Department: Regional Planning

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action SC-1.2:  Support LED light installation 

on new and existing streetlight poles and, to 

reduce sidewalk clutter, consider combined 

street-scale and pedestrian-scale lighting 

on individual light poles, where feasible and 

appropriate.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING 

Action SC-1.3: Work with local businesses 

to maintain active building frontages (includ-

ing outdoor restaurant seating) to promote 

sidewalk vitality and “eyes on the street.” 

Update the related zoning code, Community 

Standards Districts, and/or Community Plans 

as necessary.

Lead Departments: Member Departments of 

the Healthy Design Workgroup

Supporting Departments: Community 

Development Commission, Business and 

Consumer Affairs

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action SC-1.4: Identify areas where illicit 

activities, such as cruising and prostitution, 

occur and work with Public Works to strate-

gically deploy traffic calming measures with 

the goal of reducing these activities, where 

feasible and appropriate.

Lead Departments: Sheriff 

Supporting Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action SC-1.5: Educate residents on and 

promote the reporting of active feral dog 

populations near schools, transit stops, and 

other areas with high pedestrian activity.

Lead Departments: Animal Care and Control

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING
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Action SP-1.3: California's parking cash-out 

law requires employers who provide subsi-

dized parking for their employees to offer a 

cash allowance in lieu of a parking space. 

Ensure all facilities where County employees 

work enforce this law.

Lead Departments: Chief Executive Office

TIMEFRAME: MEDIUM-TERM

Goal 6: Sustainability and Preservation
Pedestrian projects and programs enhance the 

natural environment including clean air and water.

POLICY SP-1: Improve air quality and reduce 

greenhouse gas emissions through reduced car 

dependency.

Action SP-1.1: In partnership with local orga-

nizations, promote and support programs 

that incentivize/encourage the public to track 

the amount of walking trips taken. 

Lead Departments: Public Health

Supporting Departments: Community 

Development Commission, Business and 

Consumer Affairs

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action SP-1.2: Encourage large-scale trip 

generators, including County facilities, 

to create and implement Transportation 

Demand Management programs that empha-

size the importance of walking to employees 

and visitors. 

Lead Departments: Human Resources

Supporting Departments: Metro, Community 

Development Commission, Business and 

Consumer Affairs, Regional Planning

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING
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POLICY SP-2: Enhance the natural environ-

ment through the greening of pedestrian space 

by planting trees and vegetation, and the use 

of efficient materials and processes in sidewalk 

and street enhancement projects. 

Action SP-2.1: Install trees as part of side-

walk, shared-use path, and trail projects, 

where feasible and appropriate.

Lead Departments: Parks and Recreation, 

Public Works

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action SP-2.2: Continue to utilize Low Impact 

Development standards, which may include 

permeable pavement, for construction of 

sidewalks, public stairs, and paths, where 

feasible and appropriate. 

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action SP-2.3: Continue to update the Public 

Works-maintained parkway inventory during 

scheduled routine maintenance, and use this 

data to plan for tree plantings. 

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING
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Goal 7: Coordinated County 
Implementation
County agencies and communities work together 

to implement pedestrian projects, policies, and 

programs.

POLICY CI-1: Develop shared communications, 

data collection protocols, and systems so that 

pedestrian projects are coordinated across 

departments, with partner agencies, and with 

the community. 

Action CI-1.1: Use the Healthy Design Work-

group Grants Committee to work across 

County departments to submit competi-

tive projects to regional and state funding 

sources to implement infrastructure projects 

and programs identified in this Plan. 

Lead Departments: Public Works, Public 

Health

Supporting Departments: Member Depart-

ments of the Healthy Design Workgroup 

Grants Committee

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action CI-1.2: Incorporate pedestrian-related 

features identified in this Plan into ongoing 

and future highway improvement projects, as 

well as private project designs and approv-

als, where feasible and appropriate.

Lead Departments: Public Works, Regional 

Planning

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action CI-1.3: Seek opportunities to fund 

planning and implementation of proposed 

projects identified in Community Pedestrian 

Plans.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action CI-1.4: Continue to work with school 

districts and individual school site coordi-

nators to enhance safety for students and 

neighbors during pick-up and drop-off times.

Lead Departments: Public Works

Supporting Departments: Sheriff, California 

Highway Patrol, School Districts

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING
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Action CI-1.5: Continue to coordinate with 

Caltrans District 7 to implement projects pro-

posed in Caltrans' right-of-way when feasible 

and appropriate.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action CI-1.6: Continue to coordinate with 

neighboring jurisdictions in places where the 

County shares authority of traffic control and 

maintenance of roadways, to seek funding 

opportunities and implement proposed proj-

ects jointly.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action CI-1.7: Continue to coordinate with 

Metro through First and Last Mile Planning 

efforts.

Lead Departments: Public Works

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

POLICY CI-2: County agencies work together 

to gather and share useful and timely infor-

mation related to existing and proposed 

pedestrian infrastructure. Better integrate par-

ticipatory planning efforts facilitated by County 

agencies by sharing resources and contacts. 

Action CI-2.1: Monitor status of all pedestrian 

projects proposed in the Step by Step Los 

Angeles County Pedestrian Plans.

Lead Departments: Public Works

Supporting Departments: Regional Planning

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING

Action CI-2.2: Develop an interdepartmental 

master stakeholder list and collaborate with 

various departments to support community 

engagement efforts or develop joint out-

reach efforts when appropriate.

Lead Departments: Member Departments of 

the Healthy Design Workgroup

Supporting Departments: Community 

Development Commission, Business and 

Consumer Affairs

TIMEFRAME: ON-GOING
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Age, for example, is one major factor that affects 

a person’s physical abilities, walking speed, and 

environmental perception. Children have lower 

eye height and walk at slower speeds than 

adults. Older adults also may walk more slowly 

Most trips begin and end as walking trips even when a car, bicycle, bus, 
or train is involved. An accessible and useful pedestrian network needs to 
accommodate a range of diverse needs and abilities.

and may require assistive devices for walking 

stability, sight, and hearing. This section presents 

an overview of some key pedestrian facilities that 

help form a safe, convenient environment for all 

people walking.
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Walkways
Walkways (e.g. sidewalks, shared-use paths, 

and trails) are the most fundamental element 

of the pedestrian network, as they provide an 

area for pedestrian travel separated from vehicle 

traffic. A sidewalk is a paved space along the 

side of a road, dedicated for pedestrian use. A 

shared-use path is dedicated space that sup-

ports multiple types of non-motorized travel, such 

as walking, bicycling, skating, and more; they 

are typically paved and may include separate 

spaces for pedestrian and bicycle use. A trail is 

dedicated space outside of the road right-of-way 

that is operated and maintained by the County 

Department of Parks and Recreation; this Plan 

refers exclusively to unpaved trails. A variety of 

considerations are important in walkway design. 

Providing enhanced and accessible facilities can 

lead to increased numbers of people walking, 

enhanced safety, and the creation of social 

space. 

Sidewalks, paths, and trails can be more than 

areas for travel; they can provide places for 

people to interact. There can be spaces for 

standing, visiting, and sitting. They can contribute 

to the character of neighborhoods and business 

districts, strengthen their identity, and be areas 

where adults and children can safely participate 

in public life. In downtown and commercial areas, 

they should provide for higher volumes and 

engagement at varying activity levels. In resi-

dential areas, sidewalks should be designed for 

comfort, recreation, and socialization. 

WALKWAYS AND PUBLIC SPACE

A sidewalk in Westmont/West Athens A path in Lake Los Angeles
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People gather in a parklet in East Los Angeles

The Martin Luther King Jr. Fitness Garden provides a walking path, exercise equipment, and a place to gather for the 
Willowbrook community

Public Space
A public space is a place for people to gather, 

which promotes social interaction and sense 

of community. A good public space reflects 

a community’s local character, feels safe and 

comfortable, is accessible and accommodating 

for diverse ages and abilities, is maintained, and 

encourages interaction between community 

members and visitors alike. Examples of public 

spaces include plazas, squares, parks, sidewalks, 

and more. 
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Every intersection in Los Angeles County 

should be designed for pedestrian safety and 

comfort, with pedestrian enhancements appro-

priate to motor vehicle speed, motor vehicle 

volume, pedestrian crossing distance, and other 

considerations.

Crosswalks
Crosswalks or pedestrian crossings are des-

ignated locations and areas for pedestrians to 

cross a street. Marked crosswalks provide a 

visual indication to motorists by defining the 

area in which pedestrians have the right-of-way. 

Crosswalks legally exist wherever sidewalks 

and streets intersect, and may be marked or 

unmarked. Marked crosswalks encourage 

pedestrians to cross at designated locations, 

and indicate to motorists that they must yield for 

pedestrians. 

At mid-block locations, crosswalks may be 

marked where there is a demand for crossing, 

where there is significant distance from the 

nearest intersection, and where engineering 

judgment deems it appropriate. Standard cross-

walk markings, called transverse markings, 

consist of two parallel lines. To increase visibil-

ity, crosswalks may be marked with additional 

paint. Typical patterns include ladder (transverse 

with perpendicular cross bars) or continental 

(perpendicular bars only). In California, marked 

crosswalks within a school zone are painted 

yellow; all other crosswalks are white. 

CROSSING FACILITIES 

A ladder crosswalk with accessible curb ramps and 
curb extensions in Walnut Park
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Accessible Curb Ramps
Curb ramps are design elements that allow all 

users to make the transition from the street to 

the sidewalk. There are a number of factors to be 

considered in the design and placement of curb 

ramps at corners. Properly designed curb ramps 

ensure that the sidewalk is accessible from the 

roadway. A sidewalk without a curb ramp can 

be a barrier to someone in a wheelchair, leading 

them to travel in the street instead of on the side-

walk and to use driveways for access to and from 

the sidewalk.

Two-ramp corner installations, also known as 

paired curb ramps allow pedestrians to be 

aligned with the crossing direction while waiting 

to cross the street which is especially beneficial 

for those in wheelchairs, with vision impairment, 

or pushing strollers or carts. Single shared curb 

ramps are aligned diagonally with the intersec-

tion and provide access where factors such as 

available right-of-way, turn radius, drainage, and 

sight distance preclude the use of paired curb 

ramps.

A continental crosswalk with advance yield markings

Advance Stop and Yield Markings
Advance stop and yield markings enhance 

visibility of pedestrians for drivers, enhancing 

pedestrian safety. Markings are typically placed 

20 to 50 feet ahead of a crosswalk, encouraging 

drivers to stop far enough back that a pedestrian 

can see if a driver is not stopping. Supplemental 

signage indicating for drivers to stop or yield for 

pedestrians can be useful to further alert drivers 

where to stop for a pedestrian to cross.
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Median Refuge Islands
Median refuge islands provide a space within 

a median, mid-way through a crosswalk for 

people to wait while crossing a wide street. 

They enhance comfort for people crossing the 

street by enabling pedestrians to focus on one 

direction of vehicle traffic at a time and wait 

for an acceptable gap in traffic. Refuge islands 

are best used to enhance marked crosswalks 

on multi-lane roadways, particularly those with 

higher motor vehicle speeds and volumes. 

A median refuge island at a marked crosswalk with pedestrian crossing signage
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Traffic Signals
Traffic signals control the movement of vehicles, 

bicyclists, and pedestrians at an intersection 

to minimize conflicts between all modes when 

crossing. The installation of traffic signals is 

based on signal warrants established by the 

California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control 

Devices (CA MUTCD), current edition, which 

are conditions that an intersection must meet to 

justify the installation. The satisfaction of a traffic 

signal warrant or warrants shall not, in itself, 

require the installation of a traffic control signal. 

The final decision made is based on engineer-

ing judgment. The 2014 CA MUTCD Warrants 41  

and 5,2 which concern pedestrian movements, 

1 Per Warrant 4, traffic control signal installation at intersection and 
mid-block crossings is dependent on certain pedestrian-to-vehicle volume 
ratios. This warrant is not applicable to locations where an existing signal 
is less than 300 feet away, unless the proposed signal will not impact 
traffic flow. If the warrant is met, the traffic control signal must include a 
pedestrian signal head. Source: Caltrans, 2014. CA MUTCD Section 4C.05 
Warrant 4. www.dot.ca.gov/trafficops/camutcd/
2 Per Warrant 5, traffic control signal installation at intersections and 
mid-block crossings near schools is dependent on the number of adequate 
gaps in traffic flow when schoolchildren are crossing, and the number 
of schoolchildren crossing during peak crossing times (a minimum of 20 
schoolchildren). It also indicates that other remedial measures, such as 
beacons, school speed zones, crossing guards, and more should be con-
sidered before installation of a traffic control signal. Source: Caltrans, 2014. 
CA MUTCD Section 4C.06 Warrant 5. www.dot.ca.gov/trafficops/camutcd/

require a certain pedestrian and motor vehicle 

volume threshold to be met to justify a traffic 

signal for a location, among other considerations. 

PEDESTRIAN SIGNAL HEADS

Pedestrian Signal Heads contain the symbols 

WALKING PERSON (symbolizing WALK) and 

UPRAISED HAND (symbolizing DON'T WALK) 

and demonstrate to pedestrians when to cross 

at a signalized crosswalk. Generally, Pedestrian 

Signal Heads allow a pedestrian crossing in the 

crosswalk to travel at a walking speed of 3 1/2 

feet per second. All traffic signals should be 

equipped with pedestrian signal heads except 

where a pedestrian crossing is prohibited by 

signage.

Pedestrian signal heads that only display a 

flashing DON'T WALK indication can make it 

difficult for pedestrians to judge whether they 

have enough time to cross an intersection safely. 

Countdown displays on pedestrian signal heads 

inform pedestrians of the number of seconds 

remaining in the pedestrian change interval. 

The CA MUTCD requires the use of countdown 

displays for all new signalized crossings with 

a pedestrian change interval (flashing DON'T 

WALK or UPRAISED HAND) greater than seven 

seconds. 

TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES

Countdown pedestrian signals provide timing 
information to people crossing the street
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PEDESTRIAN DETECTORS 

Manual activation of pedestrian signal heads is 

performed with a pedestrian push button. This 

requires the pedestrian to locate and press the 

push button to actuate the pedestrian signal 

phase. For this reason, push buttons should be 

easy to identify and access.

An alternative to manual actuation is passive 

detection. Installation of developing pedestrian 

detection technologies (i.e. video, microwave 

and/or infrared) may make it possible to automati-

cally detect pedestrians. The automatic detection 

allows the pedestrian to activate the pedestrian 

signal head without having to locate the push 

button. Passive detection can also contribute to 

the efficiency of signal operations by allowing for 

walk time extensions, and/or not dedicating walk 

time in the absence of pedestrians. 

PEDESTRIAN RECALLED SIGNALS

Pedestrian recall signals do not require pedestri-

ans to press a push button to cross. Rather, when 

the signal turns green, the walk signal is auto-

matically turned on. These are useful in areas 

with high levels of pedestrian activity and where 

vehicle speeds are intended to be low, such as 

downtowns and urban areas. 

LEADING PEDESTRIAN INTERVALS

Leading Pedestrian Intervals (LPI) give pedestri-

ans a WALK indication before vehicles are given 

a green light (typically three to seven seconds). 

This head start into the crosswalk for pedestrians 

makes them more visible to turning motorists. 

The LPI can be omitted if no pedestrians press 

the push button. 

SEMI-EXCLUSIVE/EXCLUSIVE PEDESTRIAN 
MOVEMENTS 

Semi-exclusive/exclusive pedestrian move-

ments allow pedestrians to cross a street during 

non-conflicting vehicle movements or to cross 

in all directions at the same time while vehicle 

traffic is stopped (i.e., a pedestrian scramble).

ACCESSIBLE PEDESTRIAN SIGNALS

Accessible pedestrian signals are designed to be 

accessible by individuals with visual disabilities. 

They provide audible tones or verbal messages 

to convey when it is appropriate to walk, when 

they must wait, and feedback when the signal 

has been actuated via push button. This elimi-

nates the need for pedestrians to rely entirely on 

the audible cues provided by moving cars, which 

may be deceiving depending on the complexity 

of traffic signal operations at the intersection. 
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Pedestrian-Activated Warning Systems 
Pedestrian-activated warning systems describe 

the use of a flashing yellow warning beacon 

to supplement a pedestrian crossing sign. The 

beacon is pedestrian-activated to increase its 

effectiveness in making the crossing sign more 

conspicuous when a person desires to cross the 

roadway. On multi-lane streets, the beacons may 

be installed on an overhead mast arm.

At uncontrolled pedestrian crossings, engineers 

take into account the number of pedestrians at 

the crosswalk and average daily motor vehicle 

volume/ peak-hour volume, among other factors.

An all-way stop in Los Angeles County

Stop Signs
Stop signs notify drivers that they must stop and 

check for oncoming traffic (including pedestrian, 

bicycle, and vehicle) before proceeding. Stop 

signs can be enhanced with embedded LEDs, to 

increase driver visibility and awareness. Where 

appropriate, all-way stops can reduce left- and 

right-turn collisions. 

Stop signs are supplemented by stop lines that 

tell the driver where to stop. Per CA MUTCD 

guidelines, stop lines, if used, should be placed 

at least four feet in advance of a marked cross-

walk. If marked crosswalks are not present, stop 

lines should be placed in advance of the pedes-

trian path.
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TRAFFIC CALMING

Traffic calming is the process of using physical 

design and other measures to enhance the 

safety of all roadway users. Some traffic calming 

devices include speed humps/speed cush-

ions, curb extensions, and traffic circles. These 

devices tend to reduce vehicle speeds along a 

street, thus enhancing safety by allowing drivers 

and other parties more time to react and min-

imize damages and injury if a collision were to 

occur. 

Speed Humps/Speed Cushions
Speed humps are vertical traffic calming mea-

sures intended to slow drivers on local streets 

with low motor vehicle volumes and speeds. 

A typical speed hump, supplemented with speed hump 
signage and pavement markings

Speed humps can reduce speeds to 15 to 20  

mph. They are typically three to four inches high 

and extend the full width of the street. A speed 

cushion is a variation of a standard speed hump. 

However, these devices do not span the entire 

width of the roadway but taper off at the edges. 

The width of the raised portion is sufficient to 

ensure that cars have to pass over some of the 

hump but may allow buses and emergency vehi-

cles to pass over with less impact. Typically, they 

are supplemented by signage and/or pavement 

markings warning drivers of the upcoming speed 

hump or cushion.

Curb Radii Reduction
Larger curb radii typically result in high-speed 

turning movements by motorists, which may 

increase the risk of pedestrians being struck by 

right-turning vehicles. Smaller radii can enhance 

pedestrian safety by requiring motorists to 

reduce vehicle speed by making sharper turns, 

and shortening pedestrian crossing distances 

(which thereby enhances signal timing at signal-

ized intersections).
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A curb extension with seating and landscaping in 
Walnut Park

Curb Extensions
Curb extensions narrow the roadway and are 

typically installed in parking lanes so they do not 

impede motor vehicle travel, bicycle lanes, or 

shoulders. Curb extensions shorten the crossing 

distance at intersections or mid-block crossings, 

helping to minimize pedestrian exposure and 

increasing visibility for pedestrians and motor-

ists. They also prevent drivers from parking in 

or too close to a crosswalk and from blocking a 

curb ramp. Motor vehicles parked too close to 

crosswalks present a threat to pedestrian safety 

by decreasing visibility of pedestrians and other 

vehicles.

Bus bulbs are a form of curb extension that 

align the bus stop with parking lanes, allowing 

buses to stop and board passengers without 

ever leaving the travel lane. Bus bulbs help 

transit vehicles move faster and more reliably by 

decreasing the amount of time lost from merging 

in and out of traffic. Ideally, they are the length of 

two buses on routes with frequent service and 

one bus on less frequent routes.

All types of curb extensions can be enhanced 

with amenities such as seating, landscaping, and 

wayfinding. Evaluation should be conducted to 

ensure that the curb radius movement for vehi-

cles, such as school buses, public buses, and fire 

trucks, are not impacted.
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Neighborhood Traffic Circles and Mini 
Roundabouts
Neighborhood traffic circles and mini round-

abouts may be used to lower speeds at the 

intersection of two minor streets. Per the CA 

MUTCD, mini-roundabouts can be distinguished 

from traffic circles primarily by their yield control 

at all legs. 

Neighborhood traffic circles, on the other hand, 

typically operate as two-way or all-way stop-con-

trolled intersections.1 Both treatments can feature 

plantings or other elements that help beautify 

the neighborhood and further calm traffic. High-

visibility crosswalks may be marked to indicate 

where pedestrians should cross.

Speed Feedback Signs
Speed feedback signs provide drivers with 

information about their speed in relationship to 

the posted speed limit. Alongside enforcement, 

speed feedback signs can reduce speeds at 

select locations, such as school zones and busy 

local residential streets. Speed feedback signs 

can be used alone or in conjunction with other 

treatments such as speed humps/cushions or 

curb extensions.

1 FHWA, 2015. Intersection Safety Roundabouts. https://safety.fhwa.dot.
gov/intersection/innovative/roundabouts/fhwasa10007/

Top: a traffic circle
Bottom: a speed feedback sign
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LIGHTING

From left to right: path lighting; pedestrian-scale lighting in Walnut Park

Pedestrian-scale lighting increases visibility for 

both pedestrians and drivers, and can be benefi-

cial at intersections and in areas where personal 

safety is a concern. Pedestrian-scale lighting is 

characterized by shorter light poles (around 15 

feet high), close spacing, low levels of illumination 

(except at crossings), and the use of LED lamps 

to produce good color rendition, long service life, 

and high energy efficiency. Lighting should be 

oriented downward to illuminate the pedestrian 

environment.

Both street and pedestrian lighting levels may be 

considered for the same street corridor, includ-

ing areas with tree canopy. “Dark Sky” lighting 

should be pursued to reduce light pollution – 

this is usually desirable in residential and rural/

mountainous areas. Pedestrian-scale lighting may 

be used in areas of high pedestrian activity and 

along pedestrian corridors connecting destina-

tions, including transit hubs and access points, 

and multi-family neighborhoods.

Pedestrian-scale lighting fixtures may comple-

ment the look of existing streetlights or use the 

standard lamp fixtures of streetlights where 

appropriate. They are typically consistent with 

surrounding architectural and streetscape design 

elements and can be used to incorporate local 

art of cultural or historical relevance. 
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A bus shelter in Westmont/West Athens provides 
shade and seating

TRANSIT STOPS AND STATIONS

At bus stops, a variety of streetscape elements 

can define the pedestrian realm, offer protection 

from moving vehicles, and enhance the walking 

experience for the first and last mile of a transit 

trip. These elements include public signage, light-

ing, seating, and shelters.

 f Sidewalks provide comfortable pedestrian 

connections to transit stops and space for 

the streetscape elements listed below

 f Signage at bus stops is an important element 

of good transit service. Signs serve as a 

source of information to patrons and oper-

ators regarding the location of the bus 

stop and are excellent marketing tools to 

promote transit use. Basic signs with route 

maps, fares, schedules, and applicable ADA 

information may be provided at all stops. On 

narrow sidewalks, transit signage may create 

obstructions for pedestrians. Thoughtful 

placement or relocation of these signs is 

important for ensuring easy mobility for 

people traveling on the sidewalk,

 f Lighting is beneficial for safety and security. 

A brightly lit transit stop can make it easier 

for the transit vehicle operator to observe 

waiting passengers, and can allow motorists 

to see pedestrians in the vacinity of a transit 

stop,

 f Seating provides comfort and convenience 

at bus stops and is usually installed on the 

basis of existing or projected ridership 

figures. Seats may be installed as freestand-

ing units or as part of a shelter,

 f Shelters protect pedestrians from the sun 

and rain, increase comfort for patrons waiting 

for rides, and may encourage more people to 

ride transit. The location of shelters, however, 

can create barriers for people walking down 

the street. To avoid this issue, sidewalks may 

be able to be widened near shelters, provid-

ing enough room for people to walk or roll.
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STREETSCAPE

Benches and street trees provide a more comfortable walking experience along Florence Avenue

Landscaping, street trees, and street furniture 

such as benches, tables, and chairs can have a 

profound positive effect on the feel of a corridor. 

Landscaping and tree maintenance enhance 

the pedestrian environment by creating a 

visual buffer from the roadway. Trees also offer 

welcome shade on sunny days. Sidewalks can 

become inaccessible due to overgrown veg-

etation; landscaping should be designed and 

maintained to ensure compatibility with the use 

of pedestrian facilities. Curbs around landscaped 

areas should be flush with the adjacent sidewalk.
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Wayfinding can enhance the pedestrian experi-

ence – in some cases, it can encourage people 

to choose walking as their first choice of trans-

portation. Street signs provide the most basic 

wayfinding information for transportation users; 

however, pedestrians often have the flexibility to 

use other areas for walking including shared-use 

paths, public staircases, and other locations that 

are impassable by motor vehicles. As pedestrians 

are traveling on foot, additional information on 

distance and time to significant landmarks can be 

helpful to inform route choice. 

Pedestrian wayfinding signage can also be 

used to create a local identity and complement 

placemaking/placekeeping efforts in downtowns 

or along paths. Further, wayfinding signs can 

provide important non-business contact infor-

mation for local law enforcement in high-crime 

areas, if requested by a community.

A pedestrian wayfinding system consists of com-

prehensive signing and/or pavement markings 

to guide pedestrians to their destinations along 

preferred walking routes. 

There are three general types of wayfinding 

signs:

1. Gateway Signage and Kiosks indicate that 

users have arrived at a key destination, such 

as a transit station, trail head, or parking 

area. This type of signage includes a map 

of the surrounding area with key routes and 

destinations. This signage can both be infor-

mational and encourage people to consider 

walking to their destinations by providing 

context on the distances and convenience to 

destinations.

2. Confirmation Signs indicate that users are 

on a designated path and headed toward 

a destination or multiple destinations. This 

signage includes destinations and distance 

and/or time, but does not include arrows. 

These signs can be combined with mile 

markers if desired.

3. Decision Signage indicates the junction of 

two or more paths or routes and informs 

users of the direction and, often, distances 

to key destinations. Directional arrows are 

included on these signs as well and can 

serve a dual purpose as a confirmation sign.

PEDESTRIAN WAYFINDING
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Wayfinding at the East Los Angeles Civic Center. 
Credit: SKA Design



PRACTICES AND 
PROCEDURES

Ch.4
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Updates to the County's existing pedestrian infrastructure procedures can 
enhance safety and create a more comfortable pedestrian network. As 
funding becomes available these procedures can be updated.

Los Angeles County Public Works is responsible 

for managing and maintaining over 3,400 center-

line miles of paved roads and sidewalks. Public 

Works inspects sidewalk conditions annually to 

identify needed repairs.

Public Works performs a visual survey of each 

street every five years to collect informa-

tion regarding the size and frequency of any 

observed cracks. The data is then inputted into 

the County’s Pavement Management System 

(PMS) which interprets the data and generates a 

rating from zero (completely failed road) to 100 

(road in excellent condition), which is known as 

Pavement Condition Index (PCI). The County 

determines a PCI for every street. Typically, 

streets with PCI ratings above 74 are considered 

to be in good to excellent condition. Streets in 

this category are generally treated with a minor 

surface treatment that focuses on rejuvenating 

and sealing the road. 

PAVEMENT AND SIDEWALKS

Streets that have a PCI rating between 58 and 

74 are in fair condition and are mostly treated 

with a thin paving layer. Streets that have PCI 

ratings below 58 are in poor or failed condi-

tion and require major pavement resurfacing or 

reconstruction. 

PROPOSED ACTION STEPS
 f Continue inspecting sidewalks annually.

 f Continue routine maintenance of striping 

and pavement markings, including crosswalk 

markings, every 30 months for painted mate-

rial, and every five years for thermoplastic 

material.

PRACTICES AND 
PROCEDURES
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PARKWAYS, TREES, AND MEDIANS

Vegetation near sidewalks is typically in front 

of or on the side of a residential or business 

property. According to the California Streets and 

Highway Code, the property owner is responsi-

ble for maintaining the property’s frontage. This 

includes but is not limited to grass, shrubs, and 

weeds within the public right-of-way. When there 

are concerns with vegetation in this area, the 

County reminds the adjacent property owner of 

their maintenance responsibilities. 

The County is responsible for any trees located 

in parkways, including all routine trimming and 

removal of parkway trees. However, adjacent 

property owners are responsible for the regular 

watering of parkway trees. The County also 

maintains all medians, whether or not they are 

landscaped.

PROPOSED ACTION STEPS
 f Continue routine maintenance of parkways 

and medians.

 f Continue communicating with property 

owners about their responsibility to maintain 

vegetation in front of or on the side of resi-

dential or business properties.
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SIGNALS AND BEACONS

Traffic Signals
If a traffic signal becomes non-operational, resi-

dents may report the incident to Public Works via 

online request or phone. Traffic signal incidents 

include, but are not limited to: signals flashing 

red, all signals are out, or traffic signal damage.

Signals are also modernized through Public 

Works' Traffic Signal Synchronization Program 

(TSSP), which implements low-cost operational 

enhancements to traffic signals on major streets 

throughout the county. Typical TSSP projects 

involve upgrading all the traffic signals along 

a corridor to keep the signals synchronized, 

placing vehicle detectors in the pavement to 

detect the presence of vehicles, coordinating the 

timing of signals between successive intersec-

tions, and automatically adjusting traffic signals 

to facilitate the movement of vehicles through the 

intersections.

PROPOSED ACTION STEPS
 f Develop a replacement plan to upgrade 

pedestrian push buttons to meet current 

Americans with Disabilities Act standards.

Pedestrian-Activated Warning Systems
Like traffic signal incidents, residents may report 

any non-operational pedestrian-activated 

warning systems to Public Works via online 

request or phone. Currently, pedestrian-activated 

warning systems are inspected by Public Works 

on a quarterly basis.

PROPOSED ACTION STEPS
 f Continue to check pedestrian-activated 

warning systems on a quarterly basis to 

ensure proper functionality.
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CROSSINGS

Currently, County standards require minimum 

travel lane widths of 11 feet, right-turn lane widths 

of 11 feet, and left- or center-turn lane widths of 10 

feet. Excessive lane widths can increase driver 

speeding, making pedestrian crossing uncom-

fortable and challenging.

The County typically installs marked crosswalks 

at uncontrolled locations based on projected 

pedestrian volumes and taking into account 

adjacent land uses. Some examples of land uses 

with marked crosswalks at uncontrolled locations 

are schools, parks, or community centers. The 

County is currently developing new crosswalk 

installation guidelines. Regarding maintenance, 

Public Works routinely restripes painted cross-

walks every 2 1/2 years, and thermoplastic 

crosswalks every five years.

Caltrans Standard Plans and Standard Plans for 

Public Works Construction (SPPWC) indicate 

design standards for curb ramps, including 

width and slopes. The design standards include 

multiple design cases that include two-ramp 

corner installations, also known as paired curb 

ramps, and one-ramp corner installations, also 

known as single shared curb ramps. Paired curb 

ramps allow pedestrians to be aligned with the 

crossing direction while waiting to cross the 

street, particularly those in wheelchairs, with 

vision impairment, or pushing strollers or carts. 

Single shared curb ramps are aligned diagonally 

with the intersection and provide access where 

factors such as available right-of-way, turn radius, 

drainage, and sight distance preclude the use of 

paired curb ramps
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PROPOSED ACTION STEPS
 f Reduce travel lane widths to 10-foot standard 

for local residential streets and for inside 

lanes on other streets, to reduce pedes-

trian crossing distances, where feasible and 

appropriate. Consider 11-foot outside lanes 

for streets with designated truck and/or bus 

routes, where feasible and appropriate.

 f Continue routine maintainenance of striping 

and pavement markings, including crosswalk 

markings, every 30 months for painted mate-

rial, and every five years for thermoplastic 

material.

 f Enhance guidelines for marked crosswalk 

installation, which may be based on factors 

that include, but are not limited to, existing 

pedestrian activity, adjacent land use, and 

proximity to other marked crosswalks. These 

guidelines could include:

ff Direction on marking crosswalks and 

applying the appropriate countermea-

sures at unsignalized locations based 

on the number of vehicle travel lanes, 

average daily traffic, posted speed limit, 

and other factors based on engineering 

judgment

ff Direction on the use of adult crossing 

guards, school signs and markings, and/

or pedestrian-activated warning devices 

at unsignalized street crossing locations

 f Install two curb ramps per corner at marked 

crosswalks, where feasible considering 

factors such as right-of-way, turn radius, 

drainage, and sight distance. 
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MULTI-WAY STOP CONTROL 
AND YIELD CONTROL

The installation of multi-way stop control at an 

intersection requires an engineering study. These 

studies look at vehicular and pedestrian volumes, 

collision rates, geometric roadway conditions, 

and vehicular speeds. 

If a STOP or YIELD sign is damaged or missing, 

residents may report these incidents and their 

locations to Public Works via online request or 

phone. 

PROPOSED ACTION STEPS
 f Continue to respond to online and phone 

requests for repair of damaged or missing 

STOP or YIELD signs.

 f Continue to  inspect multi-way stop control 

signage every three years to ensure graf-

fiti, vegetation overgrowth, or fading is 

addressed and signage remains legible. 
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NEIGHBORHOOD TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT

Currently, Los Angeles County provides a 

process to implement traffic management mea-

sures and treats each location on a case-by-case 

basis. Potential streets for implementation are 

primarily residential and carry between 500 to 

5,000 vehicles per day. Depending on feasibility 

and approval by a Public Works Project Engineer, 

treatments that may result in a high level of traffic 

restrictions must obtain approval by two-thirds of 

the total number of community members affected 

by the proposed changes in traffic flows.1

1 Los Angeles County Public Works. Neighborhood Traffic Management 
Program. http://www.ladpw.org/traffic/ntmp/program.cfm

More information on types of treatments used in the Neighborhood Traffic 
Management Program can be found here: http://www.ladpw.org/traffic/
ntmp/toolbox.cfm

PROPOSED ACTION STEPS
 f Develop guidelines for installing traffic man-

agement measures such as, but not limited 

to, curb extensions, curb corner radii reduc-

tion, traffic circles, and roundabouts.

ff Guidelines should take into account 

street classification, considering excep-

tions based on, but not limited to 

adjacent land uses, pedestrian count 

data, pedestrian-related collision data, 

and designated bus/truck routes.

 f Evaluate minimizing curb radii to lower 

turning vehicle speeds to enhance pedes-

trian safety. Evaluate setting a standard for 

minimum curb radii, where feasible and 

appropriate.
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DRIVEWAYS

The County's existing driveway standards (out-

lined in Title 16) allow a minimum driveway width 

of 10 feet and a maximum width of:

 f 20 feet if the driveway serves only residen-

tial buildings/apartments

 f 20 feet for lots or parcels of land that are less 

than 100 feet wide

 f 30 feet or 20 percent of the front frontage 

of the lot or parcel of land (whichever is 

greater), but not to exceed 60 feet, when the 

driveway serves uses other than residences 

or apartments on a lot or parcel of land 

greater than 100 feet wide

When driveways are required to be used as 

a Fire Apparatus Access Road, as defined in 

Chapter 5 of the County of Los Angeles Fire 

Code (Title 32), and is labeled as “No Parking – 

Fire Lane” for on-site Fire Department access, 

the minimum required width for detached single 

family dwellings is 20 feet.1 The minimum width 

of the driveway is required to be increased to a 

minimum width of 26 feet2 for a building(s) other 

1 2017 County of Los Angeles Fire Code (Los Angeles County Code Title 
32), Chapter 5, Section 503.1; Appendix D, Section D103.1
2 2017 County of Los Angeles Fire Code (Los Angeles County Code Title 
32), Appendix D, Section D103.2

than detached single family dwellings, which are 

30 feet or less. The minimum width of the drive-

way is increased to 28 feet when the building(s) is 

greater than 30 feet in height.3

The number of, and width of driveways can make 

walking challenging. To enhance pedestrian 

safety and comfort, the County will consider 

limiting each of these, where feasible and 

appropriate.

PROPOSED ACTION STEPS
 f Develop a process to consolidate, reduce 

widths of, or close excessive driveways at 

sites adjacent to intersections with a history 

of pedestrian-involved collisions, where fea-

sible and appropriate, in accordance with Los 

Angeles County Code Title 16, and consider-

ing prior planning approval for the site.

3 2017 County of Los Angeles Fire Code (Los Angeles County Code Title 
32), Appendix D, Section D104.2
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PEDESTRIAN COUNTS

Currently, pedestrian counts may be conducted 

in conjunction with land development and pedes-

trian-related projects, such as this Plan. In 2013, 

the DPH PLACE Program acquired automated 

bicycle and pedestrian counters to support the 

development of active transportation plans by 

PLACE grantees and technical assistance recip-

ients. The DPH PLACE Program deployed the 

automated counters and recruited community 

volunteers to assist with collecting manual count 

data for the Community Pedestrian Plans. To 

date, counts have been conducted in the cities 

of Carson, Cudahy, El Monte, Monterey Park, San 

Gabriel, and South El Monte using this program. 

However, the County does not currently conduct 

pedestrian counts on a regular basis, nor have 

locations for regular pedestrian counts been 

identified. 

PROPOSED ACTION STEPS
 f Modify future revision of Traffic Impact 

Analysis guidelines due to SB743 adoption to 

include pedestrian facility analysis.

 f Establish a process for collecting and 

analyzing pedestrian data and making rec-

ommendations for additional enhancements 

after projects are complete.

 f Establish a process to conduct regular 

pedestrian counts and identify pedestrian 

count locations; selected based on criteria 

that consider land use, current pedestrian 

volumes, ADT, proximity to transit, collision 

history, community input, and other factors 

to evaluate the effectiveness of Step by Step 

Los Angeles County.

ff Refer to Appendix D for information 

regarding potential funding sources 

for counts; and refer to Community 

Pedestrian Plans for potential ongoing 

count locations at which baseline counts 

have already been established.
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LIGHTING

Streetlights
Southern California Edison owns and maintains 

the majority of the streetlights within the County 

Lighting Maintenance Districts serving unincorpo-

rated areas and 18 incorporated cities. 

Residents may petition Public Works for new or 

additional streetlights with signatures of prop-

erty owners representing at least 60 percent of 

the benefited area, followed by a process that 

meets the requirements of Proposition 218 (the 

1996 "Right to Vote on Taxes Act"), and approval 

from the Board of Supervisors. Property owners 

in a County Lighting Maintenance District pay 

an annual assessment through their property 

tax bill, which partially pays the operation and 

maintenance cost of street lighting. For rural com-

munities in the County's Rural Outdoor Lighting 

District, installation of streetlights is restricted 

in accordance with the Rural Outdoor Lighting 

District Ordinance.

It typically takes up to 12 months to process a 

street lighting petition and install streetlights, 

if the area is within an existing lighting mainte-

nance district. If the area is not within a lighting 

maintenance district, it typically takes 12-18 

months to annex the area, plus an additional 8-12 

months for Southern California Edison to install 

the streetlights after annexation. 

If a streetlight is burned out or needs repair, 

residents may contact Southern California Edison 

Company at 1-(800)-611-1911 or online at www.

sce.com/info/PowerOutages/default.htm. Public 

Works can also be reached at (626) 458-1700 or 

at dpw.lacounty.gov/contact/.

Pedestrian-Scale Lighting
Distinct from streetlights, which are meant to light 

the roadway for motorists, pedestrian-scale light-

ing is typically shorter, more frequent and closely 

spaced, focused on illuminating the sidewalk or 

walking path. Pedestrian-scale lights can work 

alongside streetlights to illuminate crosswalks 

and sidewalks to increase visibility of people 

walking and provide a sense of personal safety. 

Decorative pedestrian-scale lighting, while cost-

lier to install, operate, and maintain, can enhance 

the look of the neighborhood or business district 

when properly implemented.

There are limited unincorporated county areas 

that have pedestrian-scale lighting in operation; 

however, currently there is no formal County or 

SCE process to request new pedestrian light-

ing because a secure source of funding for the 

installation, operation, and maintenance costs 

needs to be identified on a case-by-case basis. 
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Grants have been the main source of funding 

for the installation of pedestrian-scale lighting. 

These existing lights are generally operated and 

maintained through funds that also pay for other 

street and highway maintenance projects in the 

unincorporated areas of the county, including 

pavement enhancement; pavement widening; 

sidewalk work to prevent erosion; construction of 

concrete driveways, sidewalks, curbs and gutters 

to enhance drainage; traffic safety projects; and 

graffiti removal work.

The County is currently exploring ways to 

provide more sustainable operation and mainte-

nance funding for pedestrian-scale lighting. Once 

a secure source of operation and maintenance 

funding is identified, additional pedestrian-scale 

lighting can be provided in unincorporated areas.

In the near term, the County is developing a 

financial and implementation plan to retrofit all 

streetlights with light-emitting diode (LED) lamp 

fixtures, which can provide greater illumination in 

and around the roadway, increasing visibility of 

people walking.

PROPOSED ACTION STEPS
 f Finalize development of a financial and 

implementation plan to retrofit all streetlights 

with LED lamp fixtures.

 f Continue to explore ways to purchase, 

operate, and maintain pedestrian-scale 

lighting.



PROGRAMS
Ch.5
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Programs can complement infrastructure investments by encouraging more 
people to walk and to walk more often, educating all roadway users to 
enhance pedestrian safety, and addressing both perceived and real personal 
safety issues.

Programs are also a way for the County to 

engage directly with community members to 

understand other issues that may hinder their 

ability to walk and to identify additional pedes-

trian projects needed in their community. 

During the development of this Plan, stakehold-

ers provided input on programs and activities 

to support walking in their communities. The 

programs described in this chapter reflect input 

received from stakeholders, and are a mix of 

existing and new County-led and community-run 

programs in various unincorporated areas. While 

the County is responsible for the implementation 

of this Plan, contingent upon sufficient funding 

and resources and engineering analysis, several 

of the programs identify opportunities to work 

with external stakeholders such as community 

members, community-based organizations, the 

California Highway Patrol (CHP), school districts, 

neighboring jurisdictions, and the Los Angeles 

County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

(Metro) to develop and implement programs.  

The programs initiated by community members 

and organizations in unincorporated communi-

ties have helped support increased walking by 

residents. By uplifting these existing communi-

ty-led programs, the County hopes to highlight 

the important role individuals and organizations 

play in creating more walkable unincorporated 

communities. Their efforts lay the groundwork 

for culture change by encouraging more people 

to walk, reducing crime and fear of crime, and 

creating awareness and support for enhanced 

pedestrian infrastructure. 

Currently, the County relies on a mix of grant 

funding to run the various programs identified in 

this chapter. In order to grow and sustain these 

programs, the County will need to pursue more 

grant opportunities and identify long-term, con-

sistent revenue streams. For this reason, short-, 

medium-, and long-term steps have been identi-

fied for each program. Short-term steps are those 

that have an anticipated time frame of five years. 

As additional resources are secured, the County 

can support medium- and long-term implementa-

tion steps. 

This chapter also outlines how the County 

can support existing programs led by commu-

nity-based organizations and individuals. By 

supporting community-led programs and by 

implementing its own programs, Los Angeles 

County can further enhance the mobility, safety, 

and comfort for all people residing in and visiting 

unincorporated communities. 
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PROGRAM 1: SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL

Enhancing roadway safety for our children is 

paramount. Motor vehicle collisions are the 

leading cause of death for children 5 to 14 years 

old1 across Los Angeles County unincorpo-

rated communities. Schools are the heart of our 

unincorporated communities. As one of the only 

regularly occurring points of contact between 

local government and residents, schools serve 

as a perfect venue for County departments to 

engage with residents - who are also parents, 

1 Data from Los Angeles County Public Works’ Collision Geo-database, 
based on California Highway Patrol records from 1/1/11 to 8/31/16 (analyzed 
12/13/16)

students, and school officials - to understand 

traffic safety concerns and work together to iden-

tify community-supported solutions. 

Safe Routes to School (SRTS) programs have 

many goals including: (1) teaching youth the 

rules of the road, so they are more prepared to 

navigate their community on foot and eventu-

ally become safe drivers; (2) encouraging active 

modes of getting to school, which will help 

students arrive at school more alert and ready to 

learn; (3) decreasing the prevalence of childhood 

obesity through increased physical activity; and 

(4) reducing traffic congestion around schools 

and cut-through traffic on residential streets due 

to school drop-off and pick-up.

Metro provides regional SRTS resources includ-

ing: a SRTS Resource Manual that guides schools 

on building successful SRTS programs; a SRTS 

Action Route Map that outlines methods for 

implementing a SRTS program; and educational, 

encouragement, trainer/teacher, and evaluation 

materials.2

2 These resources can be found on Metro's website at: www.metro.net/
projects/srts-manual/

Safe Routes to School assemblies teach children important 
lessons about being a safe pedestrian
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Los Angeles County’s existing SRTS program is 

multifaceted and involves multiple County agen-

cies to implement infrastructure projects around 

schools, in conjunction with school-based edu-

cation and encouragement programs. As part of 

the County’s program, Public Works developed 

“Suggested Routes to School" maps to provide 

proposed walking routes to a specific school. 

These maps identify the locations where crossing 

the street is suggested based on the presence of 

sidewalks. Other factors, such as whether inter-

sections have marked crosswalks, traffic signals, 

or are served by crossing guards, are also taken 

into consideration when suggesting walking 

routes. These maps are available to the public 

through the Public Works website. 

In 2011, Public Works developed a Suggested 

Routes to School map for multiple schools and 

contacted the schools to provide them with the 

maps. However, the County has not had the 

capacity to follow up with schools each year to 

ensure maps are shared with parents at the start 

of each school year. Public Works also translates 

SRTS information for non-English proficient indi-

viduals. As the funding and resources become 

available, the County will consider a more robust 

SRTS program.

In addition, Public Works helps coordinate the 

County’s School Crossing Guard Program in 

partnership with the Los Angeles County Office 

of Education (LACOE). The program includes 

warrants and a policy for assigning adult crossing 

guards to elementary and middle schools. The 

general warrant for crossing guards considers 

intersection geometry, vehicular volumes and 

vehicle speeds, and sight distance at the cross-

ing. California Vehicle Code (CVC) 42201 (e) 

authorizes the Board of Supervisors to provide 

school crossing guards. The Board adopted a 

policy in 1995 that provides criteria for assigning 

crossing guards throughout the county at school 

crossings servicing elementary school children. 

The Crossing Guard Program warrants were 

updated in 2014 to include crossings servicing 

middle schools.

The purpose of the Crossing Guard Program is to 

safely assist elementary and middle school-aged 

children with crossing the roadways on their walk 

to and from school. School crossing guards help 

draw driver attention to the presence of pedestri-

ans and can help parents feel comfortable about 

their children walking or bicycling to school. 

While the primary role of a crossing guard is to 
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guide children safely across the street, children 

also remain responsible for their own safety. In 

this manner, a guard also serves as a role model 

helping children develop the skills necessary to 

cross streets safely at all times. 

LACOE runs the County’s Crossing Guard 

Program and is responsible for training and 

assigning crossing guards to intersections 

along walking routes for elementary and middle 

schools in unincorporated communities. Public 

Works' role in the Crossing Guard Program is to 

conduct traffic studies based on requests from 

residents received from local school districts and 

other stakeholders. Public Works determines 

whether the request meets the minimum criteria 

to have a crossing guard present, established 

by the Board of Supervisors and according to 

the current edition of the California Manual on 

Uniform Traffic Control Devices. As of October 

2018, there are approximately 232 locations 

across the unincorporated areas that are ser-

viced by crossing guards.  

Currently, much of the County’s SRTS in-school 

education and encouragement efforts are 

grant-funded and not offered on a regular 

basis. The County values the benefits of 

SRTS and as resources allow, is committed to 

seeking funding to expand on existing efforts, 

while supporting overall program growth. The 

County recognizes that in order to increase 

the number of students and parents walking to 

school, it needs to empower school champions; 

therefore, immediate steps focus on providing 

more resources to support community-led SRTS 

efforts. The County will work with its partners at 

Metro and LACOE to raise awareness of SRTS 

and deliver resources to parents and school 

officials.

Short-Term Steps
 f Establish a Safe Routes to School Program 

to provide traffic safety education to stu-

dents, identify safety enhancements around 

schools, and promote walking and bicycling.

 f Seek funding to expand on existing Safe 

Routes to School Program efforts, while sup-

porting overall program growth.

 f Create a Safe Routes to School page on 

Public Works' website that could include, but 

is not limited to:

ff Information for parents and school 

officials about Safe Routes to School 

programs with links to resources devel-

oped by the County, Metro, state, and 

national partners. Examples include the 

Department of Public Health's "Let's 

Walk to School Together! A Walking 

School Bus Training Manual" in English 

and Spanish developed by the PLACE 

Program, guidance on how to implement 

events to celebrate International Walk 

to School Day, and general education 

materials on walking and bicycling to 

school safely
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ff Suggested Routes to School Maps GIS 

page

ff “Request a Crossing Guard” information 

and information on what qualifies a site 

for a crossing guard

ff Descriptions and status of completed, 

in-progress, and forthcoming infrastruc-

ture projects around schools

ff Descriptions of past and forthcoming 

Safe Routes to School education pro-

grams, such as field-based pedestrian 

safety education (Walk/Bike Rodeo)

 f Work with LACOE to expand the School 

Crossing Guard Program to serve additional 

school sites if criteria is met, as resources 

allow.

 f Partner with LACOE to promote annual 

Walk to School Day event to school dis-

tricts serving unincorporated areas using 

resources developed or provided by the 

County and Metro on how to organize Walk 

to School Day.

 f DPH staff will continue to support commu-

nity-led efforts to organize annual Walk to 

School Day events by providing walk leader 

trainings to school champions, and staffing 

events, providing incentives, connecting 

school officials to law enforcement part-

ners for traffic control support, and/or other 

resources as available.

 f Collect contact information for key school 

stakeholders and champions across unincor-

porated areas to coordinate future programs 

and project implementation.

 f Seek funding to support the development of 

a County Safe Routes to School Action Plan.

Medium-Term Steps
 f Develop a Safe Routes to School Action 

Plan.

 f Work with schools to develop updated 

Suggested Routes to School maps and 

identify  locations where pedestrian infra-

structure projects are needed. Provide to all 

unincorporated community schools at least 

bi-annually.

 f Work with Metro to enhance current County 

efforts for Walk to School Day, and to 

develop a mechanism for school stakehold-

ers to register and order incentives, request 

training, and/or coordinate law enforcement 

support for annual Walk to School Day 

events.

 f Evaluate participation in annual Walk to 

School day consistent with national best 

practices for SRTS program evaluation.

 f Evaluate crossing guard placement on an 

annual basis to consider changing pedes-

trian conditions, and continue to follow the 

guidelines and criteria set forth by the Adult 

Crossing Guard Program and California 

Vehicle Code 42201 (e).

Long-Term Steps
 f Evaluate establishing full-time coordinator 

position(s) at the County for on-going coor-

dination with school districts and to expand 

delivery of SRTS programs.

 f Implement the Safe Routes to School Action 

Plan, and update it regularly.
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Community-led SRTS Efforts 

The West Whittier School District serves residents of West Whittier-Los Nietos and is com-

mitted to implementing SRTS strategies at its schools. In 2017, West Whittier Elementary 

School participated in Walk to School Day, an international program that encourages stu-

dents to walk to school on the same day. 

In Walnut Park, parents, non-profit community partners like YWCA, and school staff from 

Academia Moderna Charter School, Walnut Park Elementary School, and Walnut Park 

Middle School have worked together to host Walk to School Day events for the last three 

years (2015-2017). Los Angeles County staff have supported these efforts by providing 

annual trainings on how to organize a walk to school day event, and programs such as a 

walking school bus. Walnut Park Middle School has also worked to educate parents and 

drivers by distributing SRTS pedestrian safety information. 
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PROGRAM 2: SAFE PASSAGES

Safe Passages is a program that focuses on pro-

viding safety to students as they travel to school  

in high violence or high crime communities. Safe 

Passages programs are specifically designed to 

ensure that students can travel to school without 

fear of intimidation or harm due to gang activity, 

drugs, or crime. Safe Passages programs have 

also been initiated to enhance safety for commu-

nity members walking to parks in communities 

with high violence or crime to ensure that they 

can access resources, be physically active, and 

engage with neighbors. 

There are several models for how Safe Passages 

programs are organized. Some are operated 

by school districts or a community agency in 

partnership with County government or public 

agencies, using security professionals or peer 

specialists trained to intervene in violent inci-

dents and negotiate and maintain peace along 

routes in rival gang neighborhoods. Some 

programs are a volunteer model operated by 

community-based organizations or schools 

working with parent, resident, and business 

owner volunteers who are stationed in prede-

termined areas along walking routes, forming a 

neighborhood watch that communicates with law 

enforcement to intervene when needed. The col-

laborative model brings together public agencies, 

service providers, community groups, parents, 

residents, and other stakeholders to implement 

a multifaceted program, which employs various 

tactics to ensure student safety, including both 

volunteers and/or professionally staffed route 

monitoring or patrols. 

The County Department of Public Health (DPH) 

Injury and Violence Prevention Program is 

implementing a Trauma Prevention Initiative 

(TPI) in four unincorporated communities in 

South Los Angeles - Westmont/West Athens, 

Willowbrook, Florence-Firestone, and unincor-

porated Compton. The goal of TPI is to build a 

compre hensive approach to violence preven-

tion and intervention by connecting the dots 

across different forms of violence, leveraging 

resources of existing programs, and developing 

innovative strategies, policies, and partnerships. 

DPH is investing in a peer violence intervention 

model, which stems the incidence of violence 

and retaliation, and links gang-impacted commu-

nity members to needed services and positive 

opportunities. DPH funds community-based 

organizations to implement street outreach and 
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community violence intervention services in the 

four TPI communities. Their work will include 

crisis response, conflict mediation, peace nego-

tiation and maintenance, community activities, 

youth development, and safe passages to and 

from schools and parks. 

DPH is also working closely with the Sheriff’s 

Department, Parks and Recreation, and local 

schools to develop protocols for implementing 

intervention and safe passages services in TPI 

communities. For example, these partners met to 

discuss expanding the impact of the Parks Are 

Safe Zones campaign that took place in South 

Los Angeles during summer 2017. The goal of 

this campaign included 1) encouraging commu-

nity members to use the parks through signage, 

flyers, and social media; and 2) working with 

interventionists to communicate to local gangs 

that parks are off limits for violence. The long-

term goal of TPI is to build a sustainable model 

for intervention and safe passages that can be 

scaled countywide, and enhance the safety and 

resilience of unincorporated communities. This 

will be achieved by evaluating the impact of the 

above strategies, determining how partners can 

work together to promote safety, and identify-

ing other Safe Passages programs that can be 

leveraged. 

Community-led Safe Passage Programs 

In Westmont/West Athens there are at least two com-

munity based organizations operating Safe Passage 

programs, R.A.C.E. and A.P.U.U. These community based, 

non-profit organizations have staff who have been 

trained in gang intervention work. They operate a Safe 

Passage Program around Helen Keller Park on week-

days to support safe access to the park for recreation 

and structured exercise. The program is run by another 

non-profit, Community Coalition, and is funded by a 

federal grant. R.A.C.E and A.P.U.U. organizations also 

help provide Safe Passage around several schools in the 

same unincorporated communities. 
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Short-Term Steps
 f Implement Safe Passage programs in TPI 

communities and evaluate impact.

 f Identify where Safe Passage programs are 

being run by school districts and community 

partners and work with them to identify how 

the County can help support and sustain 

these efforts.

 f Utilize information from Safe Passage 

program volunteers and staff to help under-

stand what infrastructure projects may be 

needed to enhance personal safety around 

schools and parks.

Medium-Term Steps
 f Develop a model for Safe Passage programs 

at schools and parks and a strategic plan for 

scaling up to more communities.

Long-Term Steps
 f Identify funding and policy changes needed 

to sustain and expand Safe Passage 

programs.

KIDS PLAY HERE
#parksafezone • #safetoplay
Investing in our communities through unity  

to create more positive opportunities.
Campaign developed by Westmont West Athens Community Action for 
Peace. Supported by the Los Angeles County Trauma Prevention Initiative.

LOS NIÑOS JUEGAN AQUÍ
#parquessonzonasseguras • #segurosparajugar

Invirtiendo en nuestras comunidades a través de la 
unidad para crear más oportunidades positivas.

Campaña desarrollada por la Acción Comunitaria  
por la Paz de Westmont-West Athens. Apoyado por la Iniciativa del  

Condado de Los Angeles para la Prevención del Trauma.

"Parks are Safe Zones" flyers created by Westmont/
West Athens Community Action for Peace
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PROGRAM 3: PEDESTRIAN WAYFINDING

Wayfinding systems help pedestrians navigate 

to major community-serving destinations such 

as transit stations, parks, libraries, schools, and 

business districts. They can also serve as an 

encouragement program by providing walking 

time to destination information, helping people 

orient themselves with less confusion or stress, 

and encouraging the discovery of new places 

or services. Wayfinding can also be used to 

highlight the local identity of a community. A 

wayfinding system can take many forms, but it 

typically includes a combination of physical signs, 

markers, and/or information kiosks.

There are several County departments responsi-

ble for providing pedestrian wayfinding including 

Public Works, Parks and Recreation, and Beaches 

and Harbor in the unincorporated community of 

Marina Del Rey and coastal areas managed by 

the County.  

Public Works' Wayfinding Program is centered on 

enhancing access to Metro rail stations located 

in the unincorporated communities of Westmont/

West Athens, Willowbrook, Florence-Firestone, 

Lennox, Del Aire, East Los Angeles, West Carson, 

and East Pasadena. As of 2017, Public Works 

had secured two grants from Metro to imple-

ment pedestrian wayfinding signage around the 

Vermont Green Line Station in Westmont/West 

Athens and around the Slauson and Firestone 

Blue Line Stations. 

The Parks and Recreation Wayfinding Program 

is focused on enhancing access to County trails, 

typically within County parks. In some urban 

areas, pedestrian wayfinding is provided to 

expand recreation opportunities beyond the 

boundaries of County parks. For example, in the 

community of Willowbrook, a walking path at 

George Washington Carver Park was extended 

beyond the park boundary onto the Compton 

Creek flood control channel and along the 

sidewalks that frame the park. The wayfinding 

signage encourages physical activity by provid-

ing mileage information so residents are able to 

know how far they have walked or run. 

In 2016, Beaches and Harbors completed the 

Marina Del Rey Design Guidelines which identify 

a number of actions to create a cohesive way-

finding program for pedestrians as well as for 

people bicycling, driving, and boating. 
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Short-Term Steps
 f Implement existing Metro-funded projects.

 f Collaborate with Metro on First Last Mile 

plans and new/future station plans to include 

wayfinding signage highlighting the local 

identity of the community.

 f Continue coordination efforts between 

Parks and Recreation and Public Works to 

expand recreational opportunities beyond 

County park boundaries (especially in park-

poor communities), with wayfinding along 

sidewalks, flood control channels, and utility 

corridors where the County has jurisdictional 

rights or can secure agreements or ease-

ments for recreational access.

Medium-Term Steps
 f Continue to seek additional funding from 

Metro to expand the installation of tran-

sit-oriented pedestrian wayfinding around all 

existing Metro stations within a half-mile of 

unincorporated communities.

 f Expand transit-oriented wayfinding to 

include locations up to two miles from 

stations.

 f Implement the wayfinding actions iden-

tified in the 2016 Marina Del Rey Design 

Guidelines (Actions DG.9 - DG.18).

Long-Term Steps
 f Work with community members, organiza-

tions, and Supervisorial Offices to develop 

wayfinding signage that incorporates 

community identity and implement communi-

ty-wide wayfinding programs across all of the 

urban unincorporated areas. Expand coor-

dination of program with additional County 

departments, such as the Arts Commission 

and Community Development Commission.

Wayfinding in Willowbrook directs people to local 
destinations and the nearby Metro Green and Blue 
Lines
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PROGRAM 4: OPEN STREETS AND 
DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS

Open Streets Events
Open streets events temporarily close streets 

to vehicular traffic, allowing people to use 

the streets for people-powered activities like 

walking, jogging, bicycling, skating, dancing, and 

other social and physical activities. These events 

are great for bringing the community together 

and promoting transportation options, place-

making/placekeeping, and public health. Open 

streets events are also excellent at building 

community; they bring together neighborhoods, 

businesses, and visitors alike. 

Open streets events can serve as a tool to 

engage with the public about how their roadways 

can better serve their needs. For example, the 

County can use open streets events as an oppor-

tunity to demonstrate new infrastructure ideas 

such as roundabouts, protected bike lanes, wider 

sidewalks, or enable residents to test out ideas 

like bike share. They provide an opportunity for 

the County to directly engage with residents and 

local businesses and receive feedback on new 

ideas at the moment people are experiencing 

their streets and community in a new way. 

Demonstration Projects
Demonstration projects can also be done as 

standalone events. Unlike open streets events, 

demonstration projects typically maintain vehicle 

access so community members are able to 

experience how an existing roadway could func-

tion with projects such as wider sidewalks, new 

crossings, bike lanes, and more. Demonstration 

projects enable the County to work with com-

munity members and Board offices to test out 

infrastructure project ideas for a day or a few 

weeks to inform permanent enhancements.  

In 2018, the County implemented its first-ever 

demonstration projects; the first was a small 

demonstration of curb extensions and a high-vis-

ibility crosswalk on Denker Avenue in Westmont/

West Athens, followed by a considerably larger 

demonstration on Pacific Boulevard in Walnut 

Park.

For this more extensive project, the County part-

nered with the City of Huntington Park and the 

Southern California Association of Governments 

for Camina en Walnut Park, a four-hour event 

along Pacific Boulevard with entertainment, 

County resource booths, and feedback stations 
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along a mile-long route. Approximately 800 

attendees experienced how a re-imagined 

Pacific Boulevard as proposed in Step by Step 

Los Angeles County could encourage physi-

cal activity and save lives, through temporary 

installations including a scramble crosswalk, a 

multi-use trail, curb extensions, and high-visibility 

crosswalks. The event also allowed the County 

to gather direct community feedback on its 

proposed safety projects, and to better under-

stand the potential for this powerful outreach and 

engagement tool.

Short-Term Steps
 f Use the 2018 Camina en Walnut Park plan-

ning and implementation process to guide 

future community engagement strategies.

 f Evaluate partnering with experienced open 

streets events organizations (for example, 

CicLAvia) to seek funding for unincorporated 

communities in one or more of their events 

annually.

Medium-Term Steps
 f Evaluate partnering with open streets event 

organizations, sponsors, and/or neighboring 

jurisdictions to seek funding to produce open 

streets events as resources allow.

 f Document procedures and create a toolbox 

for open streets events so that lessons 

learned from past implementation are 

captured.

Long-Term Steps
 f Work with neighboring jurisdictions, key 

stakeholders, champions, and Metro to 

fund, plan and implement a series of annual 

open streets events in unincorporated 

communities.
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Past Open Streets Events in Unincorporated Communities 

CicLAvia: Hea r t of Lo s 
A nge le s - Oc tobe r 5, 2014    

In 2014, with the support of Metro, 

the County worked with the CicLAvia 

organization to expand their Heart of 

Los Angeles route into the unincorpo-

rated community of East Los Angeles. 

The route extended along Cesar 

Chavez Boulevard and down Mednik 

Avenue to the East Los Angeles Civic 

Center and the adjacent Gold Line 

Station. Thousands of people partici-

pated in the event.

Ma y 15, 2016 - CicLAvia: Sou t hea s t Ci tie s

In 2016, the County worked with the CicLAvia orga-

nization, Metro, and the neighboring cities of South 

Gate, Huntington Park, Lynwood, and Los Angeles 

to host an open streets event that connected the 

unincorporated communities of Walnut Park and 

Florence-Firestone with the aforementioned cities. 

The route traversed Pacific Boulevard in Walnut 

Park and Firestone Boulevard in Florence-Firestone. 

Thousands of people participated in the event.
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PROGRAM 5: BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY 
PARTNERSHIPS

The Business and Community Partnership 

Program pulls together two initiatives - a Parklets 

Program led by Public Works, and a business 

Facade Improvement Program led by the Los 

Angeles County Community Development 

Commission. The two programs require the 

County to partner with local businesses and/or 

community groups in order to be implemented. 

One of the ways the County is interested in 

working with business and community organiza-

tions to increase pedestrian activity and expand 

public space is through developing a Parklet 

Program. Parklets extend the sidewalk to provide 

more space for people and feature amenities 

such as seating, outdoor dining space, plantings, 

bicycle parking, and/or elements of play. 

Parklets encourage pedestrian activity by pro-

viding an expanded sidewalk for the community 

to gather, which is especially beneficial in areas 

that lack sufficient sidewalk width or access to 

parks and public space. Parklets require the 

partnership of a local business or community 

organization to accept responsibility for the 

operation, management, and maintenance of the 

parklet. 

Three parklets were installed by Public Works 

in East Los Angeles in 2015 and a formal Parklet 

Program, as well as a Parklet Application 

Manual, is currently in development. The Parklet 

Application Manual will provide comprehensive 

guidance to community stakeholders interested 

in constructing and operating a parklet in unin-

corporated Los Angeles County.

The Community Development Commission’s 

RENOVATE Program provides grants and tech-

nical services to assist with the improvement of 

building facades along designated commercial 

corridors in unincorporated communities. The 

program enhances the appearance of buildings 

and entire commercial centers, which enhances 

community identity and pride, and makes these 

areas more inviting places to walk and shop. 

Businesses can apply to the program by contact-

ing the Commission, but the Commission also 

works with the Board of Supervisors to identify 

areas where business facade rehabilitation is 

needed in their districts. At the request of the 

Board, Commission staff may conduct door to 

door outreach to local businesses to inform them 

about the program and solicit participation. 
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To develop a formalized Parklet Program, Public 

Works is working with the Commission to market 

the initiative to businesses the Commission has 

previously worked with or is currently working 

with on facade enhancements. Information 

about parklets could also be included in Facade 

Improvement Program informational materials. 

Funding from the Community Development Block 

Grant Program could help support the design 

and installation of parklets. 

Short-Term Steps
 f Develop a standard maintenance agreement  

for parklets.

 f Develop parklet program and design guide-

lines to allow for a range of parklet uses 

based on community stakeholders' input.

 f Continue the Facade Improvement Program.

Medium-Term Steps
 f Finalize the in-development Parklet 

Application Manual.

 f Create an online application process for 

community groups and local businesses to 

host a parklet.

 f Integrate information about the Parklet 

Program into all Community Development 

Commission Facade Improvement Program 

outreach materials and other relevant busi-

ness outreach materials.

Long-Term Steps
 f Expand the Parklet Program to include Public 

Plazas.
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Lessons Learned from the East Los Angeles Parklets 

In 2015, Public Works installed three 

parklets in East Los Angeles: SoCal 

Burger Parklet (Mednik Avenue/Civic 

Center Way), El Machin Parklet (Whittier 

Boulevard/Ford Street), and El Kiosko 

Parklet (1st Street East/Alma Drive). 

Their locations were determined based 

on guidance from then-Supervisor 

Gloria Molina. The SoCal Burger and El 

Machin Parklets are maintained by the 

adjacent businesses and are an ideal 

example of the type of partnership 

needed to sustain parklets in unincor-

porated communities. 

Unfortunately, the El Kiosko Parklet was 

removed due to vandalism. Based on 

this experience, the County is updat-

ing siting guidelines to ensure future 

parklets are located where there is con-

sistent pedestrian traffic and a number 

of local businesses nearby to keep an 

eye on them. Top to bottom: SoCal Burger Parklet, El Machin Parklet
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PROGRAM 6: ARTISTIC STREETS

The County is interested in highlighting local 

community identity through artistic expres-

sion. While the County has an existing Civic 

Art Program operated by the County Arts 

Commission, it is primarily focused on art at 

public buildings such as libraries, hospitals, 

parks, etc. The County is interested in develop-

ing new programs that would enable community 

members and local artists to bring art to the side-

walks and streets in their communities. 

For centuries, murals have been an important 

public art form. Murals can serve as a focal point, 

increase community cultural assets, and foster an 

increased sense of neighborhood pride. In many 

parts of the county, murals are often the only 

form of public art that is shared by an entire com-

munity. Furthermore, murals have been shown to 

deter vandalism by increasing public ownership 

and pride through art creation. In 2017, the Board 

of Supervisors directed the Arts Commission to 

work with Regional Planning and Public Works 

to create a Mural Ordinance for Los Angeles 

County. The Mural Ordinance will establish a 

process for the permitting of murals on private 

property. 

Traffic signal cabinets are often a predominant 

feature on sidewalks near intersections. They 

contain the computer systems that operate traffic 

signals and provide a unique canvas for art in 

the streetscape. There are several ways the 

County can support this program, either through 

partnerships or contests with local artists, 

schools, or community groups, and/or by having 

an application process. Working together, the 

Arts Commission, Regional Planning, and Public 

Works will identify how to structure a sustainable 

Traffic Signal Cabinet Art Program for unincorpo-

rated communities. 

A painted traffic signal cabinet in Los 
Angeles



89pedestrian plans for unincorporated communities  5  progr ams

The County is also interested in exploring 

other placemaking/placekeeping programs, 

such as artistic intersections. Placemaking/

placekeeping programs promote community 

building and can help encourage drivers to slow 

down and respect the neighborhood they are 

traveling through. A placemaking/placekeeping 

program would be driven entirely by a commu-

nity working together to develop and maintain 

their project. The County will need to develop 

program guidelines, an application process, 

and identify how or if the County will financially 

support the implementation of placemaking/

placekeeping programs.

Short-Term Steps
 f Develop and adopt a Mural Ordinance.

 f Establish a mural application web-page on 

the Regional Planning website with infor-

mation and links cross listed on the Arts 

Commission and Public Works websites.

 f Identify how to fund, structure, and admin-

ister a sustainable Traffic Signal Cabinet Art 

Program, including responsibility for develop-

ing program and technical guidelines and an 

online application process.

Medium-Term Steps
 f Establish a Placemaking/Placekeeping 

Ordinance, as well as program and technical 

guidelines and an online application process.

 f Develop materials to promote Traffic Signal 

Cabinet Art and other future placemaking/

placekeeping programs to community 

stakeholders.
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PROGRAM 7: GREEN STREETS

The County is dedicated to making its unincorpo-

rated streets greener and more sustainable. One 

way to achieve this is through a Green Streets 

Program that expands the urban forest, a system 

of trees, other vegetation, and water within an 

urban area. Street trees make communities more 

livable in many ways, including removing air pol-

lutants often associated with respiratory illnesses, 

reducing stormwater run-off, helping cool the 

region's hot summer temperatures, beautifying 

neighborhoods, and even helping calm traffic.1

The County’s existing tree planting program 

encourages resident participation in the expan-

sion and renewal of the urban forest. To ensure 

the proper species selection, planting, and sus-

tainability of the new trees, the County requires 

that all tree planting be coordinated with Public 

Works' Urban Forestry Unit. In general, trees 

are planted in one of three ways – Public Works 

plants a tree, a property owner plants a tree, or 

trees are planted through partner organizations 

as part of a community tree planting campaign. 

Residents of unincorporated areas can request 

Public Works to plant trees through an online 

Parkway Tree Request Form on their website. 

1 Based on a study from Walkable Communities, Inc. (2016). Urban Street 
Trees: Specific Applications. http://www.michigan.gov/documents/dnr/22_ 
benefits_208084_7.pdf

A property owner can also apply for a permit 

from Public Works to plant a tree in the parkway 

adjacent to their property. Specific instructions 

on how and where to plant the tree is available 

on the Public Works website. However a tree is 

planted, it should be the right species in the right 

place, and planted in the correct manner so that it 

can thrive. 

Alternatively, the County has initiated several 

community tree-planting campaigns that involve 

non-profit community partners in planting 

the trees as well as in educating community 

members about the public health, social, eco-

nomic, and environmental benefits of trees. 

When trees are planted in the public right-of-way, 

residents are required to water the tree for the 

first three to five years to ensure their survival. 

However, some residents may not want trees 

planted due to fears that they will uproot their 

sidewalks, drop leaves, or create liability con-

cerns. Continued efforts to educate the public on 

the benefits of trees are vital to show residents 

that the importance of trees outweigh the real 

and perceived costs. 
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Short-Term Steps
 f Increase efforts to implement robust public 

engagement and education that enhance 

communities’ understanding of environmen-

tal stewardship and basic tree care, as well 

as the health, social, economic, and environ-

mental benefits the urban forest provides.  

Community engagement and education 

efforts should focus on low-resourced, disad-

vantaged communities that experience the 

lowest tree canopy cover in unincorporated 

Los Angeles County.

 f Continue Public Works- and community-led 

street tree planting in parkways in unincorpo-

rated communities.

Medium-Term Steps
 f Identify best management practices and 

develop strategies for preservation, main-

tenance, diversification, and growth of the 

urban forest.

 f Establish an urban tree canopy goal to 

achieve an optimum degree of canopy cover 

for unincorporated areas. The tree canopy 

goal can be refined by further analysis to 

establish specific community tree canopy 

goals dependent on considerations that 

are unique to an area’s particular circum-

stances, including climate zones, geography, 

climate projections, specific environmental 

concerns, local preferences, desired ecosys-

tem services, land cover, land use patterns, 

resources, public health impacts, equity, and 

other factors.

 f Balance the need for water conservation 

with the goal of preserving, maintaining, 

diversifying, and growing the urban forest. 

Young trees must be adequately watered to 

ensure strength and survival, and should not 

be dependent on broader landscape irriga-

tion systems. For young trees, application of 

semiweekly, deep watering is important for 

long term tree survival. Once trees are estab-

lished, water demands decrease, however 

it is still necessary to water trees during 

periods of drought. County policies and ordi-

nances calling for water conservation should 

account for tree watering needs, which vary 

over the lifespan of trees.

Long-Term Steps
 f Develop an Urban Forest Management Plan 

(UFMP) to establish a clear set of priori-

ties, strategies, and objectives related to 

maintaining a productive and beneficial 

urban forest throughout unincorporated Los 

Angeles County. The UFMP will be based 

on analysis of the County's tree canopy 

and existing tree inventories, and should be 

developed with input from community, rele-

vant County departments, and arboricultural 

experts.
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PROGRAM 8: WALKING CLUBS

During the summer, the Department of Public 

Health (DPH) leads walking clubs at a number 

of County parks that participate in the Parks 

After Dark (PAD) Program. During the summer, 

the Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) 

extends park hours and programming at 33 parks 

across the county, primarily in communities with 

higher rates of crime or violence involving youth. 

This annual seasonal program creates a safe 

haven for residents at their local parks. 

The DPH Walking Club program at PAD gets 

residents, primarily women, engaged in physi-

cal activity while their children or grandchildren 

take advantage of park activities. DPH nurses 

provide health information during and after 

the walks. These nurses play an important role 

in providing additional educational resources 

when conducting walking clubs. Walking clubs 

are an opportunity to provide valuable public 

health information and referrals in a more casual 

environment.

DPH has also developed toolkits to help individ-

uals, organizations and community groups lead 

their own walking clubs. The Community Walking 

Club Toolkit, developed by DPH in 2012, is used 

to guide the PAD walking clubs and is a tool avail-

able for community members and organizations 

interested in organizing their own walking clubs. 

It provides nutrition and physical activity informa-

tion to inform walking club participants. Walking 

clubs also build social cohesion as participants 

get to know their neighbors.

The DPH Veterinary Public Health Program devel-

oped a Stride With Paws; Dog Friendly Community 

Walking Club Toolkit as part of the 2020 Healthy 

Pets Healthy Families Initiative. The toolkit pro-

vides a walk leader with a week-by-week guide 

to conduct a 12-week walking program focused 

on reducing human and pet obesity through daily 

physical activity. Both toolkits are available online 

through the DPH website. 

Short-Term Steps
 f Continue walking clubs during Parks After 

Dark.

 f Include Public Health walking club toolkits on 

the Public Works and Parks and Recreation 

websites.

 f Include walking club information on the Parks 

and Recreation web-pages for each Parks 

After Dark park.
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Medium-Term Steps
 f Update the community walk audit materials 

on the Public Works website and distribute to 

Public Health nurses that lead walking clubs.

 f Provide a training to Public Health nurses on 

how to conduct walk audits and help identify 

walking routes around parks to evaluate.

 f Utilize walking clubs to conduct walk audits 

around County parks to identify infrastruc-

ture projects that could enhance pedestrian 

access to County parks.

Long-Term Steps
 f Lead year-round walking clubs at County 

parks.

The County's Parks After Dark Program has helped reduce violent crimes in recent years 
Source: Department of Parks and Recreation, 2014. Parks After Dark: Preventing Violence while Promoting Healthy, 
Active Living
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PROGRAM 9: ONLINE INFORMATION AND
SERVICE REQUESTS

Los Angeles County Public Works has devel-

oped an online application, accessible through 

a smart-phone, called The Works that serves 

as a one-stop solution for County residents to 

report and track services. If the service is not 

handled by Los Angeles County, The Works will 

provide residents with the appropriate contact 

information. 

Short-Term Steps
 f Update the Public Works website to include 

information about pedestrian projects and 

programs.

Medium-Term Steps
 f Add a sidewalk safety/maintenance option 

to app so people can report broken/cracked 

sidewalks, lack of curb ramps, ADA viola-

tions, etc.

 f Provide a list and online map of pedestrian 

projects that are completed, in progress, 

and/or upcoming.

Example of a service requested, tracked, and 
completed through The Works
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The County commits to seeking funding to implement Step by Step Los 
Angeles County Pedestrian Plans through local, regional, state, and federal 
funding sources.

This chapter provides an overview of how the 

County funds pedestrian projects and programs. 

Enhancing walkability across the unincorporated 

communities helps the County achieve a number 

of safety, sustainability, health, and equity goals, 

and therefore monitoring progress on implemen-

tation is integral to the County’s efforts. 

This chapter also provides an explanation of the 

data-driven framework used to prioritize projects 

identified in each Community Pedestrian Plan 

chapter, and identifies the performance mea-

sures that will be used to monitor implementation. 

Los Angeles County Public Works is responsible 

for the implementation of pedestrian infra-

structure projects within the unincorporated 

communities. Programs to encourage walking 

or provide pedestrian safety education are the 

responsibility of several County departments 

including Public Health, Public Works, Parks 

and Recreation, Beaches and Harbors, the Arts 

Commission, and the Community Development 

Commission. They are also the responsibility of 

regional agencies like Metro, and the California 

Highway Patrol, the State agency responsi-

ble for traffic enforcement on unincorporated 

County roadways. The County will work closely 

with these agencies to identify opportunities 

to partner on programs to enhance walkability 

across the unincorporated communities. 

A more walkable county is not possible without 

the involvement of community members. 

Residents of the unincorporated communities 

know the streets in their community best. As the 

County moves forward with the implementation 

of pedestrian projects, additional community 

engagement and outreach will be conducted. 

While the County is moving to a more need-

based, data-driven decision-making process 

for infrastructure projects, the involvement of 

community members and community-based 

organizations remains integral to ground-truth 

the data and spotlight the most pressing barriers 

to walking. The County is committed to working 

with community members and organizations to 

help with the implementation of this Plan. 
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In addition, the County acknowledges the 

important role community members and orga-

nizations have in leading and running programs 

that encourage walking and educating fellow 

community members about pedestrian safety. As 

highlighted in Chapter 5: Programs, many pro-

grams are already being led by community-based 

organizations. The County will work to support 

initiatives run by these organizations, such as 

helping connect local organizations with philan-

thropic funding sources or through contracting 

with local organizations to help implement 

regional, state, or federal grants. 
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FUNDING RESOURCES

Funding for pedestrian projects and programs 

comes from many sources, including gas taxes 

and vehicle registration fees, local sales taxes, 

and development-related requirements. The 

County relies on local funding for the mainte-

nance and enhancement of existing facilities.

Each year, Public Works submits a budget for 

operations and maintenance and infrastructure 

projects to the County Board of Supervisors for 

approval. However, the budget for infrastruc-

ture projects is not set at the project-level. The 

infrastructure projects worked on in any given 

year are currently selected in collaboration with 

the Board offices, often in response to requests 

from community stakeholders and/or based on 

need in terms of known issues related to safety, 

roadway condition, flooding, and more. 

As the County expands and enhances the 

pedestrian network with new sidewalks, trees, 

benches, and other facilities, the funding 

needed for on-going maintenance increases. 

This requires the County to allocate more local 

funding for ongoing maintenance and operations, 

limiting the amount of local funding available for 

new infrastructure projects and programs. 

Local funding will never be enough to meet the 

Funding for the implementation of pedestrian projects and programs comes 
from many sources. The County will allocate funding from local sources and 
seek additional local, regional, state, and federal grants to implement the 
projects and programs identified in this Plan. 

needs and wishes of the unincorporated commu-

nities. Therefore, the County regularly uses local 

funding as leverage to secure additional regional, 

state, and federal funding. Competitive grant 

opportunities often require local governments, 

such as the County, to show that a portion of a 

project’s costs will be covered by local funding. 

This typically increases the competitiveness of 

the County’s grant applications. 

County Pedestrian 
Programs 

The County's pedestrian programs also 

rely on local funding. Typical budget set 

aside for these programs is shown in the 

table below.

Program Average Annual 
Budget*

School Crossing 
Guard Program

$2.75 million

*Average annual budget based on 2017
dollars and does not factor in future inflation.
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The County relies heavily on regional, state, and 

federal funding sources to implement pedestrian 

infrastructure projects and programs. Typically, 

these dollars are distributed to jurisdictions 

throughout California through a competitive 

grant process. The County has a successful track 

record of securing funding from these sources for 

pedestrian infrastructure projects and programs. 

Transportation funding changes regularly when 

there are modifications to policies and new taxes 

and fees are adopted. Regionally, transportation 

funding increased with the approval of Measure 

M in 2016 by Los Angeles County voters. A 

portion of Measure M dollars are returned to the 

County as local return funding, two percent of 

which will be set aside for active transportation 

projects in unincorporated communities, includ-

ing those identified in this plan.

In 2017, state-level funding for transportation 

increased through rises in the gas tax and 

vehicle registration fee (SB 1). The California State 

Legislature passed these increases to address 

the growing backlog of roadway maintenance 

Maintenance Costs

Maintenance costs rely on local funding. 

Typical costs for maintenance activities 

and budget set aside for maintenance 

programs are listed in the tables below.

Table 6-1: Average maintenance activity costs 

Table 6-2: Average maintenance program budget

Maintenance Activity Average Replacement 
Value*

Sidewalk Repair $25/square foot

Asphalt Patch $22/square foot

*Actual project costs vary based on site conditions
and other factors. Approximate costs based on 
2017 dollars and do not factor in future inflation.

Maintenance Program Average Annual 
Budget**

Sidewalk Repair $7.2 million

Signs and Markings $13 million

ADA Upgrade Projects $50,000

Urban Forestry $13 million

Street Furniture $1 million

**Average annual budget based on 2017 dollars 
and does not factor in future inflation.
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issues statewide, coupled with the adoption of 

several climate initiatives, such as cap-and-trade, 

which brings new revenue to the state from the 

sale and transfer of emission credits. 

Federal transportation funding is primarily 

secured through grant programs run by state 

and regional agencies such as Metro, SCAG 

(Southern California Association of Governments), 

and Caltrans (State of California Department of 

Transportation). Federal funding is perhaps the 

most uncertain, as the primary federal source 

of funding, the gas tax, has not been raised 

since 1993. Federal revenue for transportation is 

allocated through the federal surface transpor-

tation bill, which is developed and authorized by 

Congress every couple of years.  

A full list of potential funding sources and the 

types of projects eligible for these sources is 

provided in Appendix D. As the funding climate 

is constantly changing, many of the sources 

identified in the appendix may not continue to 

be available and new funding opportunities may 

arise. The County will update this appendix peri-

odically when adding new Community Pedestrian 

Plans to this Plan. 
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PRIORITIZATION FRAMEWORK

To guide implementation, the County developed 

a prioritization framework to evaluate and score 

each Community Pedestrian Plan's proposed 

projects list based on a set of objective, data-

driven criteria.  

Given funding constraints, this framework 

enables the County to identify priority projects in 

each community and phase the implementation 

of projects over the years. This will become more 

important as additional Community Pedestrian 

Plan chapters are developed and added to the 

Plan. 

The framework also helps Public Works to inform 

future Community Pedestrian Plan chapters and 

may help prioritize the projects for funding that 

best implement County and community goals.  

Some projects can and will be made a part of 

routine roadway maintenance programs.  Note 

while the County will take into account the priori-

tization score while programming projects, due to 

available funding, resources, and community and 

political support, the order in which projects may 

be implemented may not necessarily correspond 

with the score assigned.

Furthermore, this prioritization framework is 

aligned with the state Active Transportation 

Program grant criteria, which is the primary 

source of state funding the County pursues for 

pedestrian infrastructure.  

Table 6-3 lists the prioritization criteria, provides 

a rationale for each criterion, and describes how 

scores are assigned.  
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Category Rationale Description
Maximum 

Possible Points

Equity

The community is a Focus Community 
(Disadvantaged Community). 
Disadvantaged communities are often 
disproportionately represented in severe 
and fatal injuries from traffic crashes.  
This criterion uses median household 
income and CalEnviroScreen data to 
prioritize disadvantaged areas.

Project is located in an area with a 
median income less than 80% of 
the statewide median (<$49,191)

5

Project is located in an area that 
is among the most disadvantaged 
25% in the state, according to 
CalEnviroScreen 3.0

5

Disadvantaged communities often have 
less access to parks and open space. 
This criterion uses park deficiency to 
prioritize disadvantaged areas.

Community has less than the 
County's General Plan goal of four 
acres of local parkland per 1,000 
residents

5

Public Health

Enhancing health is a core goal of the 
plan.  Research has shown that there 
is a link between better health and 
moderate-intensity aerobic activity, like 
brisk walking. Enhancements to the 
pedestrian built environment can make 
walking more comfortable, convenient, 
and safe. This criterion uses Healthy 
Places Index data to prioritize areas with 
poor health.

Project is located in an area that 
is in the top 10%, according to the 
Healthy Places Index (10 points)

10

Project is located in an area that 
is in the top 25%, according to the 
Healthy Places Index (5 points)

Safety

Safety is a core goal of the Pedestrian 
Plan and aligns with the County’s Vision 
Zero Program. This criterion prioritizes 
fatal/severe injury pedestrian-involved 
collision locations and corridors. 

In the past 5 years, more than 5 
pedestrian-involved collisions have 
occurred within 500 feet of the 
project (20 points)

20

In the past 5 years, 4-5 pedestrian-
involved collisions have occurred 
within 500 feet of the project (15 
points)

In the past 5 years, 2-3 pedestrian-
involved collisions have occurred 
within 500 feet of the project (10 
points)

In the past 5 years, 1 pedestrian-
involved collision has occurred 
within 500 feet of the project (5 
points)

In the past 5 years, at least 1 
collision within 500 feet of the 
project resulted in a pedestrian 
fatality

5

Table 6-3: Infrastructure Prioritization Framework
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Category Rationale Description
Maximum 

Possible Points

Roadway 
Classification

Major roadways generally have more 
lanes of traffic and higher speeds, 
increasing exposure to vehicles for 
crossing pedestrians and contributing 
to greater severity when crashes occur.  
This criterion prioritizes projects located 
along major roads.

Project is located on a Major 
Highway

5

Demand

Projects in areas of high demand provide 
benefit to a greater number of people.  
This criterion uses data about pedestrian 
activity generators to prioritize areas of 
higher demand.

Project is located within ¼-mile of a 
transit stop or station

5

Project is located within ¼-mile of 
a school

5

Project is located within ¼-mile of a 
senior center, park, and/or library

5

Project is located within ¼-mile of 
an area zoned for commercial use

5

Community 
Outreach

Community support is a critical element 
to getting projects implemented. This 
criterion prioritizes projects that were 
identified during community outreach or 
identified in prior County planning.

Project adds an enhancement or 
addresses a concern identified 
during community outreach

5

Project is listed in an existing 
County planning document

5

Implementation

Lower cost projects can generally be 
implemented more rapidly, and allow 
limited resources to be distributed more 
widely.  Implementation is a strong focus 
of this plan, and this criterion prioritizes 
lower-cost and less complex projects. 

Project is low-cost (<$100k) (10 
points)

10
Project is medium-cost ($100k-
$200k) (5 points)

Project is high-cost (>$200k) (0 
points)

Project will be easy to construct 
(does not require environmental 
studies, sewer realignment, etc.)

5

Maximum Total Points 100

Infrastructure Prioritization Framework, continued
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MONITORING AND EVALUATION

The County is committed to enhancing the 

walkability of its unincorporated communities and 

has identified a set of performance measures to 

help track implementation and measure progress 

toward achieving the goals identified in this Plan. 

These measures will also help evaluate other 

County initiatives that this Plan supports, such as 

the County’s General Plan, Community Climate 

Action Plan, and Vision Zero.

Measuring performance over time will enable 

the County to identify successful projects 

and programs, and where there may be room 

for enhancement. This will become increas-

ingly important with the implementation of the 

County’s Vision Zero Initiative and the develop-

ment of more Community Pedestrian Plans.

We track progress by measuring various indi-

cators across three broad focus areas: safety, 

infrastructure, and mode share.

Safety indicators help tell us whether people 

walking are measurably safer than before the 

Plan’s adoption. By tracking the number of 

people severely injured or killed while walking, 

we can get a clear picture of whether the Plan’s 

projects and other actions are having any effect 

on safety as we implement them. Looking at 

that same number, but per 10,000 residents in 

unincorporated areas, lets us understand the 

Plan’s effect on safety regardless of population 

changes over time. Rates of severe injuries and 

deaths to people walking by population is also a 

standard measurement among other places and 

levels of government, allowing us to compare our 

progress with theirs.

Infrastructure indicators help the public and 

decision makers track how we’re investing in 

walkable places. Looking at linear feet of new 

pedestrian improvements/amenities and the 

number of trees planted along public roads 

quantifies the County’s commitment to enhanc-

ing the walking experience. As resources permit, 

the County will begin to track and report various 

other pedestrian enhancements over time.

Mode share indicators are about whether people 

are walking more over time. The most reliable 

ways to track rates of walking is through the U.S. 

Census Bureau’s American Community Survey 

question on how people commute to work, and 

through regularly counting the number of people 

walking in a specific location or community. In 

Evaluation is a key component of any engineering or programmatic 
investment. 
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Los Angeles County, 84 percent of bus riders 

and 58 percent of train riders walk to transit1,  

so accounting for everyone who walks to work 

includes looking at commuters who take public 

transit to work.

Table 6-4 identifies the performance measures 

the County will use to track progress. Table 6-5 

provides indicators that will require additional 

information, resources, or program development 

before the County can start tracking them; they 

are included here for future reference.

Implementation of proposed projects is contin-

gent upon environmental analysis, as well as 

future engineering review to ensure consistency 

with applicable County guidelines and practices, 

1 Los Angeles Metro Fall 2017 On-Board Survey Results and Trend Report. 
http://media.metro.net/projects_studies/research/images/infograph-
ics/2017_fall_onboard_survey_results.pdf

including, but not limited to, the California 

Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CA 

MUTCD), Caltrans Highway Design Manual, Los 

Angeles County Code, and the Los Angeles 

County General Plan. Additionally, installation/

construction of the proposed projects, fulfillment 

of actions, and  implementation of programs 

described in this plan are contingent upon avail-

able resources, right-of-way, sufficient funding 

to finance installation, operation, and on-going 

maintenance, and obtaining community and polit-

ical support; these factors may affect the timing 

or degree to which identified trends/goals are 

achieved.
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Focus Area Indicator
Trend/ 
Goal

Data Source
Lead/Support 
Departments

Reporting 
Frequency

Safety

Number of traffic-related 
pedestrian fatalities and severe 
injuries

Decrease
California Highway 
Patrol Crash Data 
(SWITRS)

California Highway 
Patrol/Public Works

Annual

Rate of traffic-related 
pedestrian fatalities and severe 
injuries per 10,000 residents

Decrease

California Highway 
Patrol Crash Data 
and ACS population 
estimates

California Highway 
Patrol/Public Works

Annual

Infrastructure

Number of ADA compliant curb 
ramps constructed

Increase
Public Works Capital 
Improvement Tracking

Public Works Annual

Linear feet of new and 
reconstructed sidewalks 
completed

Increase
Public Works Capital 
Improvement Tracking

Public Works Annual

Number of trees planted within 
County road rights-of-way

Increase - Public Works Annual

Mode Share

Percentage of commute trips 
made by walking

Increase
American Community 
Survey (ACS)

Public Health

Every 5 
years with 
ACS 5-year 
estimates

Percentage of commute trips 
made by transit

Increase
American Community 
Survey (ACS)

Public Health

Every 5 
years with 
ACS 5-year 
estimates

Table 6-4: Pedestrian Performance Metrics
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Focus Area Indicator
Trend/ 
Goal

Data Source
Lead/Support 
Departments

Frequency

Infrastructure

Number of completed projects 
incorporating pedestrian 
enhancements within half-mile 
of a school

Increase
Public Works Capital 
Improvement Tracking

Public Works Annual

Number of completed projects 
incorporating pedestrian 
enhancements within SB 535 
Disadvantaged Communities

Increase
Public Works Capital 
Improvement Tracking

Public Works Annual

Mode Share

Percentage of schools 
in unincorporated areas 
participating in Walk to School 
Day

Increase
Survey of school 
districts

Public Works Annual

Percentage of K-12 students 
in unincorporated areas 
participating in SRTS activities

Increase

School tallies, 
sign-in sheets from 
specialized classes 
and events

Public Works in coor-
dination with school 
districts serving unin-
corporated areas, 
California Highway 
Patrol

Annual

Number of pedestrians at 
selected count locations

Increase
Traffic counts 
conducted by Public 
Works

Public Works Annual

Number of pedestrians at 
selected count locations per 
10,000 residents

Increase
Traffic counts 
conducted by Public 
Works

Public Works Annual

Table 6-5: Pedestrian Performance Metrics for Future Tracking
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The 9.7 square mile community has a population 

of 12,328, with relatively low population density 

compared to other Los Angeles County commu-

nities, but remains the densest community in the 

Antelope Valley. Once known as Los Angeles 

Buttes, the community took its name from a 

collection of desert peaks: Black Butte, Piute 

Butte, Lovejoy Butte, and Saddleback Butte. In 

1967, land developers bought 4,000 acres in the 

region, sub-divided it into 4,465 lots, and built a 

man-made lake that has since dried up, renaming 

the community Lake Los Angeles. Saddleback 

Butte became a State Park in 1960.

COMMUNITY PROFILE
Lake Los Angeles is a rural unincorporated community in the Antelope Valley 
of Los Angeles County, located 17 miles east of Palmdale and 40 miles 
northeast of the City of Los Angeles. 
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Understanding the demographics of a population 

helps decision makers plan for and target appro-

priate pedestrian projects and programs. The 

median household income for Lake Los Angeles 

is $40,227, approximately 28 percent less than 

the county average. Lake Los Angeles also has a 

significantly higher poverty rate than the county 

average. Adults (age 25 and over) in Lake Los 

Angeles are more likely to have a high school 

diploma or equivalent, but less likely to have 

completed at least some college education when 

compared with other county residents. 

Lake Los Angeles has primarily single-family 

households at a proportion similar to the rest of 

the county, but more households have children 

under 18, making Lake Los Angeles a relatively 

young community. A majority of the community’s 

residents (54 percent) identify as Hispanic/Latino, 

and the community has relatively more White 

and more Black or African American residents 

than the rest of the county. Lake Los Angeles 

has a lower number of foreign-born community 

members compared to the overall percentage of 

foreign-born residents countywide. Demographic 

data for Lake Los Angeles is shown in Table 

7-1. 

Demographics
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Table 7-1: Lake Los Angeles Demographics 

Percent in Lake Los Angeles Percent in Los Angeles County

Education

Less than high school diploma 28.3 21.4

High school graduate, GED or alternative 34.9 20.5

Some college or Associate’s degree 30.0 26.5

Bachelor’s degree or higher 6.8 26.5

Persons in Poverty 32.4 18.7

Age

Under 18 Years 33.2 23.2

18-64 Years 59.2 64.9

65 and Older 7.6 11.9

Race/Ethnicity

Hispanic or Latino 53.6 48.4

White (Non-Hispanic) 31.9 26.6

American Indian and Alaska Native 1.4 0.7

Asian 0.9 15.0

Black or African American(Non-Hispanic) 11.3 8.7

Other 3.3 1.3

Immigration and Linguistic Isolation

Foreign Born 14.4 35.7

Households that are Linguistically Isolated 31.0 14.4

Source: American Community Survey, 5-year 2010-2014
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Land use and design policies impact residents’ 

health and physical activity levels. The major-

ity of land (52 percent) in Lake Los Angeles is 

designated as residential, while 7 percent is 

designated as rural commercial. Figure 7-1 shows 

land uses in Lake Los Angeles. The area has a 

low density (people/acre) compared with other 

county communities, but is the densest unincor-

porated community in the Antelope Valley.

Residential development surrounds the com-

mercial corridor along 170th Street East between 

Avenue O and Avenue P. The Antelope Valley 

Area Plan designates this corridor as a Rural 

Town Center, prioritizing pedestrian-oriented 

design and connectivity with the goal of linking 

commercial development to the surrounding 

residential areas. Roughly 38 percent of the 

residential population lives within a quarter-mile 

walking distance to this commercial area. Other 

key destinations include three public schools, 

Stephen Sorenson Park, a public library, and a 

community clinic. 

Land Use
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Figure 7-1: Lake Los Angeles Zoning Map 
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Park access evaluates the distribution of park 

land within Lake Los Angeles and whether res-

idents can easily access it. The closer a person 

lives to a park, the more likely it is that they will 

visit it regularly. Most pedestrians are willing to 

walk one half-mile (approximately ten minutes of 

walking), to access a destination.1

Lake Los Angeles currently has one park, 

Stephen Sorenson Park (108.04 acres), which 

provides the community an average of 9.51 acres 

of parkland per 1,000 residents.2 Technically, this 

is more than twice the County’s General Plan 

1 Department of Parks and Recreation. Lake Los Angeles Park Needs 
Assessment. 2016.
2 Department of Parks and Recreation. Lake Los Angeles Park Needs 
Assessment. 2016.

Park Access

goal of four acres of local parkland per 1,000 

residents. However, this land is largely undevel-

oped and without park amenities. Further, only 

about 20 percent of Lake Los Angeles residents 

live within a half-mile walking distance to the park 

(Figure 7-2).3 Stephen Sorensen Park is accessi-

ble by one road, Avenue P, from the south and 

several informal paths from the north. The Los 

Angeles County Parks and Recreation Needs 

Assessment has proposed developing new 

shared-use paths to enhance access to the park.

3 The distance from each household in Lake Los Angeles to the access 
points of all adjacent parks was calculated along the walkable road/ 
pedestrian network rather than “as the crow flies.” Since pedestrians 
cannot safely or legally walk on highways or freeways, this method takes 
these barriers into consideration and results in a more accurate assessment 
of the distance a pedestrian would need to cover to reach a park. Source: 
Department of Parks and Recreation. Lake Los Angeles Park Needs 
Assessment. 2016.
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Figure 7-2: Lake Los Angeles Park Access

PARK ACCESS

DESTINATIONS EXISTING INFRASTRUCTURE

ROAD NETWORK

TRAFFIC SIGNAL

SCHOOL EMERGENCY SERVICES

POST OFFICEPARK/RECREATION

PARK

PARK ACCESS

WALKABLE AREA, ONE-HALF MILE FROM PARK

A
venue P

18
0

T
h

 S
t 

E

16
6

T
h

 S
t 

E

Wells Fargo Ave

Highacres Ave

17
7
T

h
 S

t 
E

Indian Falls Ave

Avenue O

16
0T

h
St

E

16
7
T

h
 S

t 
E

Ave N 4

Deeplake Ave

Palmdale Bl

Avenue N

Avenue N 8

Avenue M 8

16
5

T
h

 S
t 

E

Schollview Ave

Lake Los Angeles Ave

Greenrock Ave

Avenue Q 1

Lanfair Ave

Chuka Ave

Mossdale Ave

Valeport Ave

Newmont Ave

16
2
N

d
 S

t 
E

Coolwater Ave

17
8

T
h

 S
t 

E

17
2
N

d
 S

t 
E

Jubilee Trail Ave

16
8
T

h
 S

t 
E

15
0

T
h

 S
t 

E

Avenue P 8

15
5

T
h

 S
t 

E

15
2
N

d
 S

t 
E

MackennasGldAve

15
6

T
h

 S
t 

E

R
o

n
a
r 

S
t

16
9

T
h

 S
t 

E

16
4

T
h

 S
t 

E

15
4

T
h

 S
t 

E

17
0

T
h

 S
t 

E
17

0
T

h
 S

t 
E

17
0

T
h

 S
t 

E

Nichols Farms
Airport

Lovejoy
Buttes

Challenger
Middle School

Vista San
Gabriel
Elementary
School

Lake Los Angeles
Elementary School

Stephen
Sorensen Park County Fire

Station #114

Post O�ce

Community ClinicPublic Library

15
9

T
h

 S
t 

E

16
6

T
h

 S
t 

E

Avenue Q

Avenue Q 4

15
1S

t 
S

t 
E

15
4

T
h

 S
t 

E

Avenue Q 7

16
7
T

h
 S

t 
E

16
8
T

h
 S

t 
E

17
5

T
h

 S
t 

E

16
3

R
d

 S
t 

E

16
4

T
h

 S
t 

E

17
9

T
h

 S
t 

E

17
4

T
h

 S
t 

E

17
6

T
h

 S
t 

E

16
0

T
h

 S
t 

E

15
4

T
h

 S
t 

E

16
1S

t 
S

t 

16
3

R
d

 S
t

15
5

T
h

 S
t 

E

Laredo Vista

Queensglen

Longmeadow

Biglake Av

15
8

T
h

 S
t 

E

Ave N 12

Ave M 12
15

2
N

d
 S

t 
E

16
2
N

d
 S

t 
E

15
0

T
h

 S
t

15
9

T
h

 S
t

15
2
N

d
 S

t 
E

0 0.25 0.5
MILE

LIBRARY HEALTHCARE

AIRPORT



118 Step by Step Los Angeles County

Understanding which health issues and behav-

iors are prevalent in Lake Los Angeles can help 

decision makers target appropriate pedes-

trian interventions.1 The overall population and 

mortality rates for zip codes 93595 and 93591, 

which include Lake Los Angeles, shed light on 

general health and mortality trends. For both zip 

codes and Los Angeles County, heart disease 

and cancer are the two leading causes of death. 

These diseases are highly correlated with diet, 

physical activity, exposure to toxins (tobacco 

and pollution), and stress.2 The top three leading 

causes of premature death for Antelope Valley 

are coronary heart disease, motor vehicle 

crashes, and diabetes.3 

Childhood and adult asthma rates in Lake Los 

Angeles are higher than the county average.4 

Obesity rates among adults and teens are 

higher than in the county as a whole, although 

proportionally fewer children are overweight for 

their age.5 Only one in five youth in Lake Los 

1 This plan uses health data at the zip code level when necessary. Lake 
Los Angeles is in Zip Code 93591 and 93595, which also includes neigh-
boring Antelope Valley communities with similar socio-demographics and 
built environment.
2 HealthyCIty.org
3 Mortality in Los Angeles County 2012: Leading Causes of Death and 
Premature Death with Trends for 2003-2012. (2012). Los Angeles County 
Department of Public Health. http://publichealth.lacounty.gov/dca/data/
documents/mortalityrpt12.pdf
4 California Health Interview Survey, Neighborhood Edition, 2014
5 Adults with a body mass index greater than or equal to 30.0 are 
considered obese. Children 2-11 whose combination of weight, sex, and 
age ranks higher than the CDC’s 2001 95th percentile are considered 
obese, as are children 12-17 who ranked higher than the CDC’s 2010 85th 
percentile for body mass index. Source: California Health Interview Survey, 
Neighborhood Edition, 2014.

Angeles engage in regular physical activity,6 

though youth in Lake Los Angeles have a slightly 

higher level of physical activity than countywide. 

However, only 22.9 percent of adults in the Lake 

Los Angeles area walk at least 150 minutes each 

week, compared with over one-third of adults 

countywide.7 This fact may be contributed to 

the high rates of disability in the community zip 

code 93591 - more than 1 in 10 adults in Lake Los 

Angeles under the age of 65 have a disability, 

which is more than twice the county average.8 

Overall, Lake Los Angeles qualifies as a disad-

vantaged community on three common statewide 

indicators, which consider median household 

income, participation in the National School 

Lunch Program, and the Healthy Places Index.9 

Based on these indicators, Lake Los Angeles 

may be eligible to receive funding prioritization 

from the Caltrans Active Transportation Program 

and potentially other funding sources.

6 Regular physical activity for children between 5 and 17 is defined as “at 
least 60 minutes of physical activity daily in the past week, excluding phys-
ical education.” Source: California Health Interview Survey, Neighborhood 
Edition, 2014
7 California Health Interview Survey, Neighborhood Edition, 2014. The 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) recommends that adults 
do at least 150 minutes per week of moderate-intensity activity “for sub-
stantial health benefits.” Source: CDC, 2008 Physical Activity Guidelines 
for Americans.
8 American Community Survey, 5-year estimate 2010-2014
9  These indicators include National School Lunch Program Free and 
Reduced Lunch Program participation, median household income, and the 
Healthy Places Index, produced by the Public Health Alliance of Southern 
California. Only one of two census tracts (6037900104) qualifies Lake Los 
Angeles as a health disadvantaged community. 

Health
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Table 7-2: Lake Los Angeles Causes of Death

(Selected) Causes of Death 
Death rate (per 100,000 population)

Zip Code 93535 Zip Code 93591 Los Angeles County

Cancer 104 30.6 24.2

Heart Disease 109.4 19.4 26.9

Table 7-3: Lake Los Angeles Health Indicators

Percent in Zip 
Code 93535 

Percent in Zip 
Code 93591

Percent in Zip 
Codes 93535 

and 93591

Percent in 
Los Angeles 

County

Obesity

Children overweight for age (2-11) 5.1 4.9 5.1 12.4

Teens overweight or obese (12-17) 44.5 - 44.6 37.9

Adult obesity 32.6 25.6 31.9 25.9

Physical Activity

Regular physical activity (ages 5-17) 18.8 21.5 19.1 18.9

Walked at least 150 minutes (age 18+) 23 21.8 22.9 34.1

Respiratory Illness

Children ages 0-17 years ever diagnosed with 
asthma 

15.0 14.3 15.0 13.1 

Adults (Age 18 years plus) ever diagnosed with 
asthma 

17.4 14.3 17.1 12.6

Disability

With a Disability, under age 65 6.6 14.5 - 6.0

Sources: California Health Interview Survey, Neighborhood Edition, 2014; American Community Survey, 5-year 
estimate 2010-2014
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An overview of existing countywide plans can be 

found in Chapter 1, and more details are listed in 

Appendix A.

Lake Los Angeles Community Standards 
District (2014)
The Lake Los Angeles Rural Town Council pro-

posed this document to guide development in 

Lake Los Angeles. At the time of the Lake Los 

Angeles Community Pedestrian Plan's release, 

the CSD had not been finalized or adopted. If 

adopted, the CSD would require street enhance-

ments to complement and maintain the rural 

character of Lake Los Angeles. It would also 

prohibit concrete sidewalks and curbs on resi-

dential streets, though shared-use paths would 

be allowed.

Antelope Valley Area Plan (2015)
The Antelope Valley Area Plan was devel-

oped as a component of the County's General 

Plan. It refines countywide goals and policies 

by addressing specific issues relevant to the 

Antelope Valley, such as community maintenance 

and appearance, and provides more specific 

guidance on elements already found in the 

General Plan.

PREVIOUS PLANS AND PROJECTS
This Plan builds on numerous Lake Los Angeles and broader Antelope Valley 
Area planning efforts.

High Desert Corridor Project (2016)
The High Desert Corridor (HDC) project will 

provide a new link between SR-14 in Los Angeles 

County and SR-18 in San Bernardino County, 

including a freeway with accommodations for 

high-speed rail, and a bikeway. Caltrans and 

Metro approved the Final Environmental Impact 

Report/Environmental Impact Statement for the 

HDC. The approved preferred alternative route 

runs along Palmdale Boulevard, the southern 

border of Lake Los Angeles, between 150th 

Street East and 160th Street East.

Los Angeles County, California Code of 
Ordinances, Chapter 22.44.360, Part 9, 
Rural Outdoor Lighting District (2016)
This County ordinance sets provisions for a rural 

outdoor lighting district. Street lights are pro-

hibited except where necessary at urban cross 

sections with sidewalks, curbs, and gutters, or 

at intersections and driveways on county roads. 

An exception is locations where the Director of 

Public Works finds that street lights will allevi-

ate traffic hazards, improve traffic flow, and/or 

promote safety and security of pedestrians and 

vehicles based on Public Works' highway safety 

lighting standards.
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In collaboration with the Department of Public 

Health (DPH), Antelope Valley Partners for Health 

(AVPH) led outreach efforts to gather community 

input throughout the development of the Lake 

Los Angeles Community Pedestrian Plan. The 

community outreach strategy was developed 

based on the Plan's goals, as well as an under-

standing of existing community-identified issues. 

Outreach was conducted in two phases. The 

first phase helped the project team understand 

barriers and opportunities for walking in Lake Los 

Angeles. The second phase of outreach gave 

community stakeholders a chance to respond 

to the draft Plan and provide additional input on 

needed pedestrian projects. These efforts took 

place throughout the development of the Plan, 

and included attending existing meetings held 

by community organizations, schools and neigh-

borhood groups; tabling at community events; 

focus groups; stakeholder interviews; surveys; 

two community workshops; and community data 

collection activities and community walks. 

A summary of these outreach activities, and key 

findings on barriers to walking in the community 

and desired pedestrian facilities, amenities, and 

programs are provided in this section. 

Community Advisory Committee
A Community Advisory Committee (CAC) was 

formed at the start of the project to provide 

guidance to AVPH and DPH on community 

engagement efforts and inform the planning 

process. The CAC also provided advice on com-

munity priorities and preferences. Youth, senior, 

business, faith based, parent, homeowner, and 

other community representatives participated in 

the CAC. In addition, the CAC meetings pro-

vided members with opportunities to learn about 

community data collection methods, County pro-

cesses, and the connection between walkability, 

public health, public safety, and advocacy. The 

CAC met a total of eight times throughout the 

Lake Los Angeles Community Pedestrian Plan 

process.  

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
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Community Collaboration
To maximize community participation, the project 

team reached out to existing community orga-

nizations and groups to identify meetings and 

events that community members already reg-

ularly attend or participate in. This enabled the 

project team to reach stakeholders where they 

already convene. This also helped the team 

identify specific populations in the community 

with which to host focus groups and stakeholder 

interviews to better understand concerns and 

opportunities for walking. 

At each existing meeting, participants were 

asked to identify challenges to walking in Lake 

Los Angeles on a large-scale map. Participants 

identified a lack of safe places to walk on high-

speed roadways, a need for pedestrian-scale 

lighting, fear of wild dogs, a need for better 

crossings near schools, and slower speeds when 

entering the community. 

Community groups engaged during the develop-

ment of the Pedestrian Plan include:

 f Parent Navigators Wilsona School District

 f Lake Los Angeles Rural Town Council

 f Parents at Lake Los Angeles Elementary 

 f Lake Los Angeles Neighborhood Action 

Committee

 f Lake Los Angeles Parks Association Meeting

Additionally, stakeholder interviews were 

conducted with the Wilsona School District 

Superintendent and the principal of Lake Los 

Angeles Elementary School.

Community Events
Project staff identified numerous existing com-

munity events that provided an opportunity to 

reach stakeholders who may not typically attend 

County workshops. At each event, stakeholders 

provided input on a map of the community, iden-

tifying barriers and challenges to walking in Lake 

Los Angeles. Education was also provided to 

community members on the types of pedestrian 

projects that could address the identified issues. 
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Community events that the project team 

attended include:

 f Winter Wonderland

 f Parks After Dark at Stephen Sorensen Park

 f Movie Night at the Park

 f Career Fair at Challenger Middle School 

 f Resource Fair at Stephen Sorensen Park 

Stakeholders were encouraged to complete a 

survey about their current walking habits, con-

cerns, and desired projects. DPH and AVPH staff 

collected a total of 46 surveys at existing commu-

nity events. The survey was also available online 

in both Spanish and English.

Survey respondents identified a lack of street 

lighting, non-existent sidewalks, and a fear of 

physical violence as their primary challenges 

faced while walking in Lake Los Angeles. 

Respondents indicated they would feel safer 

walking with additional street lighting and marked 

street crossings, and would walk more often with 

paved paths, intersection projects, and pedes-

trian lighting along paths.

Community Data Collection
To further integrate the community in the plan-

ning process, the project team trained residents 

in data collection methods such as pedestrian 

counts and a photovoice activity. With the activ-

ities, Lake Los Angeles community members 

further shaped the proposed projects in this 

Pedestrian Plan. 

PEDESTRIAN COUNTS

Pedestrian counts provide the County with a 

snapshot of current pedestrian volumes on 

specific corridors in Lake Los Angeles. Manual 

pedestrian counts were conducted in 2016 on 

one weekday (Wednesday, October 12) and one 

weekend day (Saturday, October 15), with help 

from community volunteers. The counts took 

place during peak weekday travel times (7AM - 

9AM and 3PM - 5PM) and peak weekend travel 

times (11AM - 1PM). 

The project team recruited and trained eight 

community members to conduct manual counts. 

Community members were provided with 

materials needed to conduct counts including 

clipboards, count forms, safety vests, pens, and 
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assigned count locations. Participants used 

count forms to indicate how many people were 

walking in multiple directions, in which direction 

they were walking, and other characteristics like 

whether they were in a wheelchair or whether 

they were children.

As pedestrian infrastructure projects and pro-

grams are implemented, the County will use this 

data to evaluate changes in the rates of walking 

in Lake Los Angeles. The data collected through 

pedestrian count efforts is summarized in the 

Pedestrian Environment section of this chapter. 

PHOTOVOICE

Photovoice combines photography with dialogue, 

and allowed community members to share their 

lived experience walking in Lake Los Angeles. 

Five community members participated in this 

activity. Participants submitted photos and 

discussed the need for additional pedestrian 

paths and maintenance of existing paths, and 

uncomfortable crossings near schools and in the 

community center.

A photo of roadway requiring maintenance in Lake Los 
Angeles, submitted as part of the photovoice activity
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Community Workshop 1
The Department of Public Health (DPH) and Lake 

Los Angeles Park Association (LLAPA) co-hosted 

a community workshop during a family movie 

night on November 5, 2016. The workshop solic-

ited input from stakeholders to inform the draft 

Lake Los Angeles Pedestrian Plan. Thirteen Lake 

Los Angeles residents attended the workshop, 

which was hosted at Stephen Sorensen Park. 

Since the workshop was held during family movie 

night it was set up so attendees could move 

through several stations to provide information 

on existing barriers to walking, learn about differ-

ent types of infrastructure projects, and identify 

priority locations for enhancements.

ACTIVITY #1 BARRIERS TO WALKING

Using a large-scale map of Lake Los Angeles as 

a visual prompt, facilitators asked participants 

to provide input on barriers to walking and the 

specific locations when applicable. Input was 

recorded on the maps and on chart paper. 

Participants were also provided with post-it notes 

to record their own input and attach it to the map 

or chart paper. 

Concerns and opportunities included:

 f Install all all-way stop on 180th Street East and 

Avenue O

 f Install a shared-use path on Avenue P

 f Increase the path network in the community 

 f Safety enhancements are needed on Avenue Q  

 f Paved pathways are too narrow and not 

maintained

ACTIVITY #2 PRIORITY FACILITY TYPES 

Participants were provided with five green dot stick-

ers and asked to apply them to a board displaying 

various pedestrian infrastructure projects, to indicate 

their preferred pedestrian facilities. The top facilities 

that the community supported were:

 f Traffic signals with accessible pedestrian push 

buttons

 f Traffic calming like curb extensions

 f High-visibility crosswalks

 f Shared-use paths

 f Pedestrian-scale lighting

Feedback from the Lake Los Angeles community workshop
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Community members provide input on draft proposed 
infrastructure projects at Workshop 2 in Lake Los 
Angeles

ACTIVITY #3 PRIORITY LOCATIONS FOR 
PROJECTS

Participants were provided with three blue 

dot stickers and asked to identify their priority 

locations for pedestrian projects on a large-scale 

map of Lake Los Angeles. The top priority loca-

tions were:

 f 170th Street East/Avenue O

 f Avenue P from 160th Street East to 170th 

Street East

 f 160th Street East/Avenue Q

 f Avenue Q from 160th Street East to 170th 

Street East

Community Workshop 2
On October 2, 2017, Public Health hosted a 

second community workshop at Vista San 

Gabriel Elementary School to gather feedback 

on the preliminary draft Lake Los Angeles 

Community Pedestrian Plan. Thirty-one commu-

nity members attended. Project staff provided 

a project overview and then asked participants 

to visit four stations to learn about and provide 

feedback on the proposed program, policy, and 

infrastructure projects presented in the Plan. 

Each of the 31 attendees was provided with a 

‘passport’ and feedback worksheet at the start 

of the meeting. At each station, participants 

received a stamp on the passport, and once the 

passport card and feedback worksheet were 

complete, participants were given a raffle ticket 

for a chance to win a refurbished bicycle.
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Comments received at the stations and from the 

feedback worksheet identified the community's 

desire for:

 f Additional shared-use paths to connect the 

community to schools and the park

 f Pedestrian scale lighting

 f Pedestrian-activated warning systems on 

170th Street East

 f Traffic calming on Avenue O and 170th Street 

East

 f Crosswalks on Avenue N and 170th Street 

East

 f Crosswalks on Avenue N8 and 170th Street 

East

 f Traffic calming and better crossing condi-

tions at 180th Street East and Avenue O

 f Fencing or landscaping to provide a barrier 

for shared-use paths

 f Pedestrian-activated warning system at Park 

Valley Avenue and 170th Street East

 f Though outside the Plan area, commu-

nity stakeholders identified a need for a 

physically buffered shared-use path along 

Palmdale Boulevard between 170th Street 

East and 110th Street East, which provides 

direct access for the Lake Los Angeles com-

munity to nearby Littlerock High School
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Levels of Walking and Driving
One major objective of any pedestrian invest-

ment is to increase the attractiveness and 

convenience of walking. To understand current 

levels of walking in Lake Los Angeles, the County 

looked at statistics about commuting and car 

ownership, and conducted a walk audit. 

Less than one percent of employed Lake Los 

Angeles residents commute to work primarily 

by walking or by bicycling. Only one percent of 

employed Lake Los Angeles residents primar-

ily take transit to work. This may be due to the 

limited transit service available in the community, 

as only one bus line, provided by Antelope Valley 

Transit, runs through the community (see map in 

Appendix B). Household access to vehicles also 

has an influence on residents’ reliance on transit 

or walking for commuting. Over 99 percent of 

Lake Los Angeles residents have access to at 

least one car, but fewer have access to two 

or more vehicles compared to the county as a 

whole.1 

1 American Community Survey, 2010-2014 5-Year Estimates; County data: 
American Community Survey, 2015 1-Year Estimate

Pedestrian counts were conducted at eight 

locations in Lake Los Angeles in October and 

November of 2016 to help measure trends in 

facility use, put collision data in context, and 

observe pedestrian behaviors. The counts in 

Table 7-4 show us what pedestrian activity looks 

like in this community at these locations. Though 

count data is also used to assess whether a 

location meets a threshold for certain pedestrian 

improvements like traffic signals, counts are not 

typically comparable between communities or 

against any standard for pedestrian activity. For 

example, what may be considered high levels 

of activity in Lake Los Angeles may seem low in 

another community.

Data was collected for each count location 

during up to three, two-hour periods (AM peak, 

PM peak, and weekend midday). Volumes were 

counted manually. Results show that peak pedes-

trian activity occurs on Avenue O near 180th 

Street East during morning hours, likely due to 

school trips to Vista San Gabriel Elementary 

School. A summary of the pedestrian count data 

can be found in Table 7-4 and more information is 

provided in Appendix C.

PEDESTRIAN ENVIRONMENT
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Motor vehicle volumes and speeds also have an 

influence on residents’ decisions to walk, bicycle, 

or drive. The project team examined traffic con-

ditions along 170th Street East and Avenue O to 

further inform this Plan.

MOTOR VEHICLE VOLUMES

170th Street East and Avenue O are the most 

trafficked roads in the Lake Los Angeles area. 

170th Street East, a north-south corridor, carries 

between 5,100 to 5,800 vehicles daily and 

Avenue O, an east-west corridor, carries fewer 

vehicles (between 3,100 and 4,200 daily). 1

MOTOR VEHICLE SPEEDS

Throughout Lake Los Angeles, the posted 

vehicle speed is 55mph on major streets, includ-

ing Avenue O and 170th Street East. During field 

observations, the project team noted higher 

prevailing speeds in many locations along major 

streets. 

1 This information was collected via machine counts in February 2016.

Table 7-4: Lake Los Angeles Pedestrian Counts Summary

Location

Pedestrian 
Volume During 

Peak Hour Peak Time

170th Street East, 
between Avenue N-4 
and Avenue N-8

6 4:00 PM

Avenue N-8, between 
162nd Street East and 
165th Street East

2 7:00 AM

Avenue O, between 
167th Street East and 
170th Street East

8 7:45 AM

170th Street East, 
between Avenue 
O and Park Valley 
Avenue

6 7:00 AM

Avenue O, between 
177th Street East and 
180th Street East

42 7:30 AM

Informal path/wash 
area, between Avenue 
O and Coolwater 
Avenue

8 5:00 PM

Avenue P, est of  170th 
Street East

8 4:00 PM

Avenue Q, between 
160th Street East and 
163rd Street East

1 8:00 AM

Source: Los Angeles County, 10/2016 – 11/2016
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Challenges to Walking
This section examines past pedestrian colli-

sions to better understand factors that lead to 

collisions, in addition to reported nuisances and 

crime that can act as additional challenges to 

walking in Lake Los Angeles.

COLLISIONS

Between 2009 and 2016, there were a total of 

13 pedestrian-involved collisions in the Lake Los 

Angeles area.1 Nearly 77 percent of collisions 

occurred along 170th Street East and Avenue 

O, where most neighborhood attractions are 

located. Six of the collisions occurred during AM 

1 SWITRS, 2016

and PM peak hours (6 AM - 9 AM and 5 PM - 8 

PM). Five of the collisions involved pedestrians 

under 18 years old (38.5 percent), and four were 

between 55 and 64 years old (31 percent). Two 

of the collisions involved a fatality, and nine 

involved a severe or visible injury.

Law enforcement attributed fault to the pedes-

trian in 54 percent of the pedestrian collisions. 

Half of the eight collisions were classified as 

‘Hit and Run.’ All pedestrian-involved collisions 

(2009-2016) are shown in Figure 7-3.
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NUISANCE ACTIVITIES

Nuisance activities, unwanted, undesirable 

or illegal uses, can impact the real and per-

ceived safety, comfort, and attractiveness of the 

pedestrian environment. A number of nuisance 

activities were identified in Lake Los Angeles 

by using data provided by The Works, the the 

County's mobile application that allows users to 

report nuisances, and community members at 

planning meetings (Figure 7-4) including:

 f Alcohol retail outlets. Lake Los Angeles has 

about two alcohol outlets per 10,000 people. 

Living within close proximity to a liquor store 

is associated with negative health outcomes, 

increased crime, and nuisance activities.

 f Illegal dumping. From January 2014 to 

May 2016, there were 51 reports of illegal 

dumping in Lake Los Angeles. While illegal 

dumping occurs throughout Lake Los 

Angeles, most occurs in undeveloped open 

space in the southwest area of the commu-

nity. Illegal dumping is especially problematic 

in the Antelope Valley as people from urban-

ized areas in Southern California seek to 

avoid dumping fees by disposing trash and 

bulky items in the desert. For this reason, 

an Antelope Valley Illegal Dumping Task 

Force (AVIDTF) was formed. The AVIDTF 

meets quarterly to discuss and coordinate 

illegal dumping prevention programs in the 

Antelope Valley, including development and 

distribution of educational materials, hazard-

ous waste collection events, and an Illegal 

Dumping Hotline.1

1 To report dumping in Lake Los Angeles, contact the AVIDTF Illegal 
Dumping Hotline at (888) 8DUMPING or report at http://dpw.lacounty.gov/
epd/illdump/. More information about the AVIDTF can be found at http://
dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/illdump/tf.cfm.
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CRIME

Crime and safety are connected with health 

in several ways. Fear of crime in a community 

contributes to limited access to public spaces, 

and reduced participation in healthy activities like 

walking and utilizing public parks. Community 

efforts to work with local law enforcement to 

address and reduce crime may promote long-

term health benefits. 

Between January and July 2016, the commu-

nity experienced 34 crimes per 10,000 people.  

Property crimes, which include burglary, theft,1 

grand theft auto, and theft from vehicles, account 

for the majority of crimes in Lake Los Angeles. 

1 Theft is the taking of property that does not involve person-to-per-
son contact. Burglary is the entering of a building or residence with the 
intention to commit theft, but property is not necessarily stolen. Nancy King 
Law, 2018.

Violent crimes, which include homicide, rape, 

aggravated assault, and robbery, account for 

approximately one-third of the crimes committed 

in Lake Los Angeles.2,3 Of these violent crimes, 

one was reported as a homicide. Violent crime 

reports between January and July 2016 were 

distributed evenly across the community, with 

some clustering around the commercial core at 

Avenue O and 170th Street East. Violent crimes 

are shown in Figure 7-5, with homicide locations 

specifically identified.

 

2 Robbery, in contrast to theft, is a taking of property that involves per-
son-to-person interaction with force, intimidation, and/or coercion. Nancy 
King Law, 2018.
3 County Sheriff 's Department cited by LA Times Mapping, 2016. Crime 
data was collected for January to July 2016 because that was the most 
recent available data at the time this Plan was developed.
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Figure 7-5: Map showing violent crime in Lake Los Angeles (January to July 2016) 
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This section examines current pedestrian facili-

ties, identifying challenges and opportunities for 

enhancement in Lake Los Angeles. A variety of 

challenges and opportunities are recorded in the 

following maps (Figure 7-6 and Figure 7-7), includ-

ing sidewalks, crosswalks, curb ramps, curb radii, 

signage, traffic signals, and lighting conditions. 

Pedestrian Walkways

SIDEWALKS

Sidewalks in Lake Los Angeles are only located 

in core commercial areas, adjacent to schools 

and some bus shelters. Major streets such as 

Avenue O and 170th Street East are two of the 

few roadways with sidewalks. The width, location, 

and condition of sidewalks vary throughout the 

community. Continuous sidewalks range from 

less than 100 feet to at most 800 feet. Most side-

walks are the result of new development in the 

area, but since projects are not contiguous, this 

results in many sidewalk gaps.

PATHS

Given Lake Los Angeles’ rural nature, traditional 

concrete sidewalks with curb and gutter may 

not always be appropriate. Separated pedes-

trian space can be provided by paths. Lake 

Los Angeles has one dedicated bicycle path, 

which functions as a shared-use path, since 

it is informally used by pedestrians and other 

non-motorized modes of transportation. This 

2.5-mile long path is located on the west side of 

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Sidewalk outside Vista San Gabriel Elementary School 
on Avenue O east of 180th Street East
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170th Street East, south of Avenue M and north 

of Avenue P, and includes intermittent lighting. 

The path is important to the Lake Los Angeles 

community because residents want to maintain 

the rural character of the area while also having 

the option to ride a bicycle safely. 

There are existing asphalt paths along Avenue 

O and 180th Street East that are separate but 

parallel to the roadways. There are visible wear, 

cracks, and debris along these paths, similar to 

the adjacent roadway conditions. Some of these 

paths do not have lighting and usually do not 

have any traffic control at access driveways or 

intersections. Additionally, stakeholders report 

cars and trucks driving on these paths often, indi-

cating a need to buffer them from vehicles.

DESIRE PATHS 

At several locations throughout Lake Los 

Angeles, community members have created 

informal, foot-worn paths due to a lack of pedes-

trian infrastructure and direct connections to 

destinations. These paths are not installed or 

maintained by the County, and therefore do not 

meet County design standards. Some of these 

desire paths are found on private property. 

Bike path along 170th Street East near Avenue P
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Crossing Facilities

CROSSWALKS

Marked crosswalks exist at select locations in 

Lake Los Angeles, typically at intersections of 

major and minor streets. Most marked crosswalks 

are standard (also called transverse) crosswalks, 

consisting of two parallel white lines marked on 

the pavement. Existing marked crosswalks near 

schools are typically yellow in color and may be 

ladder or continental style.

CURB RAMPS

Where sidewalks do exist, curb ramps are typ-

ically single shared curb ramps. Single shared 

curb ramps are aligned diagonally with the inter-

section and provide access where factors such 

as available right-of-way, turn radius, drainage, 

and sight distance preclude the use of paired 

curb ramps.

TRAFFIC SIGNALS

There is one intersection in Lake Los Angeles 

with a traffic signal installed: 170th Street East 

at Avenue O, which relies on inductive loops 

to detect motor vehicle traffic. Pedestrian 

movement at this intersection is controlled by 

pedestrian signal heads, which require acces-

sible push button activation. This intersection 

includes a transverse crosswalk at all four legs, 

but sidewalks at only three of the four corners. 

LIGHTING

Historically, Lake Los Angeles community 

members have expressed the desire to maintain 

the rural character of the area, in part by avoiding 

too much street lighting. The Antelope Valley 

Area Plan and Rural Outdoor Lighting District 

policies specifically call for projects to reduce 

or eliminate light pollution. However, limited 

lighting levels can increase fears about personal 

safety and discourage pedestrian activity. Quality 

lighting and appropriate placement can increase 

the comfort and safety of the pedestrian while 

enhancing visibility of the street. Major walking 

paths without pedestrian-scale lighting are 

found along 170th Street East, despite recent 

investments in lighting along the bike path. Most 

streets in the community have limited lighting 

in compliance with the Rural Outdoor Lighting 

District Ordinance.

School zone yellow ladder crosswalk in Lake Los 
Angeles
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Figure 7-6: Map of walk audit observations related to sidewalks and paths in Lake Los Angeles
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Figure 7-7: Map of walk audit observations related to intersections in Lake Los Angeles
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This section discusses project proposals for Lake 

Los Angeles’ pedestrian network. For an over-

view of pedestrian facility types, see Chapter 3. 

In general, the Plan’s proposed facilities aim to 

enhance pedestrian safety in Lake Los Angeles. 

Proposed projects in Lake Los Angeles include:

 f Crossing Projects: Facilities that make cross-

ing the street at intersections and mid-block 

easier, including continental crosswalks, 

advance yield markings, pedestrian-acti-

vated warning systems, pedestrian signals, 

and new or updated curb ramps. Any recom-

mendation to stripe a crosswalk (at controlled 

or uncontrolled locations) should be consis-

tent with the County's Crosswalk Guidelines.

 f Sidewalk/Path Projects: Facilities that make 

walking along the street safer and more 

comfortable, including shared-use paths with 

physical buffers to prevent vehicle incursion, 

and pedestrian-scale lighting. Given Lake 

Los Angeles’ rural nature, sidewalks have 

not been proposed, though paved paths are 

proposed at Sorensen Park. 

 f Traffic Calming: Facilities that encourage 

drivers to slow down, such as speed feed-

back signs.

 f Pedestrian Lighting: Human-scaled lights 

that provide lighting for people walking in 

Lake Los Angeles, as opposed to those at 

heights and directions intended to light the 

roadway for motorists. Types and styles 

of lighting can vary, but should follow the 

County's Rural Outdoor Lighting District 

Ordinance. See Chapter 4 for more infor-

mation about requesting pedestrian-scale 

lighting in Lake Los Angeles.

 f Placemaking/Placekeeping: Vacant lots can 

be converted to public gathering spaces for 

people of all ages to interact, play, rest, and 

more. Gateway signage can alert drivers that 

they are entering the Lake Los Angeles com-

munity, encouraging them to slow down.

The majority of proposed projects are along Lake 

Los Angeles’ major thoroughfares: Avenue O and 

170th Street East. These corridors were identified 

as priority locations by community members, 

and 170th Street East has a history of pedes-

trian-related collisions. Avenue O has existing 

shared-use paths on both sides of the street, but 

the path on the south side could be extended 

between 150th Street East and 170th Street East 

PROPOSED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
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to create stronger connections to and from the 

western half of Lake Los Angeles. A buffering 

treatment, such as western-style fencing or 

drought-tolerant landscaping (xeriscaping), may 

be installed to prevent vehicle incursion on the 

path. 

To encourage drivers to slow down, speed feed-

back signs and gateway signage to alert drivers 

they are entering Lake Los Angeles are proposed 

at the western and eastern entrances of the com-

munity via Avenue O: 145th Street East and 180th 

Street East, respectively. Additionally, pedestri-

an-scale lighting along Avenue O would enhance 

visibility along the shared-use path.

On 170th Street East, a physical buffer may be 

installed between the existing shared-use path 

and vehicle travel lanes. The path could be 

extended to Palmdale Boulevard for increased 

access to the southern part of Lake Los Angeles 

and adjacent communities. Along this path, 

pedestrian-scale lighting could enhance visibil-

ity for and of path users. Further, to encourage 

drivers to slow down, speed feedback signs are 

proposed at the northern and southern entrances 

to Lake Los Angeles via 170th Street East: 

Avenue M and Palmdale Boulevard, respectively.

The intersection of Avenue O and 180th Street 

East was identified by residents as a top priority 

for safety projects, due to the adjacent Vista San 

Gabriel Elementary School. At this location, traffic 

calming and speed feedback signs are proposed 

to help slow traffic. Additionally, high-visibility 

crosswalks, a pedestrian-activated warning 

system, and physical buffers at all corners of the 

intersection could also help increase pedestrian 

safety near the school.  

Community stakeholders have also indicated 

the need for a shared-use path along Avenue P 

between 160th Street East and 170th Street East. 

This will create a pedestrian connection between 

Sorensen Park, a major destination in Lake Los 

Angeles, and the shared-use path along 170th 

Street East. Community stakeholders further 

indicated that they believe pedestrian-scale light-

ing is needed along this path, as well as other 

paths connecting to and running through the 

park. If feasible and appropriate, installing a new 

high-visibility crosswalk and either converting the 

intersection of 170th Street East and Avenue P to 

an all-way stop or adding a pedestrian-activated 

warning system, could create enhanced crossing 

opportunities for people accessing the park. 

Lake Los Angeles residents have also expressed 

desire for a pedestrian plaza near 170th Street 

East and Avenue O, Lake Los Angeles’ central 

commercial area, which can be created through 

re-purposing a vacant lot. This would provide 

the community with additional space for recre-

ation and programming. Other major projects 

proposed in Lake Los Angeles include new 

shared-use paths along 165th Street East and 

Avenue N, and extending and physically buffer-

ing the existing path along Avenue Q. 
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Additionally, the community identified loose, wild 

dogs as a barrier to walking, as they cause them 

to fear for their personal safety. Animal Care and 

Control encourages residents in the community 

to report all interactions with loose dogs, as well 

as other animal-related concerns. Animal Care 

and Control promotes a partnership approach, 

in which their officers and Lake Los Angeles 

residents work together to identify and address 

the root causes of dangers from and to dogs in 

the area. Animal Care and Control also commits 

to conducting quarterly safety sweeps for loose 

dogs in Lake Los Angeles to pro-actively monitor 

and maintain public safety throughout the 

community.

These proposed projects are listed in Table 7-5, 

and are mapped in Figure 7-8. The project list 

includes estimated costs and prioritization scores 

for each project. Public Works often applies for 

grant funding at the corridor level, rather than 

individual intersections, so the average prioriti-

zation score for each corridor is included in the 

list as well. Chapter 6 provides an overview of 

how the County will implement these projects, 

Appendix D contains detailed information on 

potential funding sources and project prioriti-

zation scoring, and Appendix E provides more 

information about cost estimates.

Implementation of proposed projects in Lake 

Los Angeles - including but not limited to stop 

signs and pedestrian-activated warning systems 

- is contingent upon environmental analysis, 

as well as future engineering review to ensure 

consistency with applicable County guidelines 

and practices, including, but not limited to, the 

California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control 

Devices (CA MUTCD), Caltrans Highway Design 

Manual, Los Angeles County Code, and the 

Los Angeles County General Plan. Additionally, 

installation/construc tion of the proposed proj-

ects, fulfillment of actions, and  implementation 

of programs described in this plan are contingent 

upon available resources, right-of-way, sufficient 

funding to finance installation, operation, and 

on-going maintenance, and obtaining community 

and political support. 
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Table 7-5: Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates in Lake Los Angeles

Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description
Estimated 

Capital Cost1
Prioritization 

Score

165th Street East Average Corridor Score:  45.0

County 165th Street East 
(Avenue N to Avenue 
O)

East side of street Install two-way shared-use path to 
connect to path along wash 

$900,000 45.0

Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies

170th Street East Average Corridor Score:  57.5

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue M

Southbound on 170th 
East Street, south of  
Avenue M

Install speed feedback sign $10,000 50.0

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue M8

West leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 50.0

North leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

East side of street at 
bus stop

Install sidewalk and curb ramp $10,000

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue N

South and west legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 40.0

South leg Install pedestrian signal $150,000 

North-south direction Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$500,000

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue N4

West leg Restripe as continental crosswalk 
and align with shared-use path

$2,500 40.0

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue N12

North and west legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 40.0

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue O

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA-compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 70.0

All Install wayfinding signage Varies

County 170th Street East / 
Town Center Plaza

Vacant Lot Turn vacant lot into pedestrian plaza Varies 75.0

County 170th Street East / 
Park Valley Avenue

South and west legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 75.0

South leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

Northwest, 
southwest, and 
southeast corners

Install curb treatment with ADA-
compliant ramp

$24,000 

County 170th Street East / 
Lake Los Angeles 
Avenue

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000 45.0

All corners Install curb treatment with ADA-
compliant ramp

$32,000 

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

North-south direction Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$500,000
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description
Estimated 

Capital Cost1
Prioritization 

Score

County 170th Street East 
(Avenue M to Avenue 
P)

West side of street Convert existing bike easement 
to a Class I shared-use path and 
update markings/striping to include 
pedestrian access

Varies 80.0

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue P

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000 55.0

Northeast and 
southwest corners

Install curb treatment with ADA-
compliant ramp

$16,000 

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

North-south direction Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$500,000

County 170th Street East 
(Avenue P to Palmdale 
Boulevard)

Extend shared-use path to Palmdale 
Boulevard

$1,350,000 55.0

County 170th Street East / 
Palmdale Boulevard

Northbound on 170th 
Street East, north of 
Palmdale Boulevard

Install speed feedback sign $10,000 50.0

County 170th Street East 
(Avenue M to 
Palmdale Boulevard)

West side of street Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies 80.0

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

180th Street East Average Corridor Score:  45.0

County 180th Street East / 
Glenfall Avenue

West leg Relocate stop bar behind pedestrian 
path

$500 50.0

County 180th Street East / 
Lake Los Angeles 
Avenue

West leg Relocate stop bar behind pedestrian 
path

$500 45.0

County 180th Street East / 
Biglake Avenue

West leg Relocate stop bar behind pedestrian 
path

$500 45.0

County 180th Street East 
(Avenue M to 
Palmdale Boulevard)

West and east sides 
of street

Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies 40.0

Avenue N Average Corridor Score:  40.0

County Avenue N / 165th 
Street East

East and south legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 45.0

East leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

County Avenue N (155th 
Street East to 180th 
Street East)

North side of street Install two-way shared-use path $2,250,000 35.0

Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies
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Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates  in Lake Los Angeles, continued

Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description
Estimated 

Capital Cost1
Prioritization 

Score

Avenue N8 Average Corridor Score:  43.8

County Avenue N8 / 165th 
Street East

West and north legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 55.0

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

County Avenue N8 / 170th 
Street East

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000 40.0

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

North-south direction Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000

County Avenue N8 (165th 
Street East to 180th 
Street East)

North side of street Install two-way shared-use path Varies 40.0

Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

County Avenue N8 / 180th 
Street East

West leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 40.0

Avenue O Average Corridor Score:  53.2

County Avenue O / 145th 
Street East

Eastbound on 
Avenue O, east of 
145th Street East

Install speed feedback sign $10,000 45.0

Install gateway signage indicating 
entrance to Lake Los Angeles 
community

$25,000 

County Avenue O / 162nd 
Street East)

North and east legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 60.0

East leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County Avenue O (150th 
Street East to 165th 
Street East)

North side of street Extend shared-use path $1,800,000 45.0

County Avenue O / 165th 
Street East

North and west legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 60.0

West leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County Avenue O / 165th 
Street East

Bridge Widen existing or construct new 
bridge over wash to accommodate 
extension of shared-use path west to 
145th Street East

Varies 45.0

County Avenue O / 172nd 
Street East

North and south legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 55.0

County Avenue O / 175th 
Street East

West leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 50.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

County Avenue O (150th 
Street East to 180th 
Street East)

North side of street Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies 65.0

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description
Estimated 

Capital Cost1
Prioritization 

Score

County Avenue O (170th 
Street East to 180th 
Street East)

North side of street Match striping on shared-use path to 
that west of 170th Street East

$2,500 70.0

County Avenue O / 180th 
Street East

North leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 45.0

South leg Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500

East leg Install pedestrian signal $100,000 

Westbound on 
Avenue O, west of 
180th Street East

Install speed feedback sign $10,000 

All corners Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies

- Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$500,000

County E Avenue O / 185th 
Street E

Westbound on 
Avenue O, west of 
185th Street East

Install speed feedback sign $10,000 45.0

Install gateway signage indicating 
entrance to Lake Los Angeles 
community

$25,000 

Avenue P Average Corridor Score:  55.0

County Avenue P (160th 
Street East to 170th 
Street East)

North side of street Install two-way shared-use path $1,395,000 55.0

Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

Avenue P8 Average Corridor Score:  48.8

County Avenue P8 (160th 
Street East to 170th 
Street East)

North side of street Install two-way shared-use path $900,000 40.0

Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

County Avenue P8 / 163rd 
Street East

West and north legs Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $5,000 55.0

West leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County Avenue P8 / 165th 
Street East

West and south legs Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $5,000 50.0

West leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County Avenue P8 / 170th 
Street East

West leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 50.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description
Estimated 

Capital Cost1
Prioritization 

Score

E Avenue Q Average Corridor Score:  42.5

County Avenue Q (150th 
Street East to 163rd 
Street East)

North side of street Expand paved two-way shared-use 
path westward

$1,170,000 40.0

County Avenue Q / 163rd 
Street East

- Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$500,000 45.0

East leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system at existing crosswalk

$80,000 

County Avenue Q (165th 
Street East to 170th 
Street East)

North side of street Expand paved two-way shared-use 
path eastward

$450,000 40.0

County Avenue Q (145th 
Street East to 170th 
Street East)

North side of street Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

$50,000 45.0

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

Lake Los Angeles Avenue Average Corridor Score:  47.5

County Lake Los Angeles 
Avenue / 180th Street

West leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 55.0

Relocate stop bar behind path $500

County Lake Los Angeles 
Avenue (170th Street 
East to 180th Street 
East)

South side of the 
street

Install two-way shared-use path $810,000 40.0

Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies

Sorensen Park Average Corridor Score:  48.3

County Sorensen Park 
entrances on Avenue 
P

Path, parking lot, and 
park entrances

Install signage to alert motorists of 
pedestrian crossing

$5,000 60.0

County New path (Lake Los 
Angeles Avenue to 
Avenue P)

All Install two-way shared-use path2 $270,000 45.0

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

County New path (Avenue O 
to Sorensen Park)

All Install two-way shared-use path2 $900,000 40.0

Total Unit Costs3 $18,205,000

Contingency (20% of total capital cost) $3,641,000

Total P.E. (30% of total capital cost) $5,461,500

Total Construction Engineering (50% of total capital cost) $9,102,500

Project Total $36,410,000

Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates  in Lake Los Angeles, continued

1All costs are based on 2018 estimates. Appropriate inflation and escalation increases may be applicable at time of implementation.
2Path locations through open space are shown on Figure 7-8 for illustrative purposes only. Feasibility, design, and final path alignments, locations, 
materials, and connections would be determined by the Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation through additional public/stakeholder 
outreach and engineering analysis when funding is available.
3Cost does not include treatments for which unit prices are listed as "Varies," including pedestrian-scale lighting, and studies for roadway reconfiguration. 
Costs for these treatments can vary widely depending on design. Installation of pedestrian-scale lighting is contingent upon available and secured 
funding to finance the installation, operation and maintenance costs.
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Figure 7-8: Proposed pedestrian projects in Lake Los Angeles

Path locations through open space are shown on Figure 7-8 for illustrative purposes only. Feasibility, design, and final path alignments, locations, 
materials, and connections would be determined by the Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation through additional public/stakeholder 
outreach and engineering analysis when funding is available. Installation of pedestrian-scale lighting is contingent on available and secured funding to 
finance the installation, operation, and maintenance costs.
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PROPOSED ACTIONS AND PROGRAMS

While proposed infrastructure projects help 

to enhance the pedestrian experience, these 

alone are not enough to make long-term, wide-

spread changes. Actions reinforce the proposed 

infrastructure projects and help standardize 

procedures across all agencies. Proposed 

countywide actions are listed in Chapter 2, while 

Table 7-6 lists actions that will be particularly 

important for long-term enhancements in the 

pedestrian environment in Lake Los Angeles.

Additionally, programs help support pedes-

trian infrastructure projects through education, 

encouragement, enforcement, and evaluation. All 

proposed countywide programs can be found in 

Chapter 5, while programs that are most import-

ant for Lake Los Angeles are listed in  

Table 7-7.
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Table 7-7: Programs for Lake Los Angeles

Program Description

Safe Passages Safe Passages is a program that focuses on providing safety to students as they 
travel to school in high violence or high crime communities. Safe Passages programs 
are specifically designed to ensure that students can travel to school without fear of 
intimidation or harm due to gang activity, drugs, or crime. Safe Passages programs 
have also been initiated to enhance safety for community members walking to 
parks in communities with high violence or crime to ensure that they can access 
resources, be physically active, and engage with neighbors. Lake Los Angeles does 
not currently have a Safe Passages Program in place, but the County will consider 
implementing one to complement the community's existing Parks After Dark Program 
at Sorensen Park. More information can be found in Chapter 5, Program 2: Safe 
Passages.

Walking Clubs During the summer, Public Health leads walking clubs at a number of county parks 
that participate in the Parks After Dark (PAD) Program. During the summer, Parks and 
Recreation extends park hours and programming at over 20 parks across the county, 
primarily in communities with higher rates of crime or violence involving youth. Lake 
Los Angeles Park Association holds at least one walking event per month. The 
County will continue and expand walking clubs.

Open Street and 
Demonstration Projects

Open streets events temporarily close streets to vehicular traffic, allowing people to 
use the streets for people-powered activities like walking, jogging, bicycling, skating, 
dancing, and other social and physical activities. These events are great for bringing 
the community together and promoting transportation options, placemaking/
placekeeping, and public health. Open streets events are also excellent at building 
community; they bring together neighborhoods, businesses, and visitors alike.

Table 7-6: Actions for Lake Los Angeles

Action Lead Departments Timeframe

C-1.1: Continue to support constituent requests, maintain, 
and seek new opportunities for public easements that 
shorten walking distances and encourage walking; where 
feasible and appropriate.

Public Works, Parks and 
Recreation

On-going

EH-2.8: Develop and publicize a process through which 
communities can engage Public Works in developing 
ideas on litter prevention, and identifying locations for 
and implementing public waste containers for collecting 
trash and recyclables, making use of contract waste 
haulers where applicable for ongoing maintenance and 
community outreach.

Public Works Medium-term
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Walnut Park is bordered by the City of Huntington 

Park to the north and east, the City of South Gate 

to the south and the unincorporated community 

of Florence-Firestone to the west. 

Residential neighborhoods characterize this small 

community, while Florence Avenue and Pacific 

Boulevard feature commercial hubs that supply 

much of the local retail, restaurants, and services 

to the residents who live nearby. 

COMMUNITY PROFILE
Walnut Park is an unincorporated Los Angeles County community with 
roughly 16,000 residents in approximately one square mile.
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Understanding the demographics of a commu-

nity helps decision makers plan for and target 

appropriate pedestrian projects and programs. 

The median household income in Walnut Park  

is $41,202, approximately 25 percent less than 

the county average of $55,870. Significantly 

fewer residents have at least some college 

education in Walnut Park than countywide. 

The community is relatively young, and a high 

percentage of households include children under 

18. Almost 19 percent of these are single-parent 

households. Walnut Park is primarily Hispanic/

Latino, and has a large foreign-born, immigrant 

population. Almost half of households are 

considered linguistically isolated, meaning that 

the members have at least some difficulty with 

English (see Table 8-1).1 

1 American Community Survey, 5-year 2010-2014

Demographics
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Table 8-1: Walnut Park Demographics 

Percent in Walnut Park Percent in Los Angeles County

Education

Less than high school diploma 35.3 21.4

High school graduate, GED or alternative 22.4 20.5

Some college or Associate’s degree 13.1 26.5

Bachelor’s degree or higher 5.1 26.5

Persons in Poverty 15.8 18.7

Age

Under 18 Years 29.7 23.2

18-64 Years 62.2 64.9

65 and Older 8.1 11.9

Race/Ethnicity

Hispanic or Latino 97.3 48.4

White (Non-Hispanic) 1.4 26.6

American Indian and Alaska Native 0.3 0.7

Asian 0.5 15.0

Black or African American(Non-Hispanic) 0.0 8.7

Other 0.5 1.3

Immigration and Linguistic Isolation

Foreign Born 49.1 35.7

Households that are Linguistically Isolated 47.3 14.4

Source: American Community Survey, 5-year 2010-2014
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Land use policies impact residents’ health and 

physical activity levels. The majority (80 percent) 

of land in Walnut Park is residential, and Walnut 

Park is one of the densest communities in Los 

Angeles County. Figure 8-1 shows land uses in 

Walnut Park. Residential density does vary across 

the community, with higher densities along 

Santa Fe Avenue, Pacific Boulevard, and Seville 

Avenue. 

Walnut Park also has one of the highest rates of 

overcrowding in the nation; its rate is more than 

double that of Los Angeles County (31.7 percent 

compared to 12 percent), with renters experi-

encing more overcrowding than homeowners. 

Overcrowding can have negative impacts on 

health, such as asthma in children, and can con-

tribute to depression, anxiety, and stress.1

1 Shelter. Full House? How overcrowded housing affects families. 2005. 
http://england.shelter.org.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/39532/Full_
house_overcrowding_effects.pdf

Land Use
Walnut Park has a variety of land uses such as 

convenience stores, retail shops, restaurants, 

schools, churches, and park space that are 

located within walking distance (one-quarter mile) 

of the residential areas. 
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Figure 8-1: Walnut Park Land Use Map
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Park access evaluates the distribution of park 

land within Walnut Park and whether residents 

can easily access it. The closer a person lives 

to a park, the more likely it is that they will visit 

it regularly. Most pedestrians are willing to walk 

one half-mile (approximately ten minutes of 

walking), to access a destination.1 

Walnut Park lacks parks and open space. The 

County’s General Plan includes a goal to provide 

four acres of local parkland per 1,000 residents. 

Currently Walnut Park only has 0.07 acres of 

park space per 1,000 people, and 60 percent of 

residents do not live within a half-mile walk of the 

park.2 However, residents in the northeast and 

northwest corners of the community are within a 

half-mile walk to other parks in the neighboring 

areas of Florence-Firestone and Huntington Park 

(Figure 8-2).

1 Department of Parks and Recreation. Walnut Park Park Needs 
Assessment. 2016.
2 The distance from each household in Walnut Park to the access points 
of all adjacent parks was calculated along the walkable road/pedestrian 
network rather than “as the crow flies.” Since pedestrians cannot safely or 
legally walk on highways or freeways, this method takes these barriers into 
consideration and results in a more accurate assessment of the distance 
a pedestrian would need to cover to reach a park. Source: Department of 
Parks and Recreation. Walnut Park Park Needs Assessment. 2016.

Park Access
Walnut Park has one active park, Walnut Nature 

Park, which is located on school property and has 

limited programming, a condition unique to this 

park. Park hours are regulated per the joint-use 

agreement between Parks and Recreation and 

the Los Angeles Unified School District, and are 

presented below for community reference, current 

as of this writing, but subject to change:

 f April to September

ff Monday through Friday: 5:00AM - 7:30PM

ff Saturday: 8:00AM - 4:30PM

ff Sunday: 10:00AM - 4:00PM

ff Holidays: 12:00PM - 4:00PM

 f October to March

ff Weekends: 10:00AM - 4:00PM

ff Holidays: 12:00PM - 4:00PM
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Figure 8-2: Walnut Park Park Access
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Understanding health issues and behaviors in 

Walnut Park can help decision makers target 

appropriate pedestrian interventions.1 For both 

Walnut Park and Los Angeles County, heart 

disease and cancer are the two leading causes 

of death. Both of these diseases are highly cor-

related with diet, physical activity, exposure to 

toxins (tobacco and pollution), and stress. Walnut 

Park also has a significantly higher mortality 

rate attributed to diabetes compared to the 

overall county.2 The top three leading causes of 

premature death for the eastern region of the 

county are coronary heart disease, motor vehicle 

crashes, and homicide.3 

Child and teen obesity is slightly more prevalent 

in Walnut Park than the county,4 and Walnut Park 

youth have lower levels of physical activity than 

those in the county as a whole.5 Adult obesity 

is almost 40 percent higher than in the county,6 

although Walnut Park adults are more likely to 

1 This plan uses health data at the zip code level when necessary. Walnut 
Park is in Zip Code 90255, which also includes Huntington Park, an adja-
cent community with similar socio-demographics and built environment.
2 Mortality in Los Angeles County 2012: Leading Causes of Death and 
Premature Death with Trends for 2003-2012. (2012). Los Angeles County 
Department of Public Health. http://publichealth.lacounty.gov/dca/data/
documents/mortalityrpt12.pdf
3 California Health Interview Survey, 2014
4 Children 2-11 whose combination of weight, sex, and age ranks higher 
than the CDC’s 2001 95th percentile are considered obese, as are children 
12-17 who ranked higher than the CDC’s 2010 85th percentile for body mass 
index. Source: California Health Interview Survey, Neighborhood Edition, 
2014.
5 Regular physical activity for children between 5 and 17 is defined as “at 
least 60 minutes of physical activity daily in the past week, excluding phys-
ical education.” Source: California Health Interview Survey, Neighborhood 
Edition, 2014
6 Adults with a body mass index greater than or equal to 30.0 are 
considered obese, according to the California Health Interview Survey, 
Neighborhood Edition, 2014.

Health

walk at least 150 minutes per week compared to 

those countywide.7 

Despite several poor health indicators, the 

life expectancy of 83.6 years in Walnut Park 

is among one of the highest in Los Angeles 

County.8 One possible reason is the Latino 

Epidemiological Paradox, the phenomenon in 

which American Latinos typically have higher 

average life expectancies than their white 

counterparts, despite lower median income and 

education. The reasons for this phenomenon 

are unclear, but diet, strong social support, or 

smoking habits have been suggested as possible 

reasons.9 

Overall, Walnut Park qualifies as a disadvantaged 

community on all common statewide indicators, 

which consider median household income, par-

ticipation in the National School Lunch Program, 

pollution burden, and other health determinants.10 

Based on these indicators, Walnut Park may be 

eligible to receive funding prioritization from 

the Caltrans Active Transportation Program and 

potentially other funding sources noted in the 

Implementation chapter.

7 California Health Interview Survey, Neighborhood Edition, 2014. The 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) recommends that adults 
do at least 150 minutes per week of moderate-intensity activity “for sub-
stantial health benefits.” Source: CDC, 2008 Physical Activity Guidelines 
for Americans.
8 California Health Interview Survey, 2014
9 Population Reference Bureau. Exploring the Paradox of U.S. 
Hispanics' Longer Life Expectancy, 2013. http://www.prb.org/
us-hispanics-life-expectancy/
10 These indicators include CalEnviroScreen 2.0, National School Lunch 
Program Free and Reduced Lunch Program participation, median house-
hold income, and the Healthy Places Index, produced by the Public Health 
Alliance of Southern California.
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Table 8-2: Walnut Park Causes of Death

(Selected) Causes of Death 
Death rate (per 100,000 population)

Walnut Park Los Angeles County

Heart Disease 25.0 26.9

Cancer 21.9 24.2

Diabetes 6.5 3.8

Table 8-3: Walnut Park Health Indicators

Percent in Walnut Park Percent in Los Angeles County

Obesity

Children overweight for age (2-11) 15.4 12.4

Teens overweight or obese (12-17) 40.4 37.9

Adult obesity 36.2 25.9

Physical Activity

Regular physical activity (ages 5-17) 15.9 18.9

Walked at least 150 minutes (age 18+) 36.6 34.1

Respiratory Illness

Children ages 0-17 years ever diagnosed with asthma 9.4 13.1 

Adults (18 years plus) ever diagnosed with asthma 12.6 12.6 

Disability

With a Disability, under age 65 6.7 6.0

Sources: California Health Interview Survey, Neighborhood Edition, 2014; American Community Survey, 5-year 
estimate 2010-2014
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An overview of existing countywide plans can be 

found in Chapter 1, and more details are listed in 

Appendix A.

Walnut Park Neighborhood Plan and 
Implementation Program (1987)
The Walnut Park Neighborhood Plan is a com-

ponent of the Los Angeles County General Plan, 

and refines countywide goals and policies by 

addressing specific issues relevant to the Walnut 

Park community. The plan’s Implementation 

Program suggests enhancing the pedestrian 

experience with street furniture, trees, and other 

amenities along Pacific Boulevard and Santa Fe 

Avenue. Though this plan has not been updated 

recently, the County General Plan was updated 

in 2015.

Walnut Park Community Standards 
District (2010)
The Walnut Park Community Standards District is 

a set of requirements intended to help implement 

the residential, commercial, and public improve-

ment policies in the Walnut Park Neighborhood 

Plan and Implementation Program. The District 

includes sign, parking, building, and site design 

standards.

PREVIOUS PLANS AND PROJECTS
This Plan builds on numerous Walnut Park planning efforts.

Walnut Park Community Parks and 
Recreation Plan (2016)
The Walnut Park Community Parks and 

Recreation Plan provides a vision and road-map 

for a greener Walnut Park, including a more 

extensive network of publicly-accessible green 

spaces and recreational facilities. Because 

there is limited available land for new park 

development in Walnut Park, the plan describes 

opportunities to enhance the area’s streets and 

develop new paths for recreation. The plan sug-

gests adding street trees, community paths, and 

traffic calming treatments to the community. It 

also proposes streetscape projects along Pacific 

Boulevard including lighting, street trees, cross-

walks, and traffic calming measures.
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In collaboration with the Department of Public 

Health (DPH), YWCA Greater Los Angeles (YWCA 

GLA) led outreach efforts to gather community 

input in the development of the Walnut Park 

Pedestrian Plan. The community outreach strat-

egy was developed based on the Plan's goals, as 

well as an understanding of community-identified 

issues. 

Outreach was conducted in two phases. The first 

phase helped the project team understand barri-

ers and opportunities for walking in Walnut Park. 

The second phase of outreach gave community 

stakeholders a chance to respond to the draft 

Plan and provide additional input on needed 

pedestrian infrastructure projects. These efforts 

took place from August 2016 to December 2017, 

and included the project team attending exist-

ing meetings held by community organizations, 

schools, and neighborhood groups; tabling at 

community events; focus groups; conducting 

stakeholder interviews, surveys, and two commu-

nity workshops; and community data collection 

activities and community walk audits. A summary 

of these outreach activities, key findings on 

barriers to walking in the community, and desired 

pedestrian facilities, amenities, and programs are 

provided below. 

Community Advisory Committee
A Community Advisory Committee (CAC) was 

formed at the start of the project to provide 

guidance to YWCA GLA and DPH on community 

engagement efforts, and to inform the planning 

process. The CAC also provided advice to the 

project team regarding community priorities 

and preferences. Youth, senior, local business, 

faith-based, parent, homeowner, renter, and 

other community representatives participated in 

the CAC. Additionally, the CAC meetings pro-

vided members with opportunities to learn about 

community data collection methods, County pro-

cesses, and the connection between walkability, 

public health, public safety, and advocacy. The 

CAC met a total of eight times throughout the 

Walnut Park Community Pedestrian Plan process.  

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
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Community Collaboration
To maximize community participation, YWCA 

GLA and DPH reached out to local community 

organizations and groups to identify meetings 

that community members already regularly 

attend or participate in. This enabled the project 

team to reach stakeholders where they already 

convene. This also helped the team identify spe-

cific populations in the community with which to 

host focus groups and stakeholder interviews in 

order to better understand concerns and oppor-

tunities for walking in Walnut Park.

At each community meeting, participants were 

asked to identify challenges to walking in the 

community on a large-scale map. Common 

issues identified at these events and meetings 

included locations where crossing the street was 

challenging, and where there was a need for 

wider sidewalks, traffic calming, pedestrian-scale 

lighting, and continental crosswalks near schools. 

Participants also requested support for Safe 

Routes to School activities.

Community groups engaged in the development 

of the Pedestrian Plan included:

 f Florence-Firestone/Walnut Park Chamber of 

Commerce

 f Parents of Walnut Park Elementary

 f Communities for a Better Environment

 f Florence-Firestone/ Walnut Park Community 

Collaborative

 f Walnut Park Residents Association

 f Best Start Southeast Cities 

A stakeholder interview was conducted with the 

principal of Walnut Park Elementary.

Community Events
Project staff identified numerous existing com-

munity events that provided an opportunity to 

reach stakeholders who may not typically attend 

County workshops. At each event, stakeholders 

provided input on a map of Walnut Park, identify-

ing barriers and challenges to walking. Education 

was also provided to stakeholders on the types 

of pedestrian infrastructure projects that could 

address the identified issues. 

Community events the project team attended 

included:

 f Southeast Cities CicLAvia

 f Walk to School Day 2016

 f Walk to School Day 2017

 f Walnut Park Summer Fest

 f Parks After Dark at Roosevelt Park

 f Supervisor Hilda Solis Community Meetings

Stakeholders were encouraged to complete a 

survey on their current walking habits, concerns, 

and desired projects. DPH and YWCA GLA col-

lected a total of 178 surveys, which were available 

in English and Spanish. Respondents identified 

fear of theft or robbery, fear of physical violence, 
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and a desire for more lighting and marked cross-

walks as primary challenges faced while walking 

in Walnut Park. Respondents indicated that they 

would feel safer walking with more community 

policing, and would walk more often with better 

maintained sidewalks, more trees and shade 

along sidewalks, and intersection projects.

Community Data Collection
To further integrate the community in the plan-

ning process, project staff trained community 

residents in data collection methods such as 

pedestrian counts and walk audits. With these 

activities, Walnut Park community members 

further shaped the proposed projects in the Plan. 

PEDESTRIAN COUNTS

Pedestrian counts provide the County with a 

snapshot of current pedestrian volumes on 

specific corridors and throughout Walnut Park. 

Manual pedestrian counts were conducted in 

2016 on one weekday (Tuesday, August 30) and 

one weekend day (Saturday, August 27), with 

help from community volunteers. The counts 

took place during peak weekday travel times 

(7AM - 9AM and 3PM - 5PM) and peak weekend 

travel times (11AM - 1PM). This count data helped 

the project team validate automated count data 

collected during the same period, at different 

locations in Walnut Park.

The project team recruited 16 community 

members and hosted a volunteer training prior to 

the counts. Community members were provided 

with the materials needed to conduct counts 

including clipboards, count forms, safety vests, 

and pens, as well as the count locations assigned 

to volunteers. Participants used count forms 

to indicate how many people were walking in 

multiple directions, in which direction they were 

walking, and other characteristics like whether 

they were in a wheelchair or whether they were 

children.

As proposed projects and programs are imple-

mented, the County will be able to use this data 

to evaluate changes in the rates of walking in 

Walnut Park. Data collected through pedes-

trian counts is summarized in the Pedestrian 

Environment section of this chapter. 

WALK AUDITS

A walk audit is an unbiased evaluation of the 

walking environment, and the general purpose of 

an audit is to identify opportunities for enhance-

ments related to the safety, access, comfort, 

and convenience of the walking environment. 

An audit can also be used to identify potential 

alternatives or solutions such as engineering 

treatments, policy changes, or education and 

enforcement measures. 

The project team conducted a walk audit on 

November 19, 2017, alongside 17 community 

members. Training was provided to residents 

prior to the walk audit, and participants broke up 

into teams of 2-3 to conduct audits of assigned 

corridors. Then, participants regrouped to talk 
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about issues that they noticed while on the walk 

audit. The corridors included in the walk audit 

were identified through community feedback 

received from surveys, community events, and 

CAC meetings. The information collected from 

this activity is included in the Existing Pedestrian 

Conditions section of this chapter.

Community Workshop 1
The Department of Public Health hosted a 

workshop at a Supervisor Hilda Solis Community 

Meeting on September 15, 2016. The workshop 

provided information and solicited input from 

stakeholders in Walnut Park. Seventy-eight 

Walnut Park residents attended the workshop, 

which was hosted at the YWCA Gloria Molina 

Empowerment Center. During the workshop, 

attendees were divided into groups for facilitated 

discussions on three topic areas: existing barriers 

to walkability, pedestrian projects, and priority 

intersections.

ACTIVITY #1 GROUP DISCUSSION ON 
BARRIERS TO WALKING

Using a large-scale map of Walnut Park, facil-

itators asked participants to provide input on 

barriers to walking and specific locations when 

applicable. Input was recorded on maps and 

chart paper. Participants were also provided with 

post-it notes to record their own input and attach 

to the map or chart paper. 

Concerns and opportunities included:   

 f Speeding on Mountain View Avenue

 f No buffer or physical barrier between the 

sidewalks and street

 f Safe passages for students

 f Narrow sidewalks

 f Pedestrian-scale lighting on major streets

 f Intersections that could be enhanced:

ff Santa Fe Avenue/Broadway 

ff Pacific Boulevard/Olive Street

ff Santa Fe Avenue/Cass Place

ff Santa Fe Avenue/Florence Avenue

Community members identify key issues and                                              
opportunities during a walk audit in Walnut Park
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ACTIVITY #2 FACILITY TYPES SELECTION 
WITH STICKER DOTS

Participants were provided five green dot stick-

ers and asked to apply them to a poster board 

displaying various pedestrian projects, to indicate 

preferences for their community. The top facilities 

that the community supported were:

 f Traffic calming measures

 f Pedestrian lighting

 f Continental crosswalks

 f Street trees

 f Median refuge islands

 f Pedestrian-activated warning systems

 f Countdown pedestrian signals

Community members identify key issues and 
opportunities at a workshop in Walnut Park
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ACTIVITY #3 PRIORITY LOCATIONS FOR 
PROJECTS

Participants were provided three blue dot stick-

ers and asked to place them on maps of Walnut 

Park to identify their priority locations for pedes-

trian projects. The top priority locations identified 

were: 

 f Santa Fe Avenue/Southern Pacific Railroad 

 f Santa Fe Avenue, between Sale Place and 

the Southern Pacific Railroad

 f Santa Fe Avenue/Broadway

 f Pacific Boulevard/Olive Street

 f Olive Street between Pacific Boulevard and 

Santa Fe Avenue

 f Seville Avenue/Hope Street

 f Pacific Boulevard/Live Oak Street

 f Pacific Boulevard/Hill Street

 f Broadway between Seville Avenue and 

Mountain View Avenue

 f Live Oak Street between State Street and 

Mountain View Avenue

 f Seville Avenue/Live Oak Street
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Community members point out locations for additional 
pedestrian projects at Workshop 2 in Walnut
Park

Community Workshop 2
On September 18, 2017, DPH hosted a second 

community workshop at YWCA Gloria Molina 

Empowerment Center on Pacific Boulevard to 

gather feedback on the preliminary draft Walnut 

Park Community Pedestrian Plan. Twenty-one 

community members attended. Project staff 

provided a project overview and then asked par-

ticipants to visit four stations to learn about and 

provide information on the program, policy and 

infrastructure projects proposed in the Plan.

Each attendee was provided with a ‘passport’ 

and feedback worksheet. At each station, par-

ticipants received a stamp on the passport, and 

once the passport card and feedback worksheet 

were complete, participants were given a raffle 

ticket for a chance to win a refurbished bicycle.

Comments received at the stations and from the 

feedback worksheet identified the community's 

desire for:

 f Traffic calming on major streets

 f More pedestrian lighting 

 f Wider sidewalks on Pacific Boulevard and 

Broadway

 f A traffic signal at Olive Street/Pacific 

Boulevard

 f A traffic signal on Cass Place/Santa Fe 

Avenue

 f A crosswalk at Cudahy Street at Santa Fe 

Avenue

 f More walking clubs and programming at 

Walnut Nature Park
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Demonstration Event
On June 16, 2018, the County hosted Camina en 

Walnut Park, a four-hour demonstration event of 

pedestrian and roadway safety enhancements 

on Pacific Boulevard. Funded by a technical 

assistance grant from the Southern California 

Associations of Governments, Camina en Walnut 

Park enabled the County to further engage 

residents and stakeholders about how Pacific 

Boulevard could better serve their needs. The 

event brought together 800 community members 

to experience a temporarily reimagined Pacific 

Boulevard by foot and on wheels. The event 

featured entertainment and feedback stations 

at Walnut Nature Park and the Gloria Molina 

Community Empowerment Center.

A demonstration event is a temporary reconfig-

uration of the roadway that enables residents to 

experience, get informed, and provide input on 

potential roadway changes. The County demon-

strated proposed projects from the draft Walnut 

Park Community Pedestrian Plan and the Walnut 

Park Community Parks and Recreation Plan com-

pleted in 2016 including a scramble crosswalk, a 

multi-use trail, a bus bulb, curb extensions, and 

high visibility crosswalks. 

The project team surveyed 151 people on their 

support for the projects demonstrated that day:

 f 93 percent support curb extensions through-

out the corridor and a scramble crosswalk at 

Pacific Boulevard and Florence Avenue

 f 97 percent thought the multi-use path made 

them feel safer while walking and biking

 f 1 in 2 people feel that driver behavior 

keeps them from walking or biking in their 

community

The top three desired walking improvements 

identified by community members were: 

 f Trees/shade

 f Wider sidewalks

 f Sidewalk lighting

The top three desired bicycling improvements 

identified by community members were:

 f More bike lanes

 f Separated and protected bike lanes

 f Lower vehicle speeds
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Community members enjoy a demonstration event along Pacific Boulevard in Walnut Park
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Levels of Walking and Driving
One major objective of any pedestrian invest-

ment is to increase the attractiveness and 

convenience of walking. To understand current 

levels of walking in Walnut Park, the County 

looked at statistics about commuting, car owner-

ship, and results of pedestrian counts.

In Walnut Park, 2.6 percent of employed res-

idents commute to work by walking, which is 

roughly the same as in Los Angeles County (2.9 

percent). A greater percentage of Walnut Park 

residents commute to work primarily by transit 

(9.6 percent vs. 7.0 percent).1 It is assumed a 

majority of these transit riders walk to the bus 

stations in the community, or rail stations in the 

adjacent unincorporated community of Florence-

Firestone.2 A map of transit access in Walnut Park 

can be found in Appendix B.

Automated pedestrian counts were conducted at 

eight locations in Walnut Park between August 18 

and August 31, 2016 to measure trends in facility 

use, put collision data in context, and observe 

pedestrian behaviors. The counts in Table 8-4 

show us what pedestrian activity looks like in 

1 American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates
2 Based on Metro 2016 Quality of Life Report, 86 percent of bus riders 
and 68 percent of rail riders in Los Angeles County access transit by 
walking.

PEDESTRIAN ENVIRONMENT

this community at these locations. Though count 

data is also used to assess whether a location 

meets a threshold for certain pedestrian improve-

ments like traffic signals, counts are not typically 

comparable between communities or against 

any standard for pedestrian activity. For example, 

what may be considered high levels of activity in 

Walnut Park may seem low in another community.

Pedestrian volumes were counted using an auto-

matic machine. Data shows that peak pedestrian 

activity occurs in the evening hours during week-

days, particularly on Fridays, and Saturdays saw 

the highest number of pedestrians on average. 

Locations along Florence Avenue tended to 

show greater pedestrian volumes. 

Household access to vehicles also has an 

influence on residents’ reliance on transit or 

walking for commuting. Compared to the county 

average, Walnut Park has more households with 

no vehicles available, but also more households 

with three or more vehicles available. One theory 

is that low incomes contribute to no-vehicle 

households, and overcrowding of households is 

contributing to reporting three or more vehicles.3 

3 Walnut Park data: American Community Survey, 2010-2014 5-Year 
Estimates; County data: American Community Survey, 2015 1-Year Estimate
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MOTOR VEHICLE VOLUMES

Santa Fe Avenue and Pacific Boulevard are the 

most heavily trafficked roads in Walnut Park. 

Santa Fe Avenue, a north-south corridor, carries 

22,000 vehicles daily; Pacific Boulevard, another 

north-south corridor, carries 15,000 vehicles 

daily.1 

MOTOR VEHICLE SPEEDS

The posted vehicle speed is 35 mph on Santa Fe 

Avenue, Pacific Boulevard, and Florence Avenue, 

and 25 mph on Seville Avenue, Mountain View 

Avenue, and Broadway. During field observa-

tions, the project team noted higher prevailing 

speeds in many locations along major streets.

1 This information was collected via machine counts in February 2016.

Table 8-4: Walnut Park Pedestrian Counts Summary

Location Pedestrian 
Average Daily 

Traffic

Peak Day of 
Week

Florence Avenue, 
east of Santa Fe 
Avenue

640 Monday

Florence Avenue, 
west of Stafford 
Avenue

1,068 Friday

Florence Avenue, 
west of Miles Avenue

1,367 Saturday

Santa Fe Avenue, 
north of Walter Street

460 Monday

Santa Fe Avenue, 
south of Hill Street

345 Wednesday

Pacific Boulevard, 
south of Walnut Street

863 Friday

Seville Avenue, south 
of Broadway

462 Friday

Seville Avenue, north 
of Cudahy Street

802 Friday

Source: Los Angeles County, 10/2016 – 11/2016
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Challenges to Walking
This section examines past pedestrian colli-

sions to better understand factors that lead to 

collisions, in addition to reported nuisances and 

crime that can act as additional challenges to 

walking in Walnut Park.

COLLISIONS

Between 2009 and 2016, there were a total of 

58 pedestrian-involved collisions in the Walnut 

Park area, with an average of seven pedestri-

an-involved collisions per year.1 The highest 

concentration of these collisions occurred 

along Pacific Boulevard and Santa Fe Avenue, 

including fatalities at Pacific Boulevard/Florence 

Avenue, Pacific Boulevard/California Street, and 

Santa Fe Avenue/Poplar Place (Figure 8-3). Most 

1 Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated Traffic Records 
System (SWITRS), 2009-2016. It is important to note that reported collision 
data may not accurately reflect all collisions that occur in a community.

collisions occurred during peak hours (6AM - 

9AM and 5PM – 8PM) and daylight (9AM - 5PM) 

(43 percent each). The largest proportion of those 

involved in collisions were under 18 years old 

(19 percent), followed by ages 45 to 54 and over 

65 (17 percent each). The majority of collisions 

(almost 60 percent) involved either a severe or 

visible injury, and four were fatalities.

Law enforcement reported 47 percent of pedes-

trian-involved collisions were caused by a 

motorist’s failure to yield to a pedestrian who had 

the legal right-of-way. Another 31 percent of col-

lisions were attributed to the pedestrians’ failure 

to follow traffic rules (e.g., crossing mid-block 

outside of a crosswalk). A full collision analysis 

can be found in Appendix B.
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Figure 8-3: Map of pedestrian-involved collisions in Walnut Park (2009-2016) 
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Nuisance activities are considered unwanted, 

undesirable, or illegal activities – these can 

impact the real and perceived safety, comfort, 

and attractiveness of the pedestrian environ-

ment. Using data provided by the County's 

mobile application, The Works1, and community 

members at planning meetings, a number of 

nuisance activities were identified in Walnut Park 

(Figure 8-4), including: 

 f Alcohol retail outlets. Living within close 

proximity to a liquor store is associated with 

negative health outcomes, increased crime 

and other nuisance activities. 

1 Note: Graffiti and illegal dumping are documented through community 
requests through the County’s online and mobile 211 service. Mapping 
these requests provides general guidance on the location and prevalence 
of these issues; however, lower rates of English proficiency, and low civic 
participation may result in lower service requests from the Walnut Park 
community. Illegal dumping can be reported on the County's Clean LA 
website: http://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/illdump/. Graffiti can be reported at 
http://dpw.lacounty.gov/itd/dispatch/publicgraffiti/index.cfm?action=report.

NUISANCE ACTIVITIES

 f Illicit Activities. Illicit activities can impact the 

perceived safety of an area. Illegal activi-

ties such as human trafficking, prostitution, 

and illegal drug uses have been reported 

throughout Walnut Park.2 Illicit activities are 

also conducted from vehicles parked just off 

of Pacific Boulevard.

 f Illegal dumping. These nuisance crimes 

create a negative visual impact that affects 

the perception of safety and can discourage 

walking. Illegal dumping has been reported 

throughout Walnut Park.

2  In Walnut Park, legacies of prostitution and misdemeanor 
crime tough to erase. (2012, July) KPCC. Retrieved on August 
25, 2016 from http://www.scpr.org/news/2012/07/11/33191/
many-years-difficult-eradicate-street-prostitution/
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Figure 8-4: Map showing reported nuisances in Walnut Park, 2016
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Crime and safety are connected with health in 

several ways. The fear of crime limits access to 

public spaces, and can reduce participation in 

healthy activities like walking and utilizing public 

parks. Learning ways to address and reduce 

crime may promote greater health benefits. 

Crime, and violent crime in particular, is an issue 

throughout Walnut Park. Between January and 

July 2016, the community experienced 104 

crimes per 10,000 people. Property crimes, 

which include burglary, theft,1 grand theft auto, 

and theft from vehicles, accounted for the major-

ity of crimes in Walnut Park. 

1 Theft is the taking of property that does not involve person-to-per-
son contact. Burglary is the entering of a building or residence with the 
intention to commit theft, but property is not necessarily stolen. Nancy King 
Law, 2018.

CRIME

However, Walnut Park’s violent crime rate is 

higher than that of the county, and likely is a 

factor in deterring people from walking in the 

community.2 Violent crimes, which include 

homicide, rape, aggravated assault, and robbery, 

accounted for nearly 20 percent of crimes com-

mitted in Walnut Park.3,4 Of these violent crimes, 

one was reported as a homicide. Most violent 

crimes reported in the community between 

January and July 2016 were clustered along 

major corridors including Santa Fe Avenue, 

Seville Avenue, and Pacific Boulevard, as well 

as near parks and schools. Violent crimes are 

shown in Figure 8-5, with homicide locations 

specifically identified.

2 Sheriff 's Department, cited in LA Times Mapping LA, August 2016
3 Robbery, in contrast to theft, is a taking of property that involves per-
son-to-person interaction with force, intimidation, and/or coercion. Nancy 
King Law, 2018.
4 County Sheriff 's Department cited by LA Times Mapping, 2016. Crime 
data was collected for January to July 2016 because that was the most 
recent available data at the time this Plan was developed.
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Figure 8-5: Map showing violent crime in Walnut Park (January to July 2016)
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GANG ACTIVITY 

Gang-related crimes have largely occurred 

along Florence Avenue, Pacific Boulevard and 

Seville Avenue (Figure 8-6). Fear of gangs and 

gang-violence has been shown to discourage 

people from walking or even leaving their homes. 

According to the Los Angeles County Sheriff’s 

Department, gang activity is more common in 

northern Walnut Park. 
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Figure 8-6: Map showing crime related to gang activity in Walnut Park (January to June 2016)
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This section examines current pedestrian facili-

ties, identifying opportunities for enhancement in 

Walnut Park. These opportunities are recorded in 

Figure 8-7 and Figure 8-8, relating to sidewalks, 

crosswalks, curb radii, signage, traffic signals, 

and lighting conditions. 

Sidewalks
Most commercial and residential streets within 

Walnut Park have four to five feet of sidewalk, 

and allow on-street parking. Florence Avenue, a 

major commercial corridor, has 15-foot-wide side-

walks, giving pedestrians more room to travel. 

Walnut Park also has several areas with side-

walks that could be enhanced. Sidewalk-related 

opportunities for enhancement include installing 

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

sidewalks, enhancing street lighting, widening 

sidewalks, and removing sidewalk clutter (Figure 

8-7). 

Sidewalks on Pacific Boulevard between Grand 

Avenue and Hill Street, for example, are generally 

less than five feet with utility poles constricting 

the walkway. Also, drivers entering or exiting 

commercial driveways were observed not yield-

ing to pedestrians. 

Crosswalks
Marked crosswalks exist at select locations in 

Walnut Park, typically at intersections along major 

and minor streets. Most marked crosswalks are 

transverse crosswalks, consisting of two parallel 

white lines marked on the pavement. There are 

also many locations in Walnut Park with crossing 

challenges (Figure 8-8) which means one or more 

of the following conditions exist: challenges with 

visibility of crosswalk striping, challenges with 

visibility of pedestrians in crosswalks, unmarked 

crosswalks, non-existent pedestrian-related 

signage, or curb ramps that are damaged or not 

up to current ADA standards. 

A yellow ladder crosswalk near a school in Walnut Park
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Opportunities for crosswalk enhancement 

are concentrated on major corridors such as 

Seville Avenue, Pacific Boulevard, and Florence 

Avenue. For example, along Seville Avenue 

there are uncontrolled crosswalks at Live Oak 

Street and Grand Avenue, meaning motorists do 

not have to stop for a stop sign or traffic signal. 

The striping at these two uncontrolled cross-

walks is faded and motorists were frequently 

observed failing to yield to people walking in 

the crosswalk. Pedestrians were also observed 

crossing Seville Avenue and Florence Avenue at 

mid-block locations. Mid-block crosswalks are 

typically not implemented within residential areas 

since there are low motor vehicle speeds and 

volumes. Due to on-street parking and bus stops, 

people walking have visibility challenges at some 

crosswalks.

Motorists on some residential streets in Walnut 

Park were observed exceeding the posted 

speed limit, such as on Santa Ana Street, which 

has a posted speed limit of 30 mph. Speeding 

motorists can make walking or crossing the street 

uncomfortable for pedestrians.

Curb Ramps
Most curb ramps in Walnut Park are single 

shared curb ramps.  Single shared curb ramps 

are aligned diagonally with the intersection and 

provide access where factors such as available 

right-of-way, turn radius, drainage, and sight dis-

tance preclude the use of paired curb ramps.

Curb Radii
Like most urban environments, curb radii of 15 

feet are typical in Walnut Park. The picture below 

shows the intersection of Broadway and Santa 

Fe Avenue, which is the location of two schools. 

The curb radii for the northwest and southeast 

corners are much larger due to Broadway’s 

curved road alignment. Larger curb radii assist 

cars making right turns by allowing cars to have 

faster turning speeds. These higher speeds 

increase the severity of impact if there were to be 

Large curb radii at Santa Fe Avenue and Broadway
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a collision. Large curb radii also set back the curb 

ramp, thus requiring greater right-of-way and 

increasing a pedestrian’s crossing distance. 

Traffic Signals
Major intersections in Walnut Park are controlled 

by traffic signals at select locations. Signals that 

are entirely within the County’s control have 

countdown pedestrian signals, while others 

are shared with neighboring cities. Providing 

countdown pedestrian signals at all signalized 

intersections that serve Walnut Park, in coordina-

tion with neighboring cities, could enhance safety 

for people walking throughout the community. 

Lighting
Lighting at crosswalks and intersections through-

out Walnut Park meets state requirements, but 

many community members have expressed 

dissatisfaction with the lighting along sidewalks. 

Much of the lighting is designed to light the street 

and not the sidewalk, leading to dissatisfaction 

with the level of personal safety and discourag-

ing pedestrian activity. 

Tree Canopy
Tree canopy can make walking feel safer and 

more pleasant, and can address heat islands, 

beautify the community, and improve overall 

quality of life. Walnut Park is ranked in the lowest 

fifth percentile (worst) for tree canopy coverage.1 

The western portion of Walnut Park has the least 

tree canopy coverage relative to population, 

with 69.6 percent in the southwestern portion 

and 65.2 percent of the population in the north-

western and central portions lacking canopy 

coverage. 

1 Public Health Alliance, Healthy Places Index, 2016. More information can 
be found in the Walnut Park Community Parks and Recreation Plan Urban 
Forestry Inventory (2016).

A pedestrian push button in Walnut Park 

Walking in Walnut Park can be uncomfortable due to a 
lack of trees or other shade structures
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Figure 8-7: Map of walk audit observations related to sidewalks and paths in Walnut Park 
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Figure 8-8: Map of walk audit observations related to intersections in Walnut Park 
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This section discusses proposed projects for 

Walnut Park’s pedestrian network. In general, the 

proposed pedestrian facilities focus on enhanc-

ing safety, comfort, and accessibility for people 

walking or wheeling in Walnut Park. Proposed 

projects in Walnut Park (Figure 8-9) include:

 f Corridor Studies: Potential roadway recon-

figurations that would enhance walking 

conditions and potentially add more green 

space to the community, but require more 

extensive study to implement.

 f Crossing Projects: Facilities that enhance 

crossing the street, including continental 

crosswalks, advance yield markings, pedes-

trian-activated warning systems, traffic 

signals with pedestrian signal heads, and 

ADA compliant curb ramps. Any recommen-

dation to stripe a crosswalk (at controlled or 

uncontrolled locations) should be consistent 

with the County's Crosswalk Guidelines.

 f Sidewalk/Path Projects: Facilities that 

enhance walking down the street, including 

adding new or widened sidewalks, and eval-

uating removal or relocation of driveways.

 f Pedestrian Lighting: Human-scaled lights 

that provide lighting for people walking in 

Walnut Park, as opposed to those at heights 

and directions intended to light the roadway 

for motorists. See Chapter 4 for more infor-

mation about requesting pedestrian-scale 

lighting in Walnut Park.

Most proposed facilities are concentrated along 

Walnut Park’s major north-west streets: Santa Fe 

Avenue, Pacific Boulevard, and Seville Avenue. 

These corridors have a history of pedestrian 

involved collisions and high motor vehicle 

volumes and speeds, and were identified as 

priorities by community members.

Pacific Boulevard, between Florence Avenue and 

Cudahy Street, will be evaluated for a roadway 

reconfiguration. A study will be conducted 

by Public Works when funding and resources 

become available to determine what is appro-

priate, but reconfiguring the road could make 

room for elements identified in Walnut Park’s 

Community Parks and Recreation Plan (2016), 

including widened sidewalks, more street trees, 

a shared-use path/greenway, and/or bicycle lane. 

People walking on Pacific Boulevard would also 

PROPOSED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
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benefit from enhanced crossing opportunities. At 

California Street, for example, a continental cross-

walk and advance yield markings were recently 

installed, but installing a pedestrian-activated 

warning system could further enhance the safety 

of this crossing. Curb extensions are proposed at 

multiple intersections along Pacific Boulevard to 

shorten crossing distances and help calm traffic. 

Relocating obstructions on the sidewalks, such 

as newspaper racks or utility poles, may help 

reinforce a more accessible and comfortable 

pedestrian environment on Pacific Boulevard. 

Additionally, the community has expressed 

desire for pedestrian-oriented lighting and shade 

trees to make walking on Pacific Boulevard safer 

and more comfortable. For projects proposed 

on Pacific Boulevard, the County would need to 

coordinate with the cities of Huntington Park and 

South Gate to ensure consistency in planning 

efforts.

Like Pacific Boulevard, Santa Fe Avenue is a 

potential location for roadway reconfiguration 

between Florence Avenue and Broadway. A 

study will be conducted by Public Works, but 

reconfiguring the road could help slow traffic, 

create room for widened sidewalks, and other 

amenities, while maintaining parking. Crossing 

enhancements, including continental crosswalks 

and advance yield markings, are identified for 

multiple intersections on Santa Fe Avenue where 

crossing may be challenging. At certain locations, 

such as at Leota/Olive Street and Broadway, curb 

ramps are nonexistent; new curb ramps that meet 

current American with Disability Act standards 

could be installed to increase accessibility for all 

users. 

Curb extensions and new traffic signals with 

pedestrian signal heads could create better 

visibility of people crossing the street and thus 

provide safer pedestrian conditions at multiple 

locations along Sante Fe Avenue. Additional 

safety and comfort could be provided by paving 

a new sidewalk on the west side of Santa Fe 

Avenue at the Southern Pacific Rail Corridor. 

Walnut Park residents have also indicated a need 

for pedestrian-scale lighting and shade trees 

along Santa Fe Avenue.

Continental crosswalks and advance yield mark-

ings could enhance crossing conditions along 

Seville Avenue. As on Santa Fe Avenue and 

Pacific Boulevard, curb extensions could shorten 

crossing distances and slow traffic on this mostly 

residential street. The addition of a median 

refuge island at Seville Avenue and Hill Street 

could enhance crossing conditions near Walnut 

Park Elementary School. Additionally, Seville 

Avenue could be a more comfortable place to 

walk if street trees are planted to provide shade 

and beauty.
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Further, community members expressed desire 

for pedestrian-scale lighting along Broadway 

and a mid-block crossing on Broadway between 

Santa Fe Avenue and Pacific Boulevard. A new 

crosswalk and pedestrian-activated warning 

system could provide an additional safe crossing 

option for students at nearby schools.

Between Pacific Boulevard and Seville Avenue, 

the sidewalks along the south side of Florence 

Avenue could be widened and cleared of 

obstructions to match the sidewalks west of 

Pacific Boulevard. A curb extension at the 

existing crosswalk at Rita Avenue would shorten 

the crossing distance across Florence Avenue. 

For projects proposed on Florence Avenue, the 

County would need to coordinate with the City of 

Huntington Park to ensure consistency in plan-

ning efforts.

These proposed projects are listed in Table 

8-5 and mapped in Figure 8-9. The project list 

includes estimated costs and prioritization scores 

for each project. Public Works often applies for 

grant funding at the corridor level, rather than 

individual intersections, so the average prioriti-

zation score for each corridor is included in the 

list as well. Chapter 6 provides an overview on 

how the County will implement these projects, 

Appendix D contains detailed information on 

potential funding sources and project prioritiza-

tion scoring, and Appendix E provides additional 

information on cost estimates.

Implementation of proposed projects in Walnut 

Park is contin gent upon environmental analysis, 

as well as future engineering review to ensure 

consistency with applicable County guidelines 

and practices, including, but not limited to, the 

California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control 

Devices (CA MUTCD), Caltrans Highway Design 

Manual, Los Angeles County Code, and the 

Los Angeles County General Plan. Additionally, 

installation/construc tion of the proposed proj-

ects, fulfillment of actions, and  implementation 

of programs described in this Plan are contingent 

upon available resources, right-of-way, sufficient 

funding to finance installation, operation, and 

on-going maintenance, and obtaining community 

and political support.
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated  
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

Broadway Average Corridor Score:  75.0

County Broadway, between 
Santa Fe Avenue and 
Pacific Boulevard

Mid-block Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 65.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County Broadway (Santa Fe 
Avenue to Seville 
Avenue)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $53,000 85.0

County Broadway (Santa Fe 
Avenue to Seville 
Avenue)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 75.0

Florence Avenue Average Corridor Score:  71.7

County Florence Avenue / 
Pacific Boulevard

Southwest corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 
removal2

$10,000 80.0

All legs Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 

County Florence Avenue / Rita 
Avenue

South side of street 
(mid-block)

Install curb extension $40,000 65.0

County Florence Avenue 
(Pacific Boulevard to 
Seville Avenue)

South side of street Widen sidewalks and relocate 
obstructions

$56,250 70.0

Flower Street Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Flower Street (Seville 
Avenue to Mountain 
View Avenue)

- Install speed humps $5,000 60.0

Mountain View  Avenue Average Corridor Score:  60.8

County Mountain View Avenue / 
Florence Avenue

West, south, and 
east legs

Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 60.0

County Mountain View Avenue / 
Walnut Street

Northwest corner Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$8,000 60.0

County Mountain View Avenue / 
California Street

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 55.0

County Mountain View Avenue / 
Olive Street

All corners Install curb extension $120,000 55.0

North and west 
legs

Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $5,000 

- Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$500,000

County Mountain View Avenue / 
Hill Street

West leg Relocate stop bar behind pedestrian 
path

$500 65.0

County Mountain View Avenue / 
Broadway

North and west 
legs

Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $5,000 70.0

Table 8-5: Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates in Walnut Park
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated  
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

Pacific Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  80.6

County Pacific Boulevard / 
California Street

North-south 
direction

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 85.0

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extensions at crosswalk $80,000 

County Pacific Boulevard / Live 
Oak Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 70.0

Northwest corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 
removal2

$10,000 

County Pacific Boulevard / 
Grand Avenue

Southeast corner Install bus bulb: extend entire area of 
bus zone as curb extension to create 
additional space for pedestrian travel, 
work with Metro to install bus shelters

$150,000 70.0

Make driveway ADA-compliant2 $10,000 

Northwest, 
southwest, and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $120,000 

County Pacific Boulevard / Olive 
Street

South leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 70.0

Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

North-south 
direction

Install advance yield marking $1,000 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Pacific Boulevard / 
Broadway

All legs Restripe to yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 85.0

Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 

Modify signal timing to increase 
crossing interval

Varies

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Pacific Boulevard / 
Cudahy Street

North leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 75.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

All corners Install curb extension $160,000

North-south 
directions

Install advance yield marking $1,000 

County Pacific Boulevard 
(Florence Avenue to 
Cudahy Street)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $26,500 100.0

County Pacific Boulevard 
(Florence Avenue to 
Cudahy Street)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will vary 
for study, 

design, and 
implementation

90.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated  
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

Santa Fe Avenue 70.4

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
Florence Avenue

Southwest corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 
removal at gas station2

$10,000 75.0

All legs Modify signal timing to increase 
crossing interval

Varies

Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
California Street

South and east legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 70.0

South leg Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

Northeast and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
Hope Street

East, west, and 
north legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500 60.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000

Northeast corner Reduce driveway width at Diaz Market2 $10,000 

All legs Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
Leota/Olive Street

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 85.0

South leg Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

South leg Install median refuge island in existing 
crosswalk

$30,000 

North-south 
direction

Install advance yield marking $1,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
Broadway

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 65.0

Modify signal timing to increase 
crossing interval

Varies

Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 

Southeast corner Install ADA Detectable Warning surface 
at crossing island

$500 

Northeast and 
southwest corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

Northwest and 
southeast corners

Reconfigure intersection so right turn 
channels are closed at northwest 
and southeast corners to reduce 
pedestrian crossing distances and 
reduce curb radii

$200,000 

Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates in Walnut Park, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated  
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
Cudahy Street

South and east legs Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $5,000 60.0

South leg Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / Palm 
Place

South and east legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 60.0

Southeast corner 
and southwest leg

Install curb extension $80,000 

South leg Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / Sale 
Place

Southeast corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 
removal2

$10,000 60.0

County Santa Fe Avenue / Cass 
Place

Northwest and 
northeast corner

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 65.0

East leg Relocate stop bar behind pedestrian 
path

$500 

North leg (both 
sides of street)

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system at existing crosswalk

$80,000 

Northeast corner Install curb extension $40,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
Poplar Place

South and east legs Stripe continental crosswalks $5,000 70.0

North-south 
direction

Install advance yield markings $1,000 

South leg Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
Independence Avenue

East leg Stripe continental crosswalk across 
Independence Avenue and across 
Sante Fe's northbound right-turn slip 
lane

$2,500 65.0

County Santa Fe Avenue 
/ Southern Pacific 
Railroad

West side of the 
street

Install sidewalk $10,000 65.0

County Santa Fe Avenue 
(Florence Avenue 
to Southern Pacific 
Railroad)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $53,000 100.0

County Santa Fe Avenue 
(Florence Avenue 
to Southern Pacific 
Railroad)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will vary 
for study, 

design, and 
implementation

85.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated  
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

Seville Avenue Average Corridor Score:  70.7

County Seville Avenue / 
Florence Avenue

All legs Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 55.0

County Seville Avenue / Live 
Oak Street

North-south 
direction

Install advance yield marking $1,000 60.0

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Seville Avenue / Grand 
Avenue

North-south 
direction

Install advance yield marking $1,000 65.0

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Seville Avenue / Olive 
Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 80.0

County Seville Avenue / Hill 
Street

Median Install median refuge island $30,000 75.0

Southeast corner Install curb extension $40,000 

East leg Relocate stop bar before pedestrian 
path

$500 

County Seville Avenue / 
Broadway

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 70.0

Southeast corner Install curb extension $40,000 

All legs Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 

County Seville Avenue 
(Florence Avenue to 
Cudahy Street)

East side of street Plant street trees $27,100 90.0

Total Capital Cost3 $5,309,850 

Contingency (20% of total capital 
cost)

$1,061,970

Total P.E. (30% of total capital cost) $1,592,955

Total Construction Engineering (50% of total capital cost) $2,654,925

Project Total $10,619,700 

Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates in Walnut Park, continued

1All costs are based on 2018 estimates. Appropriate inflation and escalation increases may be applicable at time of implementation.
2Driveway related projects are contingent upon the County developing a process to consolidate, reduce widths of, or close excessive driveways, where 
feasible and appropriate, in accordance with Los Angeles County Code Title 16, and considering prior planning approval. See Chapter 4, Driveways 
section for more detail.
3Cost does not include treatments for which unit prices are listed as "Varies," including pedestrian-scale lighting, and studies for roadway 
reconfiguration. Costs for these treatments can vary widely depending on design. Installation of pedestrian-scale lighting is contingent upon available 
and secured funding to finance the installation, operation and maintenance costs.
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Figure 8-9: Map of proposed pedestrian projects in Walnut Park
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Installation of pedestrian-scale lighting is contingent upon available and secured funding to finance the installation, operation, and maintenance 
costs.
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Table 8-6: Actions for Walnut Park

Action Lead Departments Timeframe

C-2.3: Work with utility companies to underground or relocate 
utilities as locations are identified where sidewalks do not meet 
or maintain ADA required widths due to the location of utility 
boxes or poles.

Public Works On-going

C-2.4: Prioritize requests related to illegal dumping when a 
report indicates the material is impeding safe pedestrian travel.

Public Works. Sheriff, 
Agricultural Commissioner/
Weights & Measures

On-going

SC-1.1: Continue to explore ways to purchase, operate, and 
maintain pedestrian-scale lighting.

Public Works On-going

SC-1.2: Support LED light installation on new and existing 
streetlight poles and, to reduce sidewalk clutter, consider 
combined street-scale and pedestrian-scale lighting on 
individual light poles, where feasible and appropriate.

Public Works On-going

SC-1.3: Work with local businesses to maintain active building 
frontages (including outdoor restaurant seating) to promote 
sidewalk vitality and “eyes on the street.” Update the related 
zoning code, Community Standards Districts, and/or Community 
Plans as necessary.

Member Departments of the 
Healthy Design Workgroup

On-going

SC-1.4: Identify areas where illicit activities, such as cruising and 
prostitution, occur and work with Public Works to strategically 
deploy traffic calming measures with the goal of reducing these 
activities, where feasible and appropriate.

Sheriff On-going

While proposed location-specific infrastructure 

projects help to enhance the pedestrian expe-

rience, these alone are not enough to make 

long-term, widespread changes. Actions rein-

force the proposed infrastructure projects and 

help standardize procedures across all agen-

cies. Proposed countywide actions are listed in 

Chapter 2, while Table 8-6 below lists actions 

that will be particularly important for long-term 

enhancements in the pedestrian environment in 

Walnut Park.

PROPOSED ACTIONS AND PROGRAMS

Additionally, programs help support pedes-

trian infrastructure projects through education, 

encouragement, enforcement, and evaluation. All 

proposed countywide programs can be found in 

Chapter 5, while programs that are most import-

ant for Walnut Park are listed in Table 8-7. 
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Table 8-7: Programs for Walnut Park

Program Description

Safe Routes to School Safe Routes to School (SRTS) programs have many goals including: (1) teaching youth 
the rules of the road, so they are more prepared to navigate their community on 
foot and eventually become safe drivers; (2) encouraging active modes of getting 
to school, which will help students arrive at school more alert and ready to learn; 
(3) decreasing the prevalence of childhood obesity through increased physical 
activity; and (4) reducing traffic congestion around schools and cut-through traffic on 
residential streets due to school drop-off and pick-up. Los Angeles County’s existing 
SRTS program is multifaceted and involves multiple County agencies to implement 
infrastructure projects around schools, in conjunction with school-based education 
and encouragement programs.

Safe Passages Safe Passages is a program that focuses on providing safety to students as they 
travel to school in high violence or high crime communities. Safe Passages programs 
are specifically designed to ensure that students can travel to school without fear of 
intimidation or harm due to gang activity, drugs, or crime. Safe Passages programs 
have also been initiated to enhance safety for community members walking to parks 
in communities with high violence or crime to ensure that they can access resources, 
be physically active, and engage with neighbors. More information can be found in 
Chapter 5, Program 2: Safe Passages.

Open Streets and 
Demonstration 
Projects

Open streets events temporarily close streets to vehicular traffic, allowing people 
to use the streets for people-powered activities like walking, jogging, bicycling, 
skating, dancing, and other social and physical activities. These events are great for 
bringing the community together and promoting transportation options, placemaking/
placekeeping, and public health. Open streets events are also excellent at building 
community; they bring together neighborhoods, businesses, and visitors alike.



WESTMONT/ 
WEST ATHENS
community pedestrian plan 
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Westmont/West Athens has a combined popu-

lation of approximately 41,000. The Westmont/

West Athens area is bordered by the City of 

Los Angeles to the north and east, the cities of 

Inglewood and Hawthorne to the west, and the 

City of Gardena to the south. The communities 

are served by the Metro Green Line Vermont/

Athens Station, located at the intersection of 

Vermont Avenue and I-105, which runs east/

west through West Athens. The campus of Los 

Angeles Southwest College is located between 

Westmont and West Athens on Imperial Highway.

COMMUNITY PROFILE
Together, the communities of Westmont and West Athens are just over three 
square miles.

Thank You 

Pede s t r ia n Pla n Com m u n i t y 
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Rena Shillings

Patty Vazquez
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Special thanks to the residents of 

Westmont/West Athens who took time to 
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nity data collection efforts, and share 
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Understanding the demographics of a community 

helps decision-makers plan for and target appro-

priate pedestrian projects and programs. Factors 

such as income, poverty level, and education can 

help to paint a picture of the current struggles or 

opportunities within a community. The Westmont/

West Athens median household income, 

$29,429, is much lower than the county average. 

The community also has a significantly higher 

poverty rate than the county average, with more 

than half of children living in poverty. Compared 

to the county as a whole, more Westmont/West 

Athens residents have completed less than a 

high school degree. 

The community is relatively young, with 29 

percent of households in Westmont/West Athens 

containing a child under 18, compared to 23 

percent in the county overall. A fifth of house-

holds are run by a single parent. About half of 

Westmont/West Athens residents identify as 

Hispanic or Latino, and slightly less than half as 

Black or African American. A significantly smaller 

percent of residents are foreign born, with more 

households experiencing some difficulty with 

English compared to the county average (Table 

9-1).1 

1 American Community Survey, 5-year 2010-2014

Demographics
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Table 9-1: Westmont/West Athens Demographics

Percent in Westmont/ 
West Athens

Percent in Los Angeles 
County

Education

Less than high school diploma 30.5 21.4

High school graduate, GED or alternative 28.3 20.5

Some college or Associate’s degree 31.1 26.5

Bachelor’s degree or higher 10.2 26.5

Poverty

Persons in Poverty 33.0 18.7

Children in Poverty 53.5 29.5

Age

Under 18 Years 29.1 23.2

18-64 Years 62.0 64.9

65 and Older 8.9 11.9

Race/Ethnicity

Hispanic or Latino 50.6 48.4

White (Non-Hispanic) 1.2 26.6

American Indian and Alaska Native 0.4 0.7

Asian 0.5 15.0

Black or African American(Non-Hispanic) 46.0 8.7

Other 1.7 1.3

Source: American Community Survey, 5-year 2010-2014
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Land use and urban design policies impact 

residents’ health and physical activity levels. As 

one of the densest communities in Los Angeles 

County, the majority (64 percent) of land use in 

Westmont/West Athens is designated as residen-

tial, while only 30 percent is commercial. Figure 

9-1 shows land uses in Westmont/West Athens. 

In Westmont/West Athens, a diversity of uses 

like convenience stores, retail shops, restaurants, 

schools, churches and park space are within 

walking distance (one-quarter mile) of the resi-

dential areas. 

Land Use
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Figure 9-1: Westmont/West Athens Zoning Map
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Park access evaluates the distribution of park 

land within Westmont/West Athens and whether 

residents can easily access it. The closer a 

person lives to a park, the more likely it is that 

they will visit it regularly. Most pedestrians are 

willing to walk one half-mile (approximately ten 

minutes of walking), to access a destination.1 

The County’s General Plan includes a goal to 

provide four acres of local parkland per 1,000 

residents. Currently Westmont/West Athens has 

just 0.2 acres of park space per 1,000 people, 

and 74 percent of residents do not live within a 

half-mile walk of a park (Figure 9-2).2 

Westmont/West Athens’ single park, Helen 

Keller Park, is almost seven acres and provides 

recreational and open space amenities in the 

south-eastern portion of the community. 

1 Department of Parks and Recreation. Westmont/West Athens Park 
Needs Assessment. 2016.
2 The distance from each household in Westmont/West Athens to the 
access points of all adjacent parks was calculated along the walkable 
road/ pedestrian network rather than “as the crow flies.” Since pedestrians 
cannot safely or legally walk on highways or freeways, this method takes 
these barriers into consideration and results in a more accurate assessment 
of the distance a pedestrian would need to cover to reach a park. Source: 
Department of Parks and Recreation. Westmont/West Athens Park Needs 
Assessment. 2016.

Park Access
Additionally, two new parks are planned for 

development. A pocket park is planned for a 

vacant lot at Normandie Avenue and 95th Street. 

Community members envision this park will be 

an active space that is buffered from adjacent 

streets. At Woodcrest Library, an activity plaza is 

in development. 

Algin Sutton Park, Holly Park, and Jessie Owens 

Park (located in adjacent communities) are tech-

nically within walking distance of Westmont/West 

Athens. However, these parks are separated 

from Westmont/West Athens by major roadways 

and are not easily accessible by Westmont/West 

Athens residents. Further, the perceived and 

actual crime and presence of gangs may prevent 

residents from walking to these parks.
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Understanding which health issues and behav-

iors are prevalent in Westmont/West Athens can 

help decision-makers target appropriate pedes-

trian interventions.1 For both Westmont/West 

Athens and Los Angeles County, heart disease 

and cancer are the two leading causes of death. 

Both of these diseases are highly correlated with 

diet, physical activity, exposure to toxins (tobacco 

and pollution), and stress. Life expectancy at 

birth for Westmont/West Athens residents is 72.4 

years, nearly eight years less than the county 

average of 80.3 years. Homicide is a public 

health issue for young adult men (ages 17-25) in 

Westmont/West Athens in particular.2 Homicide is 

the second leading cause of premature death in 

the South Bay region of the county.3 

Ten percent of adults self-reported psychological 

stress in Westmont/West Athens, which is slightly 

higher than the county average of eight percent. 

Westmont/West Athens is ranked in the bottom 

half of unincorporated communities for adult and 

child obesity rates. Adult obesity is almost 42 

percent higher than in the county as a whole. 

Overweight children are also more prevalent 

in Westmont/West Athens than in the county. 

In fact, Westmont/West Athens has one of the 

highest rates of overweight and obese teens in 

1 This plan uses health data at the zip code level when necessary. 
Westmont/West Athens is in zip code 90044 and 90047.
2 Mortality in Los Angeles County 2012 Leading Causes of Death and 
Premature Death with Trends for 2003-2012. County of Los Angeles Dept. 
of Public Health.
3 Mortality in Los Angeles County 2012: Leading Causes of Death and 
Premature Death with Trends for 2003-2012. (2012). Los Angeles County 
Department of Public Health. http://publichealth.lacounty.gov/dca/data/
documents/mortalityrpt12.pdf.

the state.4 Childhood asthma rates in Westmont/

West Athens are 13.9 percent, which is close to 

the same levels as the county. 

Only 19.8 percent of Westmont/West Athens 

adults walk the recommended length of 150 

minutes per week, compared with 34.1 percent 

of adults countywide. Youth in Westmont/West 

Athens actually have a slightly higher level of 

regular physical activity (21 percent) compared 

with the county as a whole (18.9 percent).5 

Approximately 6.6 percent adults in Westmont/

West Athens have a disability.

All factors combined, Westmont/West Athens 

qualifies as a disadvantaged community on 

common statewide indicators, which considers 

median household income, participation in the 

National School Lunch Program, pollution burden, 

and other health determinants.6 Based on these 

indicators, Westmont/West Athens may receive 

funding prioritization from the Caltrans Active 

Transportation Program and potentially other 

funding sources. Health data for Westmont/West 

Athens is shown in Tables 9-2 and 9-3.

4 Adults with a body mass index greater than or equal to 30.0 are 
considered obese. Children 2-11 whose combination of weight, sex, and 
age ranks higher than the CDC’s 2001 95th percentile are considered 
obese, as are children 12-17 who ranked higher than the CDC’s 2010 85th 
percentile for body mass index. Source: California Health Interview Survey, 
Neighborhood Edition, 2014.
5 Regular physical activity for children between 5 and 17 is defined as “at 
least 60 minutes of physical activity daily in the past week, excluding phys-
ical education.” Source: California Health Interview Survey, Neighborhood 
Edition, 2014. The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) 
recommends that adults do at least 150 minutes per week of moder-
ate-intensity activity “for substantial health benefits.” Source: CDC, 2008 
Physical Activity Guidelines for Americans.
6 These indicators include CalEnviroScreen 2.0, National School Lunch 
Program Free and Reduced Lunch Program participation, median house-
hold income, and the Healthy Places Index, produced by the Public Health 
Alliance of Southern California.

Health
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Table 9-3: Westmont/West Athens Health Indicators

Percent in Westmont/ 
West Athens

Percent in Los Angeles 
County

Serious Psychological Distress (Adults age 18 years +) 10.2 8.0

Obesity

Children overweight for age (2-11) 15 12.4

Teens overweight or obese (12-17) 48.3 37.9

Adult obesity 36.7 25.9

Physical Activity

Regular physical activity (ages 5-17) 21.0 18.9

Walked at least 150 minutes (age 18+) 19.8 34.1

Respiratory Illness

Children ages 0-17 years ever diagnosed with asthma 13.9 13.1 

Adults (18 years plus) ever diagnosed with asthma 10.9 12.6 

Disability

With a Disability, under age 65 6.6 6.0

Sources: California Health Interview Survey, Neighborhood Edition, 2014; American Community Survey, 5-year 
estimate 2010-2014

Table 9-2: Westmont/West Athens Causes of Death

(Selected) Causes of Death 
Death rate (per 100,000 population)

Percent in Westmont/ 
West Athens

Percent in Los Angeles 
County

Heart Disease 26.7 26.9

Cancer 23.4 24.2
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An overview of existing countywide plans can be 

found in Chapter 1, and more details are listed in 

Appendix A.

West Athens/Westmont Community 
Plan (1990)
The West Athens/Westmont Community Plan is a 

component of the Los Angeles County General 

Plan, and establishes a framework of goals, poli-

cies, and programs to guide the pattern, density, 

and character of development in the community.

Vermont Green Line Station TOD 
Technical Assistance Panel Report 
(2010)
This report analyzes existing conditions and 

provides recommendations for developing the 

Vermont Avenue I-105 freeway overpass and 

the Vermont/Athens Station into a plaza, reduc-

ing the excessively wide center median, and 

expanding the sidewalks to link the community 

north and south of the freeway. The study pro-

poses intersection projects for pedestrian and 

bicycle access at multiple locations across the 

community.

PREVIOUS PLANS AND PROJECTS
This Plan builds on numerous Westmont/West Athens planning efforts

LA County TOD Access Study (2015)
This study assesses station access capacity and 

needs within nine proposed Transit Oriented 

Districts throughout the county. It includes recom-

mendations for enhancing multiple intersections 

in Westmont/West Athens. Projects are recom-

mended along Vermont Avenue at 110th Street, 

112th Street, Imperial Highway, I-105, and 120th 

Street. Projects include continental crosswalks, 

advance yield markings, and curb extensions. As 

of this writing, there are currently 11 such planning 

districts identified in the TOD program.

West Athens/Westmont Community 
Parks and Recreation Plan (2016)
The plan provides a vision and road-map for 

a greener and safer Westmont/West Athens, 

including a more extensive network of pub-

licly- accessible green spaces and recreational 

facilities, as well as environmental enhancement 

projects. Recommendations include pocket par-

klets on Normandie Avenue and a new park at 

Woodcrest Library.
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In collaboration with the Department of Public 

Health (DPH), the Los Angeles Neighborhood 

Initiative (LANI) led outreach efforts to gather 

community input for the development of the 

Westmont/West Athens Community Pedestrian 

Plan. The community outreach strategy was 

developed based on the Plan's goals, as well as 

an understanding of community-identified issues. 

Outreach was conducted in two phases. The first 

phase was to understand barriers and oppor-

tunities for walking in Westmont/West Athens. 

The second phase of outreach was to have 

community stakeholders respond to the prelim-

inary Draft Plan and provide additional input on 

needed pedestrian projects. These efforts took 

place between August 2016 and December 2017, 

and included attending existing meetings held by 

community organizations, schools and neighbor-

hood groups; tabling at community events; focus 

groups; stakeholder interviews; surveys; two 

community workshops; community data collec-

tion activities; and community walks. A summary 

of the outreach activities and key findings on 

barriers to walking in the community and desired 

pedestrian facilities, amenities, and programs is 

provided below. 

Community Advisory Committee
A Community Advisory Committee (CAC) was 

formed at the start of the project to provide 

guidance to LANI and DPH on community 

engagement efforts and inform the planning 

process. The CAC also provided advice on com-

munity priorities and preferences. Youth, senior, 

local business, faith-based, parent, homeowner, 

renter, and other community representatives 

participated in the CAC. Additionally, the CAC 

meetings provided members with opportuni-

ties to learn about community data collection 

methods, County processes, and the connection 

between walkability, public health, public safety, 

and advocacy. The CAC met a total of eight 

times throughout the Westmont/West Athens 

Community Pedestrian Plan process.  

Community Collaboration
To maximize community participation, the project 

team reached out to existing community organi-

zations and groups to learn about their work and 

identify meetings and events that community 

members already regularly attend or participate 

in. This enabled the project team to reach stake-

holders where they already convene. This also 

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
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helped the team identify specific populations in 

the community with which to host focus groups 

and stakeholder interviews to better understand 

concerns and opportunities for walking in the 

community. 

At each existing meeting, participants were 

asked to identify challenges to walking in 

Westmont/West Athens on a large scale map. 

Participants identified locations where crossing 

the street was an issue, streets and intersections 

where crime and violence concerns presented 

barriers to walking, and a need for pedes-

trian-scale lighting. Lastly, many community 

representatives expressed the need to slow 

down drivers and provide lighting at crossings.

Community groups engaged in the development 

of the Pedestrian Plan included:

 f Westmont West Athens Task-force

 f Southwest Community Association

 f Los Angeles Southwest Community College

 f Best Start West Athens

 f West Athens Victory Gardeners

 f Westmont West Athens Community Action 

for Peace

 f Encanto Court Senior Group

 f Youth group at Washington Preparatory High 

School 

 f Youth group at Duke Ellington High School  

 f Parent group at West Athens Elementary 

School

Stakeholder interviews were conducted with a 

parent coordinator at Woodcrest Elementary, and 

with the Southwest Community Association.

Community leaders identify key walking issues and 
opportunities at a CAC meeting in Westmont/West 
Athens
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Community Events
Project staff identified numerous existing com-

munity events that provided an opportunity to 

reach stakeholders who may not typically attend 

County workshops. At each event, stakeholders 

provided input on a map of Westmont/ West 

Athens, identifying barriers and challenges to 

walking. Education was also provided to stake-

holders on the types of pedestrian infrastructure 

projects that could address the identified issues. 

Community events the project team attended 

included:

 f Mark Ridley-Thomas Thomas Tree Planting 

Event

 f West Athens Victory Garden Holiday Event

 f Parks After Dark at Helen Keller Park

 f Westmont/West Athens Unity Summit

 f I’m a Movement not a Monument Toy 

Giveaway Event

 f Art installation unveiling at Woodcrest Library 

 f Casa Honduras Facade Improvement Project

Stakeholders were encouraged to complete a 

survey on their current walking habits, concerns, 

and desired projects. DPH and LANI collected a 

total of 234 surveys. The surveys were available 

in English and Spanish. Respondents identified 

obstacles on sidewalks, fear of theft or robbery, 

fear of physical violence, and lack of street lights 

as their primary challenges faced while walking in 

Westmont/West Athens. Respondents indicated 

that they would feel safer walking with additional 

street lighting, more community policing, and 

more marked street crossings, and would walk 

more often with slower/safer drivers, more trees/

shade along sidewalks, good lighting, and better 

accessibility. 

Community members on a walk audit in Westmont/
West Athens
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Community Data Collection
To further integrate the community in the plan-

ning process, project staff trained community 

residents in data collection methods such as 

walk audits. Walk audits allowed Westmont/West 

Athens community members to further shape the 

proposed projects in the Plan. A walk audit is an 

unbiased evaluation of the walking environment, 

and its general purpose is to analyze the safety, 

accessibility, comfort, and convenience of the 

walking environment. In addition to identifying 

problem areas, an audit can be used to identify 

potential alternatives or solutions such as engi-

neering treatments, policy changes, or education 

and enforcement measures. 

The project team conducted two walk audits 

in February and March 2017, with a total of 11 

community participants. Prior to each walk audit, 

training was provided to residents. After the train-

ing, participants split into teams of two and were 

assigned a specific corridor to conduct the walk 

audit on. After each team finished their audit, par-

ticipants regrouped to debrief about issues they 

noticed and data that they gathered along the 

corridor. The corridors included in the walk audit 

were identified by community members through 

feedback received from surveys, community 

events, and CAC meetings. The information col-

lected from this activity is included in the Existing 

Pedestrian Facilities section of this chapter.

Community Workshop 1
The Department of Public Health and the 

Department of Regional Planning (DRP) 

co-hosted an evening workshop on October 6, 

2016. Twenty-one community members attended 

the workshop at Helen Keller Park. The joint 

workshop provided information and solicited 

input from stakeholders for the Westmont/

West Athens Community Pedestrian Plan and 

the Connect Southwest LA Transit Oriented 

Development Specific Plan. During the workshop, 

attendees were divided into groups for facilitated 

discussions on three topic areas: existing barriers 

to walkability, pedestrian projects, and priority 

intersections.
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ACTIVITY #1 GROUP DISCUSSION ON 
BARRIERS TO WALKING

Using a large-scale map of the community as a 

visual prompt, facilitators asked participants to 

provide input on barriers to walking and spe-

cific locations of these issues when applicable. 

Input was recorded on the maps, as well as on 

chart paper. Participants were also provided with 

post-it notes to record their own input and attach 

to the map or chart paper.  

Concerns and opportunities included: 

 f Speeding on Vermont Avenue, 120th Street, 

El Segundo Boulevard, Imperial Highway, 

and Western Avenue

 f Need for pedestrian-scale lighting on Denker 

Avenue, Raymond Avenue, Budlong Avenue, 

Vermont Avenue, and Western Avenue

Community members identify key issues and 
opportunities at Workshop 1 in Westmont/West Athens

 f Crossing enhancements at various intersec-

tions, including:

ff Crosswalks at Normandie Avenue/112th 

Street

ff Longer pedestrian crossing times at 

Imperial Highway/Vermont Avenue

ff A crossing guard at 120th Street/

Vermont Avenue
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ACTIVITY #2 PRIORITY FACILITY TYPES 

Participants were provided five green dot 

stickers and asked to apply them to a board dis-

playing various types of pedestrian infrastructure 

projects, to indicate their preferred pedestrian 

facilities. The top facilities the community sup-

ported were: 

 f Pedestrian-scale lighting

 f Shared-use paths

 f Street trees

 f Countdown pedestrian signals

 f Traffic calming measures

 f Continental crosswalks

ACTIVITY #3 PRIORITY LOCATIONS FOR 
PROJECTS

Participants were provided three blue dot stick-

ers and asked to identify their priority locations 

for pedestrian projects on a large-scale map of 

Westmont/West Athens. 

Top priority locations were: 

 f Vermont Avenue/Imperial Highway

 f Vermont Avenue/Southern Pacific Rail 

Corridor

 f Vermont Avenue/116th Street

 f Western Avenue/108th Street

 f Western Avenue/Imperial Highway

 f Vermont Avenue/120th Street

Other locations identified included: 

 f Vermont Avenue at 108th Street and El 

Segundo Boulevard

 f Normandie Avenue at 120th Street, 112th 

Street, and 124th Street

 f Denker Avenue at Imperial Highway and at 

111th Street

 f Western Avenue at 120th Street

 f Budlong Avenue at 87th Street and 110th 

Street

 f 110th Street at Western Avenue and Hobart 

Avenue

 f 122nd Street at Western Avenue and 

Halldale Avenue
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Community input on infrastructure projects at
Workshop 2 in Westmont/West Athens

Community Workshop 2
On September 27, 2017, Public Health and Public 

Works co-hosted a second community workshop 

to provide information and gather feedback 

about the preliminary draft Westmont/West 

Athens Community Pedestrian Plan.  The work-

shop also included a presentation of information 

on upcoming pedestrian and bikeway projects 

being implemented by Public Works. Nineteen 

community members attended the workshop, 

which was held at the South Los Angeles Sheriff 

Station. 

Following staff presentations, participants were 

asked to visit four stations to learn about and 

provide feedback on the proposed program, 

policy, and infrastructure projects made in the 

Plan. Each attendee was provided a ‘passport’ 

and feedback worksheet at the start of the 

meeting. At each station, participants received 

a stamp on the passport, and once the passport 

and feedback worksheet were complete, partic-

ipants were given a raffle ticket for a chance to 

win a refurbished bicycle. 

Comments received at the stations and from the 

feedback worksheet identified the community's 

desire for:

 f More pedestrian education programs

 f Reduced speeds on Imperial Highway

 f Increased pedestrian lighting in the area

 f Pedestrian scramble on 120th Street/

Vermont Avenue and Imperial Highway/

Western Avenue

 f More benches and trash cans

 f Culturally-relevant wayfinding signage
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Demonstration Event
On April 24, 2018, the Public Health, in collabora-

tion with Public Works, hosted a demonstration 

event at the intersection of 110th Street and 

Denker Avenue to gather feedback on a revised 

draft of the Westmont/West Athens Community 

Pedestrian Plan and some of its proposed 

projects.

A demonstration event is a temporary reconfig-

uration of the roadway that allows for residents 

to participate, get informed, and provide input on 

changes to the roadway that occur in their com-

munity. The County demonstrated bulb outs on 

all four sides of the intersection and a high visibil-

ity crosswalk on the east leg of the intersection. 

Approximately 50-75 people were intercepted, 

including students from Duke Ellington High 

School and Washington Prep High School, 

patrons of the adjacent clinic (Washington 

Prep Wellness Center Clinic), members of the 

Westmont Community Task Force, and motorists 

that stopped at the intersection or pulled over to 

ask questions. 

Stakeholders were asked to express whether or 

not they were in support of the proposed proj-

ects using stickers with happy and sad faces; of 

the feedback collected, there were 29 happy 

faces and no sad faces.

County staff also used this event as an oppor-

tunity to inform residents of the Westmont/

West Athens Pedestrian Plan, and the array of 

upcoming active transportation projects that will 

be implemented in the community of Westmont/

West Athens. Stakeholders provided input on 

additional projects and garnered support for the 

projects identified in this plan; as in the previous 

workshop, participants received a raffle ticket for 

a chance to win a bicycle.
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The County demonstrated a roadway reconfiguration, bulb outs, and high-visibility crosswalks in Westmont/West 
Athens
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Levels of Walking and Driving
One major objective of any pedestrian invest-

ment is to increase the attractiveness and 

convenience of walking. To understand current 

levels of walking in Westmont/West Athens, the 

County looked at statistics about commuting and 

car ownership, and conducted a walk audit.

The number of vehicles in a household may 

impact reliance on transit use or ones’ decision to 

walk for their commute. Compared to the county, 

both West Athens (30.4 percent) and Westmont 

(38.9 percent) have higher proportions of com-

muters who do not have access to a car, or 

only have access to one car in their household. 

Westmont commuters in particular may be signifi-

cantly reliant on other modes of travel.

Where residents and visitors are traveling is 

critical in understanding local mobility patterns. 

Westmont/West Athens residents commute by 

walking far less than the Los Angeles County 

average (1.0 percent in Westmont and 0.2 

percent in West Athens vs. 2.9 percent county-

wide), however the number of Westmont/West 

Athens commuters who take public transit to 

work is higher than the county average (15 

PEDESTRIAN ENVIRONMENT

percent in Westmont, 11 percent in West Athens, 

and only 7 percent in Los Angeles County). It is 

likely that a majority of these transit riders walk to 

numerous bus stops or rail stations in their com-

munity (see map in Appendix B).1 Overall, more 

people commute in Westmont by walking and by 

using public transit, while more people in West 

Athens carpool than in Westmont (16 percent 

versus 9 percent).

Automatic machine pedestrian counts were 

conducted at 16 locations in Westmont/West 

Athens for two, two-week periods in April and 

May 2016 to help measure trends in facility 

use, put collision data in context, and observe 

pedestrian behaviors. The counts in Table 9-4 

show us what pedestrian activity looks like in 

this community at these locations. Though count 

data is also used to assess whether a location 

meets a threshold for certain pedestrian improve-

ments like traffic signals, counts are not typically 

comparable between communities or against 

any standard for pedestrian activity. For example, 

what may be considered high levels of activity in 

Westmont/West Athens may seem low in another 

community.

1 Based on Metro 2016 Quality of Life Report, 86 percent of bus riders and 
68 percent of rail riders in Los Angeles County access transit by walking.
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Table 9-4: Westmont/West Athens Pedestrian Counts Summary

Location Pedestrian Average Daily Traffic Peak Day of Week

Western Avenue, south of 106th Street 807 Friday

120th Street, east of Western Avenue 459 Wednesday

Century Boulevard, east of Denker Avenue 67 Monday

Century Boulevard, west of Normandie Avenue 126 Thursday

Normandie Avenue, north of 97th Street (traveling west) 996 Saturday

Normandie Avenue, north of 97th Street (traveling east) 262 Sunday

Normandie Avenue, north of 107th Street 336 Thursday

Normandie Avenue, north of 108th Street 198 Tuesday

El Segundo Boulevard, west of Budlong Avenue 67 Thursday

El Segundo Boulevard, east of Budlong Avenue 212 Monday

Imperial Highway, west of New Hampshire 183 Sunday

Imperial Highway, west of Vermont Avenue 779 Tuesday

Vermont Avenue, south of Manchester Street 1196 Saturday

Vermont Avenue, south of 88th Street 978 Wednesday

Vermont Avenue, north of 104th Street 351 Monday

Vermont Avenue, south of 104th Street 499 Monday

Source: Los Angeles County, 10/2016 – 11/2016

From the analysis, peak pedestrian activity tends 

to occur in the afternoon hours during weekdays. 

Locations on east-west corridors encounter less 

volumes and pedestrian to vehicle traffic ratios 

compared to north-south corridors. This is partic-

ularly true for volumes on El Segundo Boulevard 

and Century Boulevard. A summary of the data 

may be found in Table 9-4. More details on pedes-

trian counts can be found in Appendix C. 

MOTOR VEHICLE VOLUMES

Westmont/West Athens experiences heavy traffic 

congestion community-wide due to its proxim-

ity to the I-105 and I-110 freeways. Normandie 

Avenue, Vermont Avenue, Western Avenue, 

Century Boulevard, El Segundo Boulevard, and 

Imperial Highway carry most of the traffic that 

runs through the communities. All of the corridors 

have two-way left turn lanes in the center of the 
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roadway, except for Vermont Avenue, which has 

a landscaped median in the center which limits 

left turns. 

MOTOR VEHICLE SPEEDS

Throughout Westmont/West Athens, the posted 

vehicle speed is generally 25 to 35 mph, with 

speed limits on major streets ranging from 45 

mph (Century Boulevard), 40 mph (El Segundo 

Boulevard, Imperial Highway, and Western Ave), 

and 35 mph (Vermont Avenue). During field 

observations, the project team noted higher 

prevailing speeds in many locations along major 

streets.

Challenges to Walking
This section examines past pedestrian colli-

sions to better understand factors that lead to 

collisions, in addition to reported nuisances and 

crime that can act as additional challenges to 

walking in Westmont/West Athens.

COLLISIONS

Between 2009 and 2016, there were 240 total 

pedestrian-involved collisions in Westmont/

West Athens.1 The highest concentration of these 

1 SWITRS, 2016.

collisions occurred on Vermont Avenue (54), 

Normandie Avenue (52), Imperial Highway (32), 

Western Avenue (28), and 120th Street (15) (Figure 

9-3). 

The highest percentage of pedestrian-involved 

collisions occurred during nighttime hours (8PM 

- 6AM) (42 percent). The largest proportion of 

those involved in collisions (39 percent) were 

under 18 years old. Age groups 45 to 54 (15 

percent) and 18-24 (12 percent) also had relatively 

high pedestrian-involved collision rates. The 

majority of collisions involved either a severe or 

visible injury (53 percent), and 11 were fatalities. 

The largest number of these collisions (45 

percent) involved pedestrians who did not follow 

traffic rules and were found to be at fault for 

the collision (e.g., crossing mid-block outside 

of a crosswalk). The second largest percent-

age involved a motorist that did not yield to a 

pedestrian who had the legal right-of-way (28 

percent). About 25 percent of the Westmont/

West Athens pedestrian-involved collisions were 

classified as ‘Hit and Run.’ A full collision analy-

sis for Westmont/West Athens can be found in 

Appendix B.
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Figure 9-3: Map of pedestrian-involved collisions in Westmont/West Athens (2009-2016) 
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NUISANCE ACTIVITIES

Nuisances—unwanted, undesirable or illegal 

uses, can impact the real and perceived safety, 

comfort and attractiveness of the pedestrian 

environment (Figure 9-4). In Westmont/West 

Athens,1 these activities include: 

 f Alcohol retail outlets. Living within close 

proximity to a liquor store is associated with 

negative health outcomes, increased crime 

and nuisance activities.2 Approximately 73.8 

percent of Westmont/West Athens residents 

live within a quarter mile walking distance of 

a liquor store.

 f Illegal dumping. Illegal dumping creates 

a negative visual impact that affects the 

perception of safety and can discourage 

walking. Illegal dumping incidents are 

reported throughout Westmont/West Athens 

but there are high concentrations along 

Budlong Avenue and 116th Street.

1 Graffiti, vandalism, and illegal dumping are documented through 
community requests through the County’s online and mobile 211 service. 
Mapping these requests provides general guidance on the location and 
prevalence of these issues. However, lower rates of English proficiency, 
and low civic participation may result in lower service requests from the 
Westmont/West Athens community. Illegal dumping can be reported on the 
County's Clean LA website: http://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/illdump/. Graffiti 
can be reported at http://dpw.lacounty.gov/itd/dispatch/publicgraffiti/index.
cfm?action=report.
2 A study conducted in Los Angeles found that each new liquor store 
in a neighborhood resulted in an additional three or more assaults per 
year. Source: The risk of assaultive violence and alcohol availability in 
Los Angeles County. 1995. American Journal of Public Health. www.ncbi.
nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1614881/. Other studies have demonstrated 
an association between alcohol retail outlets in Los Angeles County and 
alcohol-related vehicle crashes. Source: Alcohol outlet density and motor 
vehicle crashes in Los Angeles County cities. 1994. Journal Study of 
Alcohol. http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7934052.

Community members also report that alleyways 

are problematic in Westmont/West Athens due 

to occurrences of illicit activities and dumping. 

Residents can report illegal dumping online and 

via the County's mobile application, The Works, 

while illicit activities are reported to the Sheriff's 

Department.

Alternatively, an alleyway can be closed by 

gating the public alleyway, which makes access 

difficult for the Fire Department and utilities, or by 

vacating the easement and making the alleyway 

private by moving adjacent property lines. Public 

Works does not maintain private alleyways. 

Community members interested in vacating an 

alleyway need to follow Public Works' process, 

which involves writing a request letter including a 

sketch of the area to be vacated, reason for vaca-

tion, and signatures from all adjacent property 

owners.3

3 A full explanation of the vacation process can be found here: https://
dpw.lacounty.gov/ldd/lib/fp/Road/How%20to%20Start%20a%20Public%20
Easement%20Vacation.pdf



223pedestrian plans for unincorporated communities  9  westmont/west athens
Figure 9-4: Map showing nuisance activities in Westmont/West Athens, 2016
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CRIME

Crime and safety are connected with health in 

several ways. Because fear of crime may impact 

participation in healthy activities and increase 

depression, addressing and reducing crime may 

promote health benefits. 

Between January and July 2016, Westmont/

West Athens experienced 197 crimes per 10,000 

people. Property crimes, which include burglary, 

theft,1 grand theft auto, and theft from vehicles, 

only accounted for a little over half of the crimes 

reported.

1 Theft is the taking of property that does not involve person-to-per-
son contact. Burglary is the entering of a building or residence with the 
intention to commit theft, but property is not necessarily stolen. Nancy King 
Law, 2018.

Of 209 communities in Los Angeles County, 

Westmont/West Athens is ranked 13th for violent 

crimes per capita. The community's violent crime 

rate is higher than that of the county, and likely 

is a factor in deterring people from walking in 

the community.2 Violent crimes, which include 

homicide, rape, aggravated assault, and robbery, 

accounted for nearly half of crimes committed 

in Westmont/West Athens.34 Of these violent 

crimes, 14 were reported as homicides. Most 

violent crimes reported in Westmont/West 

Athens between January and July 2016 were 

concentrated in the north and east portion of the 

community (Figure 9-5).

2 Sheriff 's Department, cited in LA Times Mapping LA, August 2016
3 Robbery, in contrast to theft, is a taking of property that involves per-
son-to-person interaction with force, intimidation, and/or coercion. Nancy 
King Law, 2018.
4 County Sheriff 's Department cited by LA Times Mapping, 2016. Crime 
data was collected for January to July 2016 because that was the most 
recent available data at the time this Plan was developed.
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Figure 9-5: Map showing violent crime in Westmont/West Athens (January – June 2016) 
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GANG ACTIVITY 

In 2016, there were 112 documented instances of 

gang-related crime in the community (Figure 9-6). 

Los Angeles County leads the nation in gang 

crime, with more than 1,000 gangs and 80,000 

gang members countywide, which means a 

significant number of Los Angeles County stu-

dents are exposed to chronic gang violence and 

increased levels of stress.1 

1 Best and Promising Practices to Address Violence and Personal Safety 
in Safe Routes to School Programs. Urban Peace Institute. 2015.
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Figure 9-6: Map showing crime related to gang activity in Westmont/West Athens (January – June 2016)
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This section examines existing pedestrian facili-

ties, identifying opportunities for enhancement in 

Westmont/West Athens. These opportunities are 

recorded in Figure 9-7 and Figure 9-8, including 

sidewalks, crosswalks, curb radii, traffic signals, 

and lighting conditions. 

Sidewalks and Alleyways
Residential streets within Westmont/West Athens 

generally have four to five feet of sidewalk 

available for pedestrian use, while major and 

minor streets generally have six-foot sidewalks. 

In many instances, sidewalks on highways have 

pedestrian clear zones of less than six feet due 

to obstructions like hydrants, bus stops, utilities, 

and benches. 

There are opportunities to enhance maintenance 

on both residential streets and major corridors 

– streets such as Vermont Avenue have tree 

roots that have damaged the sidewalk creating a 

pathway that is difficult to navigate with a wheel-

chair or other mobility devices. Some segments 

of Western Avenue and Vermont Avenue have 

no sidewalks on one side of the road. 

Overall, the sidewalks in the Westmont/West 

Athens area have large trees and are often 

narrow (i.e., less than four feet wide). For 

example, the pedestrian infrastructure along 

Normandie Avenue and Century Boulevard share 

all of these characteristics. Also, drivers entering 

or exiting commercial driveways were observed 

not yielding to pedestrians. Consolidating com-

mercial driveway entrances along commercial 

roadways could create less points of conflict 

between pedestrians and motorists. 

Community members also report that alleyways 

are problematic in Westmont/West Athens due 

to crumbling, uneven pavement. Residents can 

report maintenance issues to the County's mobile 

application, The Works. Public Works has a set 

road resurfacing schedule, including alleyways, 

where the roadways with the worst condition are 

prioritized.1

1 More information about Public Works' pavement management process 
can be found here: http://dpw.lacounty.gov/gmed/lacroads/Pm.aspx

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
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Crosswalks
Marked crosswalks exist at select locations in 

Westmont/West Athens, typically at intersections 

along major streets. There are many locations in 

Westmont/West Athens with crossing challenges, 

which means one or more of the following condi-

tions exist: faded crosswalk striping, challenges 

with visibility of pedestrians in crosswalks, or 

unmarked crosswalks. In residential areas, 

on-street parking shortens the ability for cars to 

see pedestrians crossing at numerous unmarked 

crosswalks. 

Many intersections in Westmont/West Athens 

have unmarked crosswalks on some or all legs. 

This can create inconveniences for pedestri-

ans, leading them to travel greater distances 

to get across the street. The project team also 

observed multiple drivers that failed to yield to 

pedestrians at several unsignalized crossings 

along five major corridors: Century Boulevard, 

Imperial Highway, El Segundo Boulevard, 

Western Avenue, and Vermont Avenue (Figure 

9-8).

Unsignalized crosswalk at the intersection of Vermont 
Avenue and 94th Street, where the project team 
observed motorists not yielding to pedestrians

Curb Ramps and Radii
Curb ramps are located in the center of the curb 

radius throughout the Westmont/West Athens 

community. Like most urban environments, 

a curb radii of 15 feet is typical in Westmont/

West Athens. However, there are locations 

where greater radii exist. For example, the curb 

radii at the western corners of 112th Street and 

Normandie Boulevard are much larger due to 

112th Street’s curved road alignment. Larger radii 

assist cars making right turns by allowing cars to 
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have faster turning speeds. These higher speeds 

increase the severity of impact if there were to 

be a collision. Larger curb radii also set back the 

curb ramp, thus requiring greater right-of-way 

and increasing a pedestrian’s crossing distance. 

Traffic Signals
Most major intersections in Westmont/

West Athens are controlled by traffic signals. 

Pedestrian movement at intersections is con-

trolled by pedestrian signal heads.1 Typically, 

pedestrians request the walk phase of the signal 

by pressing a push button.

Lighting
Lighting at crosswalks and intersections meets 

state regulations throughout Westmont/West 

Athens; however many community members 

have expressed dissatisfaction with lighting 

along sidewalks. Limited lighting along sidewalks 

1 A signal head is an assembly of one or more signal faces together with 
the associated signal housings. A pedestrian signal head is a signal head, 
which contains the symbols WALKING PERSON (symbolizing WALK) and 
UPRAISED HAND (symbolizing DONT WALK), that is installed to direct 
pedestrian traffic at a traffic control signal.

can increase fear about the perception of per-

sonal safety, and discourage pedestrian activity. 

Community members have identified a particular 

need for pedestrian-scale lighting on Western 

Avenue and Budlong Avenue.

Tree Canopy 
Tree canopy can make walking feel safer and 

more pleasant, can address heat islands, beau-

tify the community, and increase overall quality 

of life. Westmont/West Athens is ranked in the 

lowest 15th percentile for tree canopy coverage.2 

The northern and eastern portion of Westmont/

West Athens has the least tree canopy coverage 

relative to population, with over 80 percent of the 

census-weighted population lacking canopy cov-

erage. Tree canopy coverage in the southern and 

eastern portion is at approximately 50 percent.

2 Public Health Alliance’s Healthy Places Index, 2016
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This section discusses proposed projects for 

Westmont/West Athens’ pedestrian network. In 

general, the proposed pedestrian projects focus 

on enhancing safety, comfort, and accessibility 

for people walking or wheeling in Westmont/

West Athens. Proposed projects in Westmont/

West Athens (Figure 9-9) include:

 f Corridor Studies: Potential roadway recon-

figurations that could enhance walking 

conditions and potentially add more green 

space to the community, but need more 

extensive study to implement.

 f Crossing Projects: Facilities that enhance 

crossing the street at intersections and mid-

block, including high-visibility crosswalks, 

advance yield markings, pedestrian-acti-

vated warning systems, new traffic signals 

with pedestrian signal heads, and ADA 

compliant curb ramps. Any recommendation 

to stripe a crosswalk (at controlled or uncon-

trolled locations) should be consistent with 

the County's Crosswalk Guidelines.

 f Sidewalk/Path Projects: Facilities that could 

enhance walking down the street, including 

adding new or widened sidewalks and evalu-

ating removal or relocation of driveways.

PROPOSED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

 f Pedestrian Lighting: Human-scaled lights 

that provide lighting for people walking in 

Westmont/West Athens, as opposed to those 

at heights and directions intended to light 

the roadway for motorists. See Chapter 4 for 

more information about requesting pedestri-

an-scale lighting in Westmont/West Athens.

Most proposed projects are concentrated on the 

community’s major roadways: Western Avenue, 

Vermont Avenue, Normandie Avenue, and 

Budlong Avenue. These corridors have a history 

of pedestrian-related collisions, high motor 

vehicle volumes and speeds, and were identified 

as priorities during community outreach. 

On Western Avenue, the outside lane could be 

studied for the feasibility of restriping to accom-

modate a marked parking lane and a bicycle 

lane where feasible and appropriate. This could 

help slow vehicle traffic without removing any 

travel lanes from this busy corridor. Crossing 

enhancements such as median refuge islands, 

pedestrian-activated warning systems, pedes-

trian signals, and continental crosswalks are 

identified at multiple intersections on Western 

Avenue to enhance safety where crossing may 

be difficult. Curb extensions could also enhance 
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visibility and shorten crossing distances for 

people walking along Western Avenue. Sidewalk 

enhancements, such as evaluating whether 

wide or excess driveways can be removed or 

relocated, may enhance the safety and comfort 

of those walking. It is important to note that the 

County cannot remove or relocate driveways 

without obtaining property owner approval and 

confirmation that there are no adverse impacts to 

the prior planning approval. 

Vermont Avenue could be considered for a 

roadway reconfiguration. Reconfigurations are 

presented as part of future Bus Rapid Transit 

plans for Vermont Avenue, and could poten-

tially retain the existing bicycle lane and street 

parking. Longer-range plans for a potential Metro 

Red Line subway extension may also reshape 

Vermont Avenue and should consider the com-

munity's vision for multi-modal access and safety 

as described in this plan. High-visibility cross-

walks, advance yield markings, longer pedestrian 

crossing times, and curb extensions could help 

enhance crossing conditions along Vermont 

Avenue. Traffic signals have been proposed at 

multiple existing crosswalks on Vermont Avenue 

to enhance crossing the street. 

Additionally, the Vermont Green Line Station 

Transit-Oriented Districts Technical Assistance 

Panel report (2010) proposes widening sidewalks 

on the east and west sides of the I-105 overpass 

to 22 feet, reducing the excessively wide 

median to link the community north and south 

of the freeway.1 Wider sidewalks adjacent to the 

Vermont/Athens Station entrances would create 

room to beautify the street and provide ameni-

ties for transferring transit riders. It is important 

to note that further study by Public Works is 

required to justify uncontrolled crosswalks at 

Vermont Avenue/89th Street, Vermont Avenue/

Athens Station/I-105 Overpass, and Vermont 

Avenue/110th Street mid-block.

Normandie Avenue could be considered for 

a roadway reconfiguration, which could help 

slow traffic and make walking a more appeal-

ing option. Additional proposed projects for 

Normandie Avenue include high-visibility cross-

walks, advance yield markings, curb extensions, 

and traffic signals to enhance safety and comfort.

High-visibility crosswalks are proposed at 

crossings along Budlong Avenue, which runs 

north-south near three elementary schools. At 

multiple intersections along Budlong Avenue, 

curb extensions are also proposed to enhance 

visibility of pedestrians. Curb extensions at 

89th Street, 92nd Street, 102nd Street, 122nd 

Street, and Century Boulevard have already 

been funded and planned for construction as 

of this writing. Public Works is also planning to 

install traffic circles, which may help calm traffic 

and curb speeding, on Budlong Avenue at 88th 

Street, 110th Street, 124th Street, and 127th Street.

1 Urban Land Institute, 2010. More information can be found here: https://
la.uli.org/wp-content/uploads/sites/26/2011/06/County-of-LA-Planning-
Dept-Vermont-Green-Line-Station-2010.pdf
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Per community input, a shared-use path has 

been proposed along the Southern Pacific Rail 

Corridor, from Van Ness Avenue to Vermont 

Avenue. Echoing the vision presented in the 

Westmont/West Athens Community Parks and 

Recreation Plan, a fitness path has been pro-

posed around Chester Washington Golf Course 

and a pocket park has been proposed at 

Normandie Avenue/90th Place.

These proposed projects are detailed in Table 

9-5, and are mapped in Figure 9-9. The project 

list includes estimated costs and prioritization 

scores for each project. Public Works often 

applies for grant funding at the corridor level, 

rather than individual intersections, so the 

average prioritization score for each corridor is 

included in the list as well. Chapter 6 provides an 

overview of how the County will implement these 

projects, Appendix D contains detailed informa-

tion on potential funding sources and project 

prioritization scoring, and Appendix E provides 

additional information on cost estimates.

Implementation of proposed projects in 

Westmont/West Athens is contin gent upon envi-

ronmental analysis, as well as future engineering 

review to ensure consistency with applicable 

County guidelines and practices, including, but 

not limited to, the California Manual on Uniform 

Traffic Control Devices (CA MUTCD), Caltrans 

Highway Design Manual, Los Angeles County 

Code, and the Los Angeles County General 

Plan. Additionally, installation/construc tion of the 

proposed projects, fulfillment of actions, and  

implementation of programs described in this 

Plan are contingent upon available resources, 

right-of-way, sufficient funding to finance installa-

tion, operation, and on-going maintenance, and 

obtaining community and political support.
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

98th Street Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County 98th Street (Halldale 
Avenue to Vermont 
Avenue)

Median Install shared-use path along the 
median

$540,000 60.0

110th Street Average Corridor Score:  65.0

County 110th Street mid-
block (between 
Denker Avenue and 
Normandie Avenue)

Mid-block Install raised/enhanced crossing $10,000 65.0

Berendo Avenue Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Berendo Avenue / 
120th Street

West leg Install pedestrian-activated 
warning system

$80,000 60.0

Northwest and 
southwest corners

Install curb extension $80,000

Budlong Avenue Average Corridor Score:  65.0

County Budlong Avenue / 
88th Street

All Install traffic circle $500,000* 60.0

County Budlong Avenue / 
89th Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000* 60.0

County Budlong Avenue / 
92nd Street

Northeast and 
Northwest corners

Install curb extension $80,000* 70.0

County Budlong Avenue / 
94th Street

North, east, and 
west legs

Stripe continental crosswalk $7,500 65.0

South leg Restripe continental crosswalk $2,500

County Budlong Avenue / 
95th Street

North, east, and 
south legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500* 60.0

West leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 

County Budlong Avenue / 
96th Street

North, east, and 
south legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500* 70.0

West leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 

County Budlong Avenue / 
98th Street

East leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 55.0

North, south, and 
west legs

Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $7,500

County Budlong Avenue / 
Century Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000* 56.0

Northeast corner Remove right-turn slip lane $60,000* 

Table 9-5: Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates in Westmont/West Athens

*Project is funded and will be implemented by Public Works
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

County Budlong Avenue / 
102nd Street

West leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500* 55.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000*

County Budlong Avenue / 
104th Street

West and east legs Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$1,000 60.0

County Budlong Avenue / 
106th Street

East and west legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000* 65.0

County Budlong Avenue / 
107th Street

North, south, and 
east legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500* 70.0

West leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 

County Budlong Avenue / 
109th Place

East and west legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000* 75.0

County Budlong Avenue / 
109th Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000* 70.0

County Budlong Avenue / 
110th Street

All Install traffic circle $500,000* 55.0

County Budlong Avenue / 
112th Street

All corners Install curb extensions $160,000 60.0

County Budlong Avenue / 
119th Street

South leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500* 70.0

County Budlong Avenue / 
120th Street

North, east, and 
south legs

Restripe as yellow continental  
crosswalk

$7,500* 75.0

County Budlong Avenue / 
122nd Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000* 55.0

County Budlong Avenue / 
124th Street

All Install traffic circle $500,000* 55.0

County Budlong Avenue / 
127th Street

All Install traffic circle $500,000* 70.0

East and west legs Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$1,000* 

County Budlong Avenue / El 
Segundo Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 85.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

Varies

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Budlong Avenue 
(87th Street to El 
Segundo Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 85.0

*Project is funded and will be implemented by Public Works
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

Century Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  76.0

County 
/ City of 
Inglewood

Century Boulevard / 
Van Ness Avenue

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 85.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

Varies

County Century Boulevard / 
Haas Avenue

Frontage road 
intersection (east of 
driveway)

Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 85.0

County Century Boulevard / 
Wilton Place

South leg, west leg 
of frontage road

Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 70.0

Southwest frontage 
road median

Extend median to reduce corner 
radii

$30,000 

County Century Boulevard / 
Gramercy Place

East leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 70.0

Southeast corner, 
northeast mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Century Boulevard / 
Denker Avenue

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 70.0

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 

Chester Washington Fitness Path  Average Corridor Score:  75.0

County Chester Washington 
Golf Course (Van 
Ness Avenue, El 
Segundo Boulevard, 
Western Avenue, 
Southern Pacific Rail 
Corridor)

Around golf course Install a fitness path around the 
golf course, using pedestrian-
friendly surface material like rubber 
or decomposed granite

Varies 75.0

Denker Avenue    Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Denker Avenue / 
103rd Street

North and south 
legs

Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$500,000 55.0

County Denker Avenue / 
105th Street

North and south 
legs

Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$500,000 50.0

County Denker Avenue / 
108th Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 65.0

County Denker Avenue / 
109th Place

North and south 
legs

Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$500,000 50.0

Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates in Westmont/West Athens, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

County Denker Avenue / 
110th Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 70.0

All legs Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $10,000 

County` Denker Avenue / 111th 
Street

North and south 
legs

Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$500,000 55.0

County Denker Avenue 
(Century Boulevard to 
Imperial Highway)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 75.0

Imperial Highway    Average Corridor Score:  73.8

County 
/ City of 
Hawthorne

Imperial Highway / 
Van Ness Avenue

North, south, and 
east legs

Restripe as continental crosswalks $7,500 70.0

Northeast and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Imperial Highway / 
Haas Avenue

Frontage road 
intersection (west 
mid-block)

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$8,000 60.0

County Imperial Highway / 
Denker Avenue

All legs Restripe as yellow continental  
crosswalk

$10,000 75.0

County Imperial Highway / 
Raymond Avenue

North and east legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 65.0

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000 

East leg Install median refuge island $30,000

County Imperial Highway / 
Budlong Avenue

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000 70.0

Stripe continental crosswalk $12,500

Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000

East-west direction Install advance stop marking $1,000

East jog - all corners Install curb extension $160,000

County Imperial Highway / 
Berendo Avenue

West leg of east jog Stripe new continental crosswalk $2,500 75.0

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000 

County Imperial Highway 
(Western Avenue to 
Vermont Avenue)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $53,000 95.0

County Imperial Highway 
(Western Avenue to 
Vermont Avenue)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will vary 
for study, 

design, and 
implementa-

tion

80.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

Normandie Avenue 75.3

County/
City of Los 
Angeles

Normandie Avenue / 
87th Street

Northwest and 
southwest corners

Install ADA compliant curb ramp $16,000 65.0

County Normandie Avenue / 
90th Place

Southeast corner Install pocket park, per Parks Plan $300,000 55.0

County/
City of Los 
Angeles

Normandie Avenue / 
94th Street

Southwest corner Realign curb ramp to align with 
existing crosswalk

$8,000 65.0

Southwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 
95th Street

Northwest mid-block Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$8,000 70.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 
97th Street

North-south 
direction

Install advance yield marking $1,000* 75.0

North leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500* 

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000 

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 
Century Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 85.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

Varies

County Normandie Avenue / 
102nd Street

North-south 
direction

Install advance yield marking $1,000* 65.0

South leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500*

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000 

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 
105th Street

South leg of north 
jog

Install new continental crosswalk $2,500 85.0

Install pedestrian-activated 
warning system

$80,000 

Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates in Westmont/West Athens, continued

**Project is funded and will be implemented by Public Works
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

County Normandie Avenue / 
107th Street

North-south 
direction

Install advance yield marking $1,000* 70.0

North leg of south 
jog

Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500* 

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000 

East leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500 

Northeast corner 
and southwest 
mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 
108th Street

South and west legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 85.0

County Normandie Avenue / 
110th Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 75.0

County Normandie Avenue / 
112th Street

North and west legs Stripe new continental crosswalk $5,000 70.0

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000 

Northwest and 
southwest corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 
Imperial Highway

All legs Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

Varies 80.0

County Normandie Avenue / 
121st Street

East leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500 70.0

County Normandie Avenue / 
122nd Street

North-south 
directions

Install advance yield marking $1,000* 65.0

South leg Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500*

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000 

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 
124th Street

North-south 
directions

Install advance yield marking $1,000* 50.0

North leg Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500* 

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000 

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County 
/ City of 
Gardena

Normandie Avenue 
/ El Segundo 
Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 60.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

Varies

*Project is funded and will be implemented by Public Works
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

County Normandie Avenue 
(87th Street to El 
Segundo Avenue)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $159,000 95.0

County Normandie Avenue 
(87th Street to El 
Segundo Avenue)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will vary 
for study, 

design, and 
implementa-

tion

85.0

Southern Pacific Rail Corridor Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Southern Pacific Rail 
Corridor (Van Ness 
Avenue to Vermont 
Avenue)

South side of rail Install shared-use path $1,350,000 60.0

Van Ness Avenue Average Corridor Score:  52.5

County 
/ City of 
Inglewood

Van Ness Avenue / 
108th Street

East leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 55.0

County 
/ City of 
Inglewood

Van Ness Avenue / 
Cullivan Street

Northeast and 
northwest corners

Install curb extension $80,000 50.0

East and west legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $5,000

Vermont Avenue  Average Corridor Score:  73.6

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
89th Street

Southwest and 
northwest corners

Install curb extension $120,000 70.0

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
90th Street

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000 70.0

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
92nd Street

Northeast corners, 
north and south 
mid-block

Install curb extension $120,000 75.0

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
94th Street

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000 85.0

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
Colden Avenue

Northeast and 
southeast corners, 
north and south 
mid-block

Install curb extension $160,000 70.0

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
98th Street

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000 70.0

West and east legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $5,000 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates in Westmont/West Athens, continued

**Project is funded and will be implemented by Public Works
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
Century Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 80.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

Varies

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
103rd Street

Northwest corner 
and northeast 
mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 75.0

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000 

West leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500 

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
105th Street

Southwest corner 
and southeast 
mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 85.0

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
108th Street

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 85.0

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
110th Street

Southwest corner 
and southeast 
mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 75.0

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000 

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
112th Street

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000 70.0

Northeast mid-
block, both sides of 
median

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramps where nonexistent

$24,000 

Northwest corner 
and northeast 
mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 

Median Install paved path across median at 
existing crosswalk

$22,500 

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
Imperial Highway

Southwest corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 
removal2

$10,000 80.0

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $15,000 

Northeast corner Reconfigure corner (at Southwest 
Boulevard) to minimize pedestrian 
crossing distances

$200,000 

All legs Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$15,000 

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

Varies
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Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates in Westmont/West Athens, continued

Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont/Athens 
Metro Green Line 
Station / I-105 
Overpass

Mid-block (Vermont 
Avenue)

Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 65.0

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
I-105 eastbound and 
westbound ramps

West, north, and 
east legs

Restripe as continental crosswalk $7,500 65.0

All legs Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

Varies

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
116th Place

West and east leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $5,000* 65.0

County/
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
120th Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 75.0

All legs Restripe as yellow continental  
crosswalk

$10,000 

Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$15,000

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

Varies

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
124th Street

South direction Install advance yield marking $1,000* 70.0

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 
125th Street

Southwest mid-
block and southeast 
corner

Install curb extension $80,000 70.0

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles 
/ City of 
Gardena

Vermont Avenue / El 
Segundo Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 60.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

Varies

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue 
(87th Street to El 
Segundo Boulevard)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration 
per future Bus Rapid Transit plans

Cost will vary 
for study, 

design, and 
implementa-

tion

85.0

Western Avenue Average Corridor Score:  77.9

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Western Avenue / 
104th Street

Northwest, 
northeast, and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramps where currently nonexistent

$24,000 75.0

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 

*Project is funded and will be implemented by Public Works
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Western Avenue / 
106th Street

West leg Stripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500 65.0

East leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Western Avenue / 
107th Street

East leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 70.0

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Western Avenue / 
108th Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 85.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Western Avenue / 
110th Street

East and west legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 85.0

South leg Install pedestrian-activated 
warning system

$80,000 

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Western Avenue / 
111th Street

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 65.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Western Avenue / 
Imperial Highway

All legs Install high-visibility crossing and 
modify signal timing to include 
a Leading Pedestrian Interval 
or semi-exclusive/exclusive 
pedestrian movements as 
appropriate

Varies 80.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

Northeast corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 
removal2

$10,000 

County Western Avenue / LA 
Southwest College 
(south of Imperial 
Highway)

North, west, and 
east legs

Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $7,500 75.0

County Western Avenue / 
120th Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 80.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles 
/ City of 
Gardena

Western Avenue / El 
Segundo Boulevard

North leg Modify median to end before or at 
crosswalk line

$10,000 75.0

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

Varies

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

*Project is funded and will be implemented by Public Works
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

County Western Avenue 
(104th Street to El 
Segundo Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 90.0

County Western Avenue 
(104th Street to El 
Segundo Boulevard)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $106,000 90.0

Restripe outside lanes to include 
8-foot parking lane, 5-foot bicycle 
lane, and 10-foot vehicle travel 
lanes to slow vehicle traffic

$200,000 

Total Capital Costs3 $17,320,000

Contingency (20% of total capital 
cost)

$3,464,000

Total P.E. (30% of total capital cost) $5,196,000

Total Construction Engineering (50% of total capital cost) $8,660,000

Project Total $34,640,000

   

Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates in Westmont/West Athens, continued

1All costs are based on 2018 estimates. Appropriate inflation and escalation increases may be applicable at time of implementation.
2Driveway related projects are contingent upon the County developing a process to consolidate, reduce widths of, or close excessive driveways, 
where feasible and appropriate, in accordance with Los Angeles County Code Title 16, and considering prior planning approval. See Chapter 4, 
Driveways section for more detail.
3Cost does not include treatments for which unit prices are listed as "Varies," including pocket parks, pedestrian-scale lighting, and studies for roadway 
reconfiguration. Costs for these treatments can vary widely depending on design. Installation of pedestrian-scale lighting is contingent upon available 
and secured funding to finance the installation, operation, and maintenance costs. 
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Figure 9-9: Proposed pedestrian projects in Westmont/West Athens 

Installation of pedestrian-scale lighting is contingent upon available and secured funding to finance the installation, operation, and 
maintenance costs.
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While proposed location-specific infrastruc-

ture projects help to enhance the pedestrian 

experience, these alone are not enough to 

make long-term, widespread changes. Actions 

reinforce the proposed infrastructure projects 

and help standardize procedures across all 

agencies. Proposed countywide actions are 

listed in Chapter 2, while Table 9-6 lists actions 

that will be particularly important for long-term 

enhancements in the pedestrian environment in 

Westmont/West Athens.

PROPOSED ACTIONS AND PROGRAMS

Additionally, programs help support pedes-

trian infrastructure projects through education, 

encouragement, enforcement, and evaluation. All 

proposed countywide programs can be found in 

Chapter 5, while programs that are most import-

ant for Westmont/West Athens are listed in Table 

9-7.
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Table 9-6: Actions for Westmont/West Athens

Action Lead Departments Timeframe

EH-2.1: Develop guidelines that establish a maximum 
distance between controlled intersections and marked 
crosswalks on major and secondary streets, where 
feasible.

Public Works On-going

Action EH-2.9: Convert alleyways to multi-use paths 
and community green spaces, where feasible and 
appropriate.

Public Works On-going

C-2.4: Prioritize requests related to illegal dumping 
when a report indicates the material is impeding safe 
pedestrian travel.

Public Works, Sheriff, Agricultural 
Commissioner/Weights & 
Measures

On-going

SC-1.1: Continue to explore ways to purchase, operate, 
and maintain pedestrian-scale lighting.

Public Works On-going

SC-1.2: Support LED light installation on new and existing 
streetlight poles and, to reduce sidewalk clutter, consider 
combined street-scale and pedestrian-scale lighting on 
individual light poles, where feasible and appropriate.

Public Works On-going

SC-1.4: Identify areas where illicit activities, such as 
cruising and prostitution, occur and work with Public 
Works to strategically use traffic calming mechanisms 
with the goal of reducing these activities, where feasible 
and appropriate.

Sheriff On-going

Table 9-7: Programs for Westmont/West Athens

Program Description

Safe Passages Safe Passages is a program that focuses on providing safety to students as 
they travel to school in high violence or high crime communities. Safe Passages 
programs are specifically designed to ensure that students can travel to school 
without fear of intimidation or harm due to gang activity, drugs, or crime. Safe 
Passages programs have also been initiated to enhance safety for community 
members walking to parks in communities with high violence or crime to ensure 
that they can access resources, be physically active, and engage with neighbors. 
More information can be found in Chapter 5, Program 2: Safe Passages.

Pedestrian Wayfinding Wayfinding systems help pedestrians navigate to major community-serving 
destinations such as transit stations, parks, libraries, schools, and business 
districts. They can also serve as an encouragement program by providing 
walking time to destination information, helping people orient themselves 
with less confusion or stress, and encouraging the discovery of new places 
or services. Wayfinding can also be used to highlight the local identity of a 
community. A wayfinding system can take many forms, but it typically includes a 
combination of physical signs, markers, and/or information kiosks. Public Works' 
Wayfinding Program is centered on enhancing access to Metro rail stations 
located in Westmont/West Athens. As of 2017, Public Works had secured two 
grants from Metro to implement pedestrian wayfinding signage around the 
Vermont Green Line Station in Westmont/West Athens.
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The area is bordered by the City of Pico Rivera 

to the west, the City of Whittier to the north and 

east, and the City of Santa Fe Springs to the 

east and south. West Whittier-Los Nietos has a 

population of 25,540 and is primarily residen-

tial. Almost 80 percent of the homes in the area 

were built during the 1940s – 60s as part of the 

post-World War II population boom. At this time, 

sidewalk construction in unincorporated commu-

nities was not required, so the majority of streets 

were built without sidewalks. 

COMMUNITY PROFILE
The West Whittier-Los Nietos area, 2.5 square miles, consists of the 
unincorporated communities of West Whittier and Los Nietos in Los Angeles 
County.
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Understanding the demographics of a commu-

nity helps decision-makers plan for and target 

appropriate pedestrian projects and programs. 

The median household income in West Whittier-

Los Nietos is $62,486, higher than the county 

average of $55,870. West Whittier-Los Nietos 

also has a lower poverty rate than the county 

average. However, nearly one in three West 

Whittier-Los Nietos residents have less than a 

high school education, as compared with one in 

five in the county. 

West Whittier-Los Nietos is slightly younger than 

the county as a whole, and more than a third 

of households contain at least one child under 

the age of 18. Eleven percent of households 

are single parent households, with a majority 

of residents identifying as Hispanic or Latino. A 

smaller number of residents are foreign born than 

in the county as a whole, with less than a third 

of households considered linguistically isolated 

(Table 10-1).1 

1 American Community Survey, 5-year estimate 2010-2014

Demographics
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Table 10-1: West Whittier-Los Nietos Demographics 

Percent in West Whittier-Los 
Nietos

Percent in Los Angeles 
County

Education

Less than high school diploma 31.8 21.4

High school graduate, GED or alternative 29.2 20.5

Some college or Associate’s degree 28.8 26.5

Bachelor’s degree or higher 10.2 26.5

Poverty

Persons in Poverty 10.9 18.7

Age

Under 18 Years 26.4 23.2

18-64 Years 62.0 64.9

65 and Older 12.1 11.9

Race/Ethnicity

Hispanic or Latino 88.1 48.4

White (Non-Hispanic) 9.2 26.6

American Indian and Alaska Native 0.7 0.7

Asian 1.0 15.0

Black or African American (Non-Hispanic) 0.7 8.7

Other 0.3 1.3

Immigration and Linguistic Isolation

Foreign Born 26.8 35.7

Households that are Linguistically Isolated 31.0 14.4

Source: American Community Survey, 5-year estimate 2010-2014
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Land use and design policies impact residents’ 

health and physical activity levels. A majority of 

the land use (84.5 percent) in West Whittier-Los 

Nietos is designated as residential, with only 10 

percent designated as commercial. Figure 10-1 

shows land uses in West Whittier-Los Nietos. 

Land Use
Commercial uses in the community are concen-

trated along Washington Boulevard, Whittier 

Boulevard, and Norwalk Boulevard. Most of the 

southern side of Whittier Boulevard between 

I-605 and Sorensen Avenue is part of West 

Whittier-Los Nietos, and is also a major com-

mercial corridor for the adjacent City of Whittier. 

The City of Whittier’s Lincoln Specific Plan (2015) 

includes a proposal for a new commercial center 

at the intersection of Whittier Boulevard and 

Sorenson Avenue.
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Park access evaluates the distribution of park 

land within West Whittier-Los Nietos and whether 

residents can easily access it. The closer a 

person lives to a park, the more likely it is that 

they will visit it regularly. Most pedestrians are 

willing to walk one half-mile (approximately ten 

minutes of walking), to access a destination.1 

West Whittier-Los Nietos has eight parks within 

its boundaries, including five schools that permit 

public use through joint-use agreements. The 

public parks are Sorensen Park, McNees Park, 

and Amigo Park. The schools with joint-use 

agreements include Katherine Edwards Middle 

School, Los Nietos Middle School, West Whittier 

Elementary School, and Pioneer High School.

1 Department of Parks and Recreation. West Whittier-Los Nietos Park 
Needs Assessment. 2016.

Park Access

However, 37 percent of West Whittier-Los Nietos 

residents do not live within a half mile walk of a 

park (Figure 10-2).2 Some community members 

also report that they cannot always access some 

of the schools’ joint-use access space. Overall, 

the community has approximately 3.3 acres of 

parkland per 1,000 people, the same as the 

county average. The County’s General Plan sets 

a goal to provide four acres of local parkland per 

1,000 county residents in all communities. 

 

2 The distance from each household in West Whittier-Los Nietos to the 
access points of all adjacent parks was calculated along the walkable 
road/ pedestrian network rather than “as the crow flies.” Since pedestrians 
cannot safely or legally walk on highways or freeways, this method takes 
these barriers into consideration and results in a more accurate assessment 
of the distance a pedestrian would need to cover to reach a park. Source: 
Department of Parks and Recreation. West Whittier-Los Nietos Park Needs 
Assessment. 2016.
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Understanding which health issues and behav-

iors are prevalent in West Whittier-Los Nietos can 

help decision makers target appropriate pedes-

trian interventions.1 For both West Whittier-Los 

Nietos and Los Angeles County, heart disease 

and cancer are the two leading causes of death. 

Both of these diseases are highly correlated with 

diet, physical activity, exposure to toxins (tobacco 

and pollution), and stress.2 The top three leading 

causes of premature death for the eastern region 

of the county are coronary heart disease, motor 

vehicle crashes, and homicide.3 Life expectancy 

in the area is broadly consistent with county 

averages.4 

Slightly more adults self-reported psychological 

stress in West Whittier-Los Nietos than in the 

county. Both adult and child obesity rates are 

higher than those countywide.5 West Whitter-Los 

Nietos is bisected by the I-605 Freeway, and 

freeway proximity has been shown to directly 

1 This plan uses health data at the zip code level when necessary. West 
Whittier-Los Nietos is in Zip Code 90606, which includes some neighboring 
communities with similar socio-demographics and built environment.
2 HealthyCity.org
3 Mortality in Los Angeles County 2012: Leading Causes of Death and 
Premature Death with Trends for 2003-2012. (2012). Los Angeles County 
Department of Public Health. http://publichealth.lacounty.gov/dca/data/
documents/mortalityrpt12.pdf
4 Los Angeles County Department Of Public Health, 2010
5 Adults with a body mass index greater than or equal to 30.0 are 
considered obese. Children 2-11 whose combination of weight, sex, and 
age ranks higher than the CDC’s 2001 95th percentile are considered 
obese, as are children 12-17 who ranked higher than the CDC’s 2010 85th 
percentile for body mass index. Source: California Health Interview Survey, 
Neighborhood Edition, 2014.

Health

cause asthma in children.6 Both childhood and 

adult asthma rates are slightly higher than the 

countywide average. Youth in West Whittier-Los 

Nietos have a slightly higher level of physical 

activity (21 percent) compared with Los Angeles 

County (19.8 percent).7 Over eight percent adults 

in West Whittier-Los Nietos have a disability, com-

pared with the county average of six percent.8 

Overall, West Whittier-Los Nietos qualifies as a 

disadvantaged community on three common 

statewide indicators, which considers pollution 

burden, participation in the National School 

Lunch Program, and health determinants like 

population with disabilities and park access.9 

Based on these indicators, West Whittier-Los 

Nietos may be eligible to receive funding priori-

tization from the Caltrans Active Transportation 

Program and potentially other funding sources 

identified later in this Plan. Health data for West 

Whittier-Los Nietos is shown in Table 10-2 and 

10-3.

6 A 2006 USC study found that children living within approximately 82 
yards of a major road had a 50 percent greater risk of exhibiting asthma 
symptoms in the past year than were children who lived more than approxi-
mately 328 yards away.
7 Regular physical activity is defined as “at least 60 minutes of physical 
activity daily in the past week, excluding physical education.” Source: 
California Health Interview Survey, Neighborhood Edition, 2012. The 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) recommends that adults 
do at least 150 minutes per week of moderate-intensity activity “for sub-
stantial health benefits.” Source: CDC, 2008 Physical Activity Guidelines 
for Americans.
8 American Community Survey, 5-year estimate 2010-2014
9 These indicators include CalEnviroScreen 2.0, National School Lunch 
Program Free and Reduced Lunch Program participation, median house-
hold income, and the Healthy Places Index, produced by the Public Health 
Alliance of Southern California.
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Table 10-3: West Whittier-Los Nietos Health Indicators

Percent in West Whittier-Los 
Nietos

Percent in Los Angeles 
County

Serious Psychological Distress (Adults age 18 years +) 10.6 8.0

Obesity

Children overweight for age (2-11) 18.0 12.4

Teens overweight or obese (12-17) 43.6 37.9

Adult obesity 37.6 25.9

Respiratory Illness

Children ages 0-17 years ever diagnosed with asthma 13.5 13.1 

Adults (Age 18 years plus) ever diagnosed with asthma 13.8 12.6 

Physical Activity

Regular physical activity (ages 5-17) 14.6 18.9

Walked at least 150 minutes per week (age 18+) 34.0 34.1

Disability

With a Disability, under age 65 8.2 6.0

Sources: California Health Interview Survey, Neighborhood Edition, 2014; American Community Survey, 5-year 
estimate 2010-2014

Table 10-2: West Whittier-Los Nietos Causes of Death

(Selected) Causes of Death 
Death rate (per 100,000 population)

Percent in West Whittier-Los 
Nietos

Percent in Los Angeles 
County

Heart Disease 30.0 26.9

Cancer 23.8 24.2
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An overview of existing countywide plans can be 

found in Chapter 1, and more details are listed in 

Appendix A.

San Gabriel River Master Plan (2006)
This plan presents a shared vision for the river 

and a plan for how to achieve this vision. One of 

the primary objectives included in the plan is to 

enhance the pedestrian and bicycle trail, includ-

ing pedestrian bridges, along the San Gabriel 

River corridor. Rails-to-trails projects will provide 

West Whittier-Los Nietos with enhanced access 

to the river.

Whittier Area Pedestrian Master Plan: 
Unincorporated West, South, and East 
Whittier Areas (2009)
This plan, developed by Public Works, identifies 

and plans for future sidewalk facilities in unin-

corporated West, South, and East Whittier. It 

focuses on identifying and prioritizing projects 

near public elementary schools and proposes 

a series of sidewalk construction projects. The 

five West Whittier elementary schools consid-

ered in the report are Aeolian Elementary, Ada S. 

Nelson Elementary, Phelan Elementary, Sorenson 

Elementary, and West Whittier Elementary.

PREVIOUS PLANS AND PROJECTS
This Plan builds on numerous West Whittier-Los Nietos planning efforts.

Safe Routes to School Information and 
Maps (2009)
Suggested route to school maps were created 

by Public Works for Ada S. Nelson Elementary, 

Phelan Elementary, Aeolian Elementary, 

Sorenson Elementary, and West Whittier 

Elementary.

Lincoln Specific Plan (2014)
This plan presents a development plan for a 

76-acre site in the City of Whittier, adjacent to 

West Whittier-Los Nietos, at Whittier Boulevard 

and Sorensen Avenue. It proposes a mix of resi-

dential, commercial, and open space. Objectives 

in the plan related to walking include creating 

public space amenities within the commercial 

area, creating connectivity between land uses, 

and providing recreational amenities within 

walking distance of residential neighborhoods.
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In collaboration with the Department of Public 

Health (DPH), the Los Angeles Neighborhood 

Initiative (LANI) led outreach efforts to gather 

community input for the development of the West 

Whittier-Los Nietos Pedestrian Plan. The com-

munity outreach strategy was developed based 

on the Plan goals, as well as an understanding of 

issues in the community. 

Outreach was conducted in two phases. The 

first phase helped the project team understand 

challenges and opportunities for walking in 

West Whittier-Los Nietos. The second phase 

of outreach gave community stakeholders an 

opportunity to respond to the draft Pedestrian 

Plan and provide additional input on needed 

pedestrian projects. These efforts took place 

from August 2016 to December 2017, and 

included the project team attending existing 

meetings held by community organizations, 

schools and neighborhood groups; tabling at 

community events; focus groups; stakeholder 

interviews; surveys; two community workshops, 

community data collection activities, and com-

munity walk audits. A summary of the outreach 

activities and key findings on barriers to walking 

in the community and desired pedestrian facil-

ities, amenities, and programs are provided on 

the following pages. 

Community Advisory Committee
A Community Advisory Committee (CAC) was 

formed at the start of the project to provide 

guidance to the project team on community 

engagement efforts, and to inform the planning 

process. The CAC also provided advice on 

community priorities and preferences. The CAC 

was made up of youth, senior, business, faith-

based, parent, homeowner, and other community 

representatives. In addition, the CAC meetings 

provided members with opportunities to learn 

about community data collection methods, 

County processes, and the connection between 

walkability, public health, public safety and 

advocacy. The CAC met a total of eight times 

throughout the Pedestrian Plan process.  

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT

Community leaders provide input at a West Whittier-Los 
Nietos Community Advisory Committee meeting
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Community Collaboration
To maximize community participation, LANI and 

DPH reached out to existing community organiza-

tions and groups to identify meetings and events 

community members regularly attend or partic-

ipate in. This enabled the project team to reach 

stakeholders where they may already convene. 

This also helped the team identify specific popu-

lations in the community with which to host focus 

groups and stakeholder interviews in order to 

better understand concerns and opportunities for 

walking in the community.

At each meeting, participants were asked to 

identify challenges to walking in West Whittier-

Los Nietos on a large-scale map. Participants 

identified where crossing the street was chal-

lenging or where there was no pedestrian-scale 

lighting. Many community groups also expressed 

the need for sidewalks in the community and 

traffic calming projects on streets adjacent to 

schools.

Community groups engaged in the development 

of the Pedestrian Plan include:

 f Promotoras En Accion 

 f Healthy Los Nietos Collaborative

 f West Whittier Advisory Council

 f Los Nietos MASH meeting

 f Pioneer High School Administration  

 f Parent Group at Ada S. Nelson Elementary 

 f Sorensen School Parent Coffee Club

 f Student groups at Los Nietos Middle School

 f Los Nietos Senior Group

 f Better Transit Now

 f Whittier City School District

Further, stakeholder interviews were conducted 

with the Principals of Los Nietos Middle School 

and Pioneer High School.
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Students at Ada S. Nelson Elementary School provide 
input on the draft West Whittier-Los Nietos Community
Pedestrian Plan during Walk to School Day

Community Events
Project staff identified numerous community 

events to reach stakeholders who may not typ-

ically attend County workshops. At each event, 

stakeholders were asked to provide input on 

a map of West Whittier-Los Nietos, identifying 

challenges to walking. Additionally, outreach 

staff educated stakeholders about the types of 

pedestrian infrastructure projects that could help 

address the issues they identified. Community 

events that the project team attended include:

 f Los Nietos Back to School night

 f Healthy Los Nietos Family Fun Night

 f Los Nietos Library Opening 

 f Parks After Dark at Sorensen Park 

 f Sorensen Library Youth Club

 f Aeolian Elementary; Walk to School Day

 f Aeolian Elementary Back to School Night

 f Ada Nelson Elementary; Walk to School Day 

 f West Whittier Elementary; Walk to School 

Day

 f Whittier City School District Parent Academy

Stakeholders were encouraged to complete a 

survey on their current walking habits, concerns, 

and desired projects. DPH and LANI staff col-

lected a total of 64 surveys. The survey was also 

available online in both Spanish and English. 

Community Data Collection
To fully involve community stakeholders in the 

planning process, LANI and DPH staff trained 

community residents in several data collection 

methods including pedestrian counts, photo-

voice, and walk audits. Through these activities, 

West Whittier-Los Nietos residents helped collect 

data on existing conditions to identify and inform 

the proposed projects in the Plan.

PEDESTRIAN COUNTS

Pedestrian counts provide the County with a 

snapshot of current pedestrian volumes on 

specific corridors throughout West Whittier-Los 

Nietos. Manual pedestrian counts were con-

ducted in 2016 on two weekdays (Thursday, 

October 6th and 20th) and two weekend days 

(Saturday, October 8th and 22nd), with help from 
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community volunteers. The counts took place 

during peak weekday travel times (7AM - 9AM 

and 3PM - 5PM) and peak weekend travel times 

(11AM - 1PM). This count data helped the project 

team validate automated count data collected 

during the same period, at different locations in 

West Whittier-Los Nietos.

The project team recruited 15 community 

members and hosted a volunteer training prior to 

the counts. Community members were provided 

with the materials needed to conduct the counts 

including clipboards, count forms, safety vests, 

pens, and the count locations each person 

was assigned to. Participants used count forms 

to indicate how many people were walking in 

multiple directions, in which direction they were 

walking, and other characteristics like whether 

they were in a wheelchair or whether they were 

children.

As pedestrian projects and programs are imple-

mented in West Whittier-Los Nietos, the County 

will use the data to help evaluate changes in the 

rates of walking in the community. 

WALK AUDITS

A walk audit is an unbiased evaluation of the 

walking environment, to identify opportunities 

for enhancements related to the safety, access, 

comfort, and convenience of the walking environ-

ment. An audit can be used to identify potential 

alternatives or solutions such as engineering 

treatments, policy changes, or education and 

enforcement measures. 

The project team conducted two walk audits in 

January 2017, with 24 community members in 

attendance. Walk audit training was provided to 

participants, and then they broke up into teams 

of two or three to assess a specific corridor. After 

each team finished, they regrouped to discuss 

observations that they noticed while on the walk 

audit. The corridors included in the walk audit 

were identified by community members through 

the feedback received from the surveys, com-

munity events, and CAC meetings. Information 

collected from walk audits is included in the 

Existing Pedestrian Facilities section of this 

chapter.
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Community Workshop 1
The Department of Public Health (DPH) hosted a 

workshop on November 7, 2016. The workshop 

solicited input from stakeholders regarding the 

West Whittier-Los Nietos Community Pedestrian 

Plan. Eight West Whittier-Los Nietos residents 

attended the workshop, which was hosted at 

Pioneer High School. During the workshop, 

attendees were divided into groups for facilitated 

activities and discussions regarding three topic 

areas: existing challenges to walkability, pedes-

trian projects, and priority intersections.  

ACTIVITY #1 GROUP DISCUSSION ON 
CHALLENGES TO WALKING

Using a large-scale map of West Whittier-Los 

Nietos, facilitators asked participants to provide 

input on barriers to walking and the specific loca-

tions of issues, if applicable. Input was recorded 

on maps and on chart paper. Participants were 

also provided with post-it notes to record their 

own input and asked to attach them to the map 

or chart paper. Concerns and opportunities 

included:   

 f Speeding on Slauson Avenue

 f Insufficient lighting in the West Whittier area

 f Streets have raised areas due to roots or 

broken asphalt

 f Jaywalking on Waddell Street and Norwalk 

Boulevard

 f Large volumes of semi-truck traffic

 f Challenging intersections such as:

ff Norwalk Boulevard/Washington 

Boulevard

ff Pioneer Boulevard/Slauson Avenue

ff Pioneer Boulevard/Rivera Road

ff Waddell Street/Pioneer Boulevard

ff Slauson Avenue/Norwalk Boulevard

 f Crossing guards on Slauson Avenue

 f Pedestrian-scale lighting on Broadway 

between Norwalk Boulevard and Washington 

Boulevard

 f Needed sidewalks, crosswalks, and curb 

extensions

 f Pedestrian education for community and 

youth

 f Truck routes on specific streets
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ACTIVITY #2 PRIORITY FACILITY TYPES

Participants were provided five green dot stick-

ers and were asked to apply them to a poster 

board displaying various pedestrian projects, to 

indicate preferences for their community. 

The top facilities that the community supported 

were:

 f Sidewalks

 f Pedestrian-scale lighting

 f High-visibility crosswalks

 f Traffic calming measures

 f Pedestrian-activated warning systems  

ACTIVITY #3 PRIORITY LOCATIONS FOR 
PROJECTS

Participants were provided three blue dot stick-

ers and were asked to place them on a map of 

West Whittier-Los Nietos to identify their priority 

locations for pedestrian projects. The top priority 

locations identified were: 

 f Norwalk Boulevard/Broadway

 f Slauson Avenue/Norwalk Boulevard

 f Norwalk Boulevard/Washington Boulevard

Community members identify priority locations for 
pedestrian projects at Workshop 1 in West
Whittier-Los Nietos
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Community Workshop 2
On September 18, 2017, Public Health hosted a 

second community workshop at the Sorensen 

Library on Broadway to gather feedback about 

the preliminary draft West Whittier-Los Nietos 

Community Pedestrian Plan. Thirty-three com-

munity members attended. Project staff provided 

a project overview and then asked participants 

to visit four stations to learn about and provide 

feedback on the proposed program, policy, and 

infrastructure projects presented in the Plan. 

Each attendee was provided with a ‘passport’ 

and feedback worksheet. At each station, par-

ticipants received a stamp on the passport, and 

once the passport card and feedback worksheet 

were complete, participants were given a raffle 

ticket for a chance to win a refurbished bicycle. 

Comments received at the stations and from the 

feedback worksheet identified the community's 

desire for:

 f Support [for] walking clubs for seniors

 f More sidewalks in the community, especially 

around the schools

 f Traffic calming

 f High-visibility crosswalks

 f Pedestrian-scale lighting 

 f Longer crossing time on major streets

 f Amenities such as benches and trash cans

Community members request additional pedestrian 
projects at Workshop 2 in West Whittier-Los
Nietos
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Levels of Walking and Driving
A major objective of any pedestrian investment is 

to increase the attractiveness and convenience 

of walking. To understand current levels of 

walking in West Whittier-Los Nietos, the County 

looked at statistics about commuting and car 

ownership, and the results of pedestrian counts.

Approximately 1.5 percent of employed West 

Whittier-Los Nietos residents commute to work 

primarily by walking, only half the countywide 

rate. Currently, the number of West Whittier-Los 

Nietos residents who take public transit (two 

percent) is much lower than the county average 

of seven percent, despite the fact that the com-

munity is served by three transit agencies. A map 

of transit access in West Whittier-Los Nietos can 

be found in Appendix B.

Household access to vehicles also influences 

residents’ reliance on transit or walking. Overall, 

West Whittier-Los Nietos has a higher percent-

age of commuters who have access to a car than 

the county as a whole. Nearly half of households 

in the community have three or more vehicles, 

compared with the county (38 percent).1 

Pedestrian counts were conducted at 16 locations 

in West Whittier-Los Nietos for two, two-week 

1 Community data: American Community Survey, 2010-2014 5-Year 
Estimates; County data: American Community Survey, 2015 1-Year Estimate

periods between September 29 and October 

12, 2016, and October 15 and October 28, 2016, 

to help measure trends in facility use and put 

collision data in context. Volumes were counted 

using an automatic machine. The counts in Table 

10-4 show us what pedestrian activity looks like 

in this community at these locations. Though 

count data is also used to assess whether a 

location meets a threshold for certain pedestrian 

improvements like traffic signals, counts are not 

typically comparable between communities or 

against any standard for pedestrian activity. For 

example, what may be considered high levels of 

activity in West Whittier-Los Nietos may seem low 

in another community.

Data shows that peak pedestrian activity 

occurs in the afternoon hours during weekdays. 

Locations in the northern parts of the community 

have greater pedestrian volumes. The largest 

pedestrian volume was measured on Whittier 

Boulevard west of Norwalk Boulevard. Although 

Slauson Avenue near Millergrove Drive is adja-

cent to school and residential land-uses, the 

pedestrian volumes are very minimal compared 

to other locations. A summary of the data can 

be found in Table 10-4 and more information is 

provided in Appendix C.

PEDESTRIAN ENVIRONMENT
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Table 10-4: West Whittier-Los Nietos Pedestrian Counts Summary

Location Pedestrian Average Daily Traffic Peak Day of Week

West side of Pioneer Boulevard 46 Thursday

East side of Pioneer Boulevard 133 Saturday

Whittier Boulevard, north of Norwalk Boulevard 378 Tuesday

Norwalk Boulevard, north of Bexley Drive 271 Tuesday

Norwalk Boulevard, south of Bexley Drive 120 Thursday

Broadway, north of Aldrich Street 129 Wednesday

Washington Boulevard, west of Vicki Drive 168 Saturday

Washington Boulevard, west of Sorenson Avenue 230 Thursday

North side of Slauson Avenue 52 Friday

South side of Slauson Avenue 80 Tuesday

Norwalk Boulevard, south of Rivera Road 114 Tuesday

Norwalk Boulevard, west of Walnut Street 74 Tuesday

Source: Los Angeles County, 10/2016 – 11/2016

MOTOR VEHICLE VOLUMES

Washington Boulevard and Slauson Avenue 

have the highest motor vehicle volumes of any 

roadway in West Whittier-Los Nietos.1 There 

is heavy congestion in the community during 

morning and afternoon peak hours due to 

commuter traffic traveling to and from the I-605 

freeway. Heavy vehicular traffic presents an 

1 Automated counters in February 2016 recorded the number of passing 
cars along Pioneer Boulevard (20,000 per day), Norwalk Boulevard (18,000 
per day), Mines Avenue (10,000 per day), Washington Boulevard (40,000 
per day), and Slauson Avenue (37,000 per day).

unfriendly environment for pedestrians in cross-

walks, especially close to the freeway ramps.

There are high volumes of motor vehicles and 

pedestrians around the nine schools in the 

community, which range from preschools to high 

schools. 
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MOTOR VEHICLE SPEEDS

Throughout West Whittier-Los Nietos, the posted 

vehicle speed is 25 mph, with higher speed limits 

on major streets like Norwalk Boulevard and 

Slauson Avenue (45 mph), Washington Boulevard 

(40 mph) and Pioneer Boulevard (35 mph). During 

field observations, the project team recorded 

higher prevailing speeds in many locations along 

major streets.

With the exception of Whittier Boulevard, major 

streets in West Whittier-Los Nietos contain 

horizontal curves at select locations. Curved 

roadways may reduce visibility, and can present 

an increased potential for pedestrian-vehicular 

collisions due to reduced sight distance.

Challenges to Walking
This section examines past pedestrian colli-

sions to better understand factors that lead to 

collisions, in addition to reported nuisances and 

crime that can act as additional challenges to 

walking in West Whittier-Los Nietos.

COLLISIONS

Between 2009 and 2016, there were a total of 59 

pedestrian-involved collisions in West Whittier-

Los Nietos.1 This is seven percent of the total 

traffic collisions in the community. The highest 

concentration of these pedestrian-involved 

collisions (eight total) occurred on Washington 

Boulevard, a major corridor (Figure 10-3). 

Forty-one percent of pedestrian-involved col-

lisions occurred during nighttime (8PM - 6AM), 

followed by 34 percent during daylight hours 

(9AM - 5PM) and 25 percent during dusk and 

dawn (6AM - 9AM and 5PM - 8PM). Over 30 

percent of these collisions involved persons 

under 18 years old. A majority (58 percent) of 

pedestrian-involved collisions involved a severe 

or visible injury, and there were no fatalities. 

Finally, nine of the pedestrian-involved collisions 

were classified as ‘Hit and Run.’ A full collision 

analysis for West Whittier-Los Nietos can be 

found in Appendix B.

1 SWITRS, 2016
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NUISANCE ACTIVITIES

Nuisance activities are considered unwanted, 

undesirable, or illegal activities that can impact 

the real and perceived safety, comfort, and 

attractiveness of the pedestrian environment. 

Using data provided by the County's mobile 

application, The Works1, and community 

members at planning meetings, multiple nui-

sances were identified in West Whittier-Los 

Nietos (Figure 10-4), including:

 f Alcohol retail outlets. Six alcohol retail 

outlets exist in West Whittier-Los Nietos and 

an additional one is located just outside the 

community's border. A majority of commu-

nity residents live within one-quarter mile of 

an alcohol retail outlet. Living within close 

proximity to a liquor store is associated with 

negative health outcomes, increased crime 

and nuisance activities.2 

1 Note: Graffiti and illegal dumping are documented through community 
requests through the County’s online and mobile 211 service. Mapping 
these requests provides general guidance on the location and preva-
lence of these issues; however, lower rates of English proficiency, and 
low civic participation may result in lower service requests from the West 
Whittier-Los Nietos community. Illegal dumping can be reported on the 
County's Clean LA website: http://dpw.lacounty.gov/epd/illdump/. Graffiti 
can be reported at http://dpw.lacounty.gov/itd/dispatch/publicgraffiti/index.
cfm?action=report.
2 The risk of assaultive violence and alcohol availability in Los Angeles 
County. 1995. American Journal of Public Health. http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.
gov/pmc/articles/PMC1614881/

 f Graffiti and illegal dumping. These nuisance 

crimes create a negative visual impact that 

affects the perception of safety and can dis-

courage walking.3 Graffiti has been reported 

in the southern portion of West Whittier-Los 

Nietos, while illegal dumping appears to 

be concentrated along Rivera Road, Mines 

Boulevard, Norwalk Boulevard, and Whittier 

Boulevard.

 f Illicit Activities. Community members have 

reported witnessing illegal behavior includ-

ing drug dealing and prostitution. These 

activities tend to reduce the feeling of safety 

for people walking both because of fears 

related to becoming the victim of a crime, 

and the relationship to an increased likeli-

hood of inebriated drivers in the area

3 In one study of a “relatively low-income, ethnically mixed neighbor-
hood” low perceived safety correlated with lower rates of physical activity, 
greater rates and prevalence of obesity. National Center for Biotechnology 
Information. Physical activity mediates the relationship between perceived 
crime safety and obesity. 2014. http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/
PMC4134936/ 
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Figure 10-4: Map showing nuisance activities in West Whittier-Los Nietos, 2016
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CRIME

Crime and safety are connected with health in 

several ways. The fear of crime can limit access 

to public spaces, reducing participation in healthy 

activities, and in turn limit walking and utiliza-

tion of public parks. Because fear of crime may 

impact participation in healthy activities and 

increase depression, addressing and reducing 

crime may promote health benefits. 

Crime, and violent crime in particular, is an issue 

throughout West Whittier-Los Nietos. Between 

January and July 2016, the community experi-

enced 94 crimes per 10,000 people. Property 

crimes, which include burglary, theft,1 grand 

theft auto, and theft from vehicles, accounted for 

nearly 60 percent of the crimes reported. 

1 Theft is the taking of property that does not involve person-to-per-
son contact. Burglary is the entering of a building or residence with the 
intention to commit theft, but property is not necessarily stolen. Nancy King 
Law, 2018.

Violent crimes, which include homicide, rape, 

aggravated assault, and robbery, accounted for 

over 40 percent of crimes committed in West 

Whittier-Los Nietos.23 The community's violent 

crime rate is likely a factor in deterring people 

from walking in the community.4 Of these violent 

crimes, 44 were reported as homicides. Most 

violent crimes reported in West Whittier-Los 

Nietos between January and July 2016 are clus-

tered along primary corridors, especially Norwalk 

Boulevard and Whittier Boulevard, as well as near 

many parks and schools (Figure 10-5). 

2 Robbery, in contrast to theft, is a taking of property that involves per-
son-to-person interaction with force, intimidation, and/or coercion. Nancy 
King Law, 2018.
3 County Sheriff 's Department cited by LA Times Mapping, 2016. Crime 
data was collected for January to July 2016 because that was the most 
recent available data at the time this Plan was developed.
4 Sheriff 's Department, cited in LA Times Mapping LA, August 2016



275pedestrian plans for unincorporated communities  10 we s t  whit t ier-l os  nie tos

Los Nietos
Library

Rancho Santa Gertrudes
Elementary School

Santa Fe Springs
Fire And Rescue
Station 2

Palm
Park

Sorensen
Library

McNees
Park

Los Nietos Park

Sorensen
Park

Amigo Park

Ada S. Nelson
Elementary

School

Los Nietos
Middle School

Aeolian
Elementary
School

Daniel Phelan
Elementary
School

Longfellow
Elementary
School

Katherine
Edwards

Intermediate
School

West Whittier
Elementary School

Pioneer
High

School

¥605

W
hittier Blvd

Washington Blvd

Sa
nt

a 
Fe

 S
pr

in
gs

 R
d

N
o
rw

a
lk B

lv
d

Hadley St

C
h
a
tfi

e
ld

 A
v
e

B
ro

ad
w

ay

H
al

ra
y 

A
ve

Rivera Rd

M
ill

e
rg

ro
v
e
 D

r

Aeolian St

G
le

ng
ar

ry
 A

ve

Bexley Dr

S
an

 G
ab

ri
el

 R
iv

er
 T

ra
il

Lo
ck

he
ed

 A
ve

Perkins Ave

Wakeman St

Nan St

Lochinvar St

Waddell St

Sh
ad

ys
id

e 
A

ve

Saragosa St

Reichling Ln

V
ic

k
i D

r

M
o

rr
ill

 A
v
e

Flory St

W
inchell St

Balfour St

C
ul

ly
 A

ve

N
or

w
al

k 
B
lv

d

T
o
rr

ey
 P

in
es

 D
r

Coolhurst Dr Ly
na

la
n 

A
ve

Walnut St

Burke St

Rincon Dr
Keith Dr

Keith Dr

Loch Lom
ond Dr

Bexley Dr

Havenw
ood Dr

Choisser St

B
everly B

lvd

Ben Avon St

Dicky St

A
lerton St

C
ed

ar
cl

iff
   

 A
veAllerton St

D
uc

he
ss

 D
r

B
oe

r 
A

ve

B
oe

r 
A

ve

V
an

po
rt

 A
ve

M
iln

a
 A

v
e

M
ines Blvd

A
p

p
le

d
a
le

 A
v
e

Pleasant W
ay

P
io

n
e
e
r 

B
lv

d

F
la

llo
n

 A
v
e

M
cN

ee
s 
A

ve

R
oc

kn
e 

A
veR
ed

m
an

 A
ve

M
or

ril
l A

ve

V
a
n
p

o
rt

 A
v
e

D
e
c
o

st
a
 A

v
e

Aldrich St

Bradhurst St

S
a
n

g
e
r 

A
v
e

B
o

e
r 

A
v
e

V
a
n

p
o

rt A
v
e

Burke St

W
e
x
fo

rd
 A

v
e

Loch Avon Dr

S
o

re
n

se
n

 A
v
e

Dunlap Crossing Rd

Slauson Ave

K
en

ga
rd

 A
ve

So
re

ns
en

 A
ve

Winchell St

Su
m

m
er
fie

ld
 A

ve

Tow
nley Dr

Loch Lom
ond Dr

W
addell 

Sorensen
Elem. School

Cornerstone
Preschool

D
a
n
b

y 
A

ve
 

G
re

tn
a A

ve

W
el

lsfo
rd A

ve

B
ra

d
w

el
l A

ve

Slauson Ave

Trinity
Lutheran
School

POST OFFICE

LIBRARY

SCHOOL

EMERGENCY SERVICES

PARK/RECREATION

DESTINATIONS EXISTING INFRASTRUCTURE

ROAD NETWORK

TRAFFIC SIGNALS

CRIME

ALL OTHER VIOLENT CRIME

HOMICIDE

CRIME 0 0.2 0.4

MILES

DATA SOURCE: SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT, CITED ON LA TIMES MAPPING LA, AUGUST 2016

Pio Pico State
Historical Park

EXISTING OFF-STREET BIKE PATH

Figure 10-5: Map showing violent crime in West Whittier-Los Nietos (January - June 2016)
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GANG ACTIVITY 

Gangs and crimes committed by gangs are 

an issue in West Whittier-Los Nietos (Figure 

10-6). Gang activity is dispersed throughout 

the community, but it is clustered along Whittier 

Boulevard and Norwalk Boulevard and near Pio 

Pico Historic Park, Ada S. Nelson Elementary 

School, and Pioneer High School. 
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This section examines existing pedestrian facil-

ities, identifying opportunities for enhancement 

in West Whittier-Los Nietos. These opportunities 

for enhancement are recorded in Figure 10-7 and 

Figure 10-8, including existing areas of discon-

tinuous or narrow sidewalks, crosswalks, traffic 

signals, and lighting conditions. 

Sidewalks
Residential streets within West Whittier-Los 

Nietos that have existing sidewalks generally 

have four to five feet of sidewalk available for 

pedestrian use. The community has several 

areas without sidewalks, or with sidewalks that 

pose challenges to people walking. There are 

discontinuous or narrow sidewalks along Pioneer 

Boulevard, Sorensen Avenue, Mines Avenue, 

and a small section of Whittier Boulevard. 

Additionally, most residential streets do not have 

sidewalks. This lack of formal pedestrian walk-

ways may create pedestrian conflicts with motor 

vehicles. Additionally, it is common for drivers 

entering or exiting commercial driveways in this 

area to not yield to pedestrians walking along the 

sidewalks. 

Walk audit observations are mapped in Figure 

10-7 and include discontinuous and narrow side-

walks, limited lighting, poor pavement conditions, 

or roadways with high motor vehicle speeds. 

Trails
The San Gabriel River trail runs along the western 

edge of West Whittier-Los Nietos. This trail is 

an important regional connector that provides 

pedestrian access through the San Gabriel Valley 

and Gateway Cities. The trail is located adjacent 

to the river right-of-way and is flanked through 

the entirety of West Whittier-Los Nietos by an 

active railroad that serves as a physical and psy-

chological barrier between the community and 

the trail. Access points to the San Gabriel River 

Trail is available at Washington Boulevard and 

Dunlap Crossing Road, with nearby access points 

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

The existing sidewalk on Vicki Drive ends at Rivera 
Road, nearby Los Nietos Middle School
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at Whittier Boulevard (within the City of Whittier) 

and at Pioneer Boulevard (within the City of Santa 

Fe Springs). 

Crosswalks
Opportunities to enhance existing crosswalks are 

concentrated on major streets throughout West 

Whittier-Los Nietos, such as Whittier Boulevard, 

Norwalk Boulevard, Washington Boulevard, and 

Slauson Avenue. Most of these corridors contain 

large intersections with multiple through and 

turning lanes that extend pedestrian crossing 

distance and time. There are also a number of 

skewed intersections, such as the junction of 

Norwalk Boulevard and Washington Boulevard, 

which typically have large curb radii, thereby 

increasing pedestrian crossing distance, and 

enabling higher turning speeds for motor vehi-

cles. During field observations, the project team 

observed multiple drivers that failed to yield to 

pedestrians at unsignalized crossings. 

At some locations, the presence of raised median 

noses within the crosswalks presents additional 

challenges, particularly for disabled individu-

als. Raised median noses inside the crosswalk 

reduce the available width of the crosswalk, 

leading pedestrians to either walk over or around 

the median nose. Challenging crossings are 

shown in Figure 10-8 and include faded cross-

walk striping, unmarked crosswalks, or curb 

ramps that are damaged or not up to current ADA 

standards. 

Curb Ramps
Most curb ramps in West Whittier-Los Nietos are 

single shared curb ramps.  Single shared curb 

ramps are aligned diagonally with the intersec-

tion and provide access where factors such as 

available right-of-way, turn radius, drainage, and 

sight distance preclude the use of paired curb 

ramps.

Curb Radius
Like most urban environments, a curb radius of 

15 feet is typical on streets in West Whittier-Los 

Nietos. The large number of skewed intersec-

tions presents additional challenges related to 

vehicle speeds and pedestrian safety. Large curb 

radii assist cars making right turns by enabling 

cars to have faster turning speeds. These higher 

speeds increase the severity of impact if there 

were to be a collision. Large radii also set back 

the curb ramp, thus requiring greater right-of-way 

and increasing a pedestrian’s crossing distance. 
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Traffic Signals
In West Whittier-Los Nietos, not all existing 

crossings are signalized. As shown in Figure 

10-8, traffic signals are concentrated on major 

corridors like those along Norwalk Boulevard 

(15 signals), Pioneer Boulevard (three signals), 

Slauson Avenue (five signals), Washington 

Boulevard (five signals), and Whittier Boulevard 

(five signals). Traffic signals are also concentrated 

around schools – namely Pioneer High School 

and Katherine Edwards Intermediate School. 

Pedestrian signal heads are installed at signal-

ized intersections, which require accessible push 

button activation. 

Lighting
Lighting at crosswalks and intersections meets 

state regulations throughout West Whittier-Los 

Nietos; however many community members have 

expressed dissatisfaction with lighting along 

sidewalks. Limited lighting along sidewalks can 

increase fear about personal safety and discour-

age pedestrian activity. 

Tree Canopy 
Tree canopies make walking feel safer and more 

pleasant, and can address heat islands, beautify 

the community, and increase overall quality of 

life. West Whittier-Los Nietos is ranked in the 

lowest 10th percentile (worst) for tree canopy 

coverage.1 Opportunities to increase tree canopy 

coverage, as well as landscape and other shade 

structures, are considered in the development of 

the West Whittier-Los Nietos Pedestrian Plan. The 

southern and central portion of West Whittier-

Los Nietos has the least tree canopy coverage 

relative to population. 

1 Public Health Alliance’s Healthy Places Index, 2016
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This section discusses proposed projects for 

West Whitter-Los Nietos’ pedestrian network. 

In general, the proposed pedestrian facilities 

focus on enhancing safety, comfort, and acces-

sibility for people walking or wheeling in West 

Whitter-Los Nietos. Proposed projects in West 

Whitter-Los Nietos (Figure 10-9) include:

 f Corridor Studies: Potential roadway recon-

figurations that may enhance walking 

conditions and potentially add more green 

space to the community, but need further 

study to implement.

 f Crossing Projects: Facilities that may 

enhance pedestrian safety including high-vis-

ibility crosswalks, curb extensions, advance 

yield markings, pedestrian-activated warning  

systems, and updated curb ramps. Any 

recommendation to stripe a crosswalk (at 

controlled or uncontrolled locations) should 

be consistent with the County's Crosswalk 

Guidelines.

 f Sidewalk/Path Projects: Facilities that may 

make walking down the street safer and 

more comfortable, including adding new or 

widened sidewalks and evaluating removal 

or relocation of driveways.

 f Pedestrian Lighting: Human-scaled lights 

that provide lighting for people walking in 

West Whittier-Los Nietos, as opposed to 

those at heights and directions intended to 

light the roadway for motorists. See Chapter 

4 for more information about requesting 

pedestrian-scale lighting in West Whittier-Los 

Nietos.

Most proposed facilities are located along 

Norwalk Boulevard, Pioneer Boulevard, Slauson 

Avenue, and Washington Boulevard. Each of 

these corridors have a history of pedestrian-in-

volved collisions and high motor vehicle volumes 

and speeds, and were identified by community 

members as high priority. 

Norwalk Boulevard could be considered for a 

roadway reconfiguration, which could help calm 

traffic along this busy corridor. High-visibility 

crosswalks, curb extensions, and advance 

yield markings will enhance crossings along 

Norwalk Boulevard where it is currently chal-

lenging. Particularly, the intersection of Norwalk 

Boulevard and Broadway was identified as 

high-priority by community members. New 

crosswalks at this intersection, and the intersec-

tion of Norwalk Boulevard and Aeolian Street will 

require further study by Public Works.

PROPOSED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
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Pioneer Boulevard could be enhanced for 

pedestrians through installation of continen-

tal crosswalks, pedestrian-activated warning 

systems, and reduced curb radii, particularly at 

I-605 ramps. It is important to note that all I-605 

ramps fall under Caltrans jurisdiction; thus, addi-

tional coordination will be required to implement 

projects at these locations.

Slauson Avenue may be studied by Public Works 

to determine whether a roadway reconfiguration 

is appropriate to calm traffic. The crosswalks at 

the intersection of Slauson Avenue and Alburtis 

Avenue could be restriped as high-visibility 

school crosswalks to enhance safety for chil-

dren crossing, and Americans with Disabilities 

Act-compliant curb ramps could be installed at 

Slauson Avenue and Millergrove Drive. Per the 

Los Nietos Safe Routes to School Plan, a signal-

ized crossing is proposed at Slauson Avenue 

and Duchess Drive, where the new library is 

located. Pedestrian-scale lighting along Slauson 

Avenue could also enhance safety and comfort 

for pedestrians. 

Further, multiple pedestrian paths connecting 

Slauson to adjacent residential streets (Sanger 

Avenue, Decosta Avenue, Alburtis Avenue, 

and Morrill Avenue) have been fenced off. This 

fencing blocks pedestrian access to Slauson 

Avenue and could be removed to provide better 

access to nearby schools. Further review will be 

necessary to determine whether these paths are 

in public right-of-way, in addition to coordination 

with adjacent property owners.

Curb extensions could shorten the crossing 

distance across Washington Boulevard, which 

along with high-visibility crosswalks and refuge 

islands may enhance safety for pedestrians. The 

installation of a sidewalk on the southeast corner 

of Washington Boulevard at Allport Avenue is 

also proposed. Further, pedestrian-scale lighting 

is proposed from Sorensen Avenue to the San 

Gabriel River Trail to increase pedestrian safety 

and comfort.

On Mines Boulevard, a cycle track could help 

calm traffic, pending further study by Public 

Works. At Mines Boulevard and Glengarry 

Avenue, a traffic signal is currently planned 

by Public Works, along with continental cross-

walks. Curb extensions at Sorensen Avenue 

could shorten pedestrian crossing distances 

and high-visibility crosswalks could enhance 

pedestrian safety. Further, a mini roundabout 

is currently planned for Mines Boulevard at 

Gretna Avenue, which could help calm traffic and 

enhance safety for people walking.

Pending further study, installing sidewalks on 

residential streets in West Whittier-Los Nietos 

could enhance pedestrian connections to major 

corridors. Additionally, multiple pedestrian 

projects were proposed in the Los Nietos Safe 

Routes to School Plan. These projects include 

signal updates, signage, striping, and updated 

curb ramps, and should be considered for 

implementation.
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Throughout the community, particularly along 

Broadway, there are multiple locations where 

excess driveways could be evaluated for removal 

or relocation. It is important to note that the 

County cannot remove or relocate driveways 

without obtaining property owner approval and 

confirmation that there are no adverse impacts to 

the prior planning approval. 

In addition to the aforementioned proposed proj-

ects, the County has received funding for a Los 

Nietos Safe Routes to School project. Projects 

that may be installed as part of this program 

include upgraded pedestrian push buttons, 

striping, signage, ADA compliant curb ramps, 

countdown pedestrian heads, and curb exten-

sions at various intersections in West Whittier-Los 

Nietos, south of Washington Boulevard.

These proposed projects are detailed in Table 

10-6 and mapped in Figure 10-9. The project list 

includes estimated costs and prioritization scores 

for each project. Public Works often applies for 

grant funding at the corridor level, rather than 

individual intersections, so the average prioriti-

zation score for each corridor is included in the 

list as well. Chapter 6 provides an overview of 

how the County will implement these projects, 

Appendix D contains detailed information on 

potential funding sources and project prioritiza-

tion scoring, and Appendix E provides additional 

information about cost estimates.

Implementation of proposed projects in West 

Whittier-Los Nietos is contin gent upon environ-

mental analysis, as well as future engineering 

review to ensure consistency with applicable 

County guidelines and practices, including, but 

not limited to, the California Manual on Uniform 

Traffic Control Devices (CA MUTCD), Caltrans 

Highway Design Manual, Los Angeles County 

Code, and the Los Angeles County General 

Plan. Additionally, installation/construc tion of the 

proposed projects, fulfillment of actions, and  

implementation of programs described in this 

Plan are contingent upon available resources, 

right-of-way, sufficient funding to finance installa-

tion, operation, and on-going maintenance, and 

obtaining community and political support.
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

Aeolian Street Average Corridor Score:  63.9

County Aeolian Street / Vicki 
Drive

Northwest and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 60.0

County Aeolian Street / Morrill 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$32,000 65.0

County Aeolian Street / Flallon 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$32,000 60.0

County Aeolian Street / 
Alburtis Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$32,000 60.0

County Aeolian Street / 
Decosta Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$32,000 60.0

County Aeolian Street / Sanger 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$32,000 60.0

County Aeolian Street / Boer 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$32,000 65.0

County Aeolian Street / 
Vanport Avenue

Northwest, 
northeast, and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$24,000 80.0

County Aeolian Street 
(Millergrove Drive to 
Norwalk Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $475,200 65.0

Bexley Drive Average Corridor Score:  56.9

County Bexley Drive / Danby 
Avenue

Northeast and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 60.0

County Bexley Drive / Milna 
Avenue

Northwest and 
Northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 60.0

County Bexley Drive / Rockne 
Avenue

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 60.0

County Bexley Drive / 
Glengarry Avenue

Northwest and 
southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 50.0

County Bexley Drive (Danby 
Avenue to Glengarry 
Avenue)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $580,800 55.0

County Bexley Drive / 
Thornlake Avenue

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 60.0

County Bexley Drive / Gretna 
Avenue

Northwest and 
southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 60.0

County Bexley Drive 
(Broadway to Gretna 
Avenue)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $264,000 50.0

Table 10-6: Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates in West Whittier-Los Nietos
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

Broadway Average Corridor Score:  72.1

County Broadway / Keith Drive West leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500 60.0

County Broadway / Reichling 
Lane

West, south, and 
east legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500 65.0

County Broadway / Mines 
Boulevard

All Legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 70.0

County Broadway / Saragosa 
Street

North-south 
direction

Install advance yield marking $1,000 60.0

South Leg Install curb extensions at crosswalk $80,000 

County Broadway / Washington 
Boulevard

Northwest corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 
removal2

$10,000 80.0

County Broadway, between 
Washington Boulevard 
and Norwalk Boulevard

West side of street, 
mid-block

Evaluate driveway relocation or 
removal2

$10,000 90.0

East side of street, 
mid-block

Evaluate driveway relocation or 
removal2

$10,000 

County Broadway (Washington 
Boulevard to Norwalk 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 80.0

Cully Avenue Average Corridor Score:  51.7

County Cully Avenue / Mines 
Boulevard

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Reduce curb radii $100,000 50.0

County Cully Avenue / Phelan 
Language Academy

Mid-block crossing Restripe crosswalk to align with 
existing curb ramps

$2,500 55.0

County Cully Avenue / Balfour 
Street

East-west 
directions

Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$500,000 50.0

North leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 

East leg Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500 

Dunlap Crossing Road Average Corridor Score:  50.0

County Dunlap Crossing Road 
(San Gabriel River Trail 
to Norwalk Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $25,000 50.0

Glengarry Avenue Average Corridor Score:  51.3

County Glengarry Avenue 
(Rincon Drive to Loch 
Lomond Drive)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $158,400 45.0

County Glengarry Avenue / 
Loch Lomond Drive

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 50.0
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Prioritization 
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County Glengarry Avenue / 
Aldrich Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 60.0

County Glengarry Avenue 
(Reichling Lane to 
Mines Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $211,200 50.0

Gretna Avenue Average Corridor Score:   59.5

County Gretna Avenue / Loch 
Lomond Drive

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 60.0

County Gretna Avenue / 
Havenwood Drive

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 55.0

County Gretna Avenue / 
Bexley Drive

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 55.0

County Gretna Avenue / Rose 
Hedge Drive

Southeast and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 65.0

County Gretna Avenue / 
Bradhurst Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 60.0

County Gretna Avenue / 
Aldrich Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 60.0

County Gretna Avenue / Dicky 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 60.0

County Gretna Avenue / Clive 
Avenue (north)

Northeast and 
Southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 60.0

County Gretna Avenue / Clive 
Avenue (south)

Northeast and 
Southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 60.0

County Gretna Avenue / 
Westman Avenue

All legs Install a roundabout, traffic circle, or 
mini-roundabout if appropriate

$500,000 55.0

Stripe continental crosswalk $7,500

County Gretna Avenue (Keith 
Drive to Washington 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $893,000 55.0

Hadley Street Average Corridor Score:   53.3

County Hadley Street / 
Glengarry Avenue

Northeast corner Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$8,000 55.0

County Hadley Street / Boer 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$32,000 50.0

County Hadley Street / 
Duchess Drive

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$32,000 55.0

County Hadley Street / Loch 
Avon Drive

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 55.0

Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates in West Whittier-Los Nietos, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

County Hadley Street / Alley 
west of Broadway

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 55.0

County Hadley Street 
(Glengarry Avenue to 
Broadway)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $316,800 50.0

Loch Avon Drive Average Corridor Score:   61.4

County Loch Avon Drive 
(Redman Avenue to 
Norwalk Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $211,200 65.0

County Loch Avon Drive / 
McNees Avenue

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 65.0

County Loch Avon Drive / 
Rockne Avenue

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 75.0

County Loch Avon Drive / 
Morrill Avenue

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 70.0

County Loch Avon Drive / 
Glencannon Drive

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 50.0

County Loch Avon Drive 
(Norwalk Boulevard to 
Glengarry Avenue)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $264,000 55.0

County Loch Avon Drive / 
Glengarry Avenue

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 50.0

Millergrove Drive Average Corridor Score:   65.0

County Millergrove Drive / 
Benavon Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 60.0

West and south 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000

County Millergrove Drive 
(Benavon Street to 
Rivera Road)

Both sides of street Fill in gaps in sidewalk network $105,600 70.0

County Millergrove Drive / 
Wheelock Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 65.0

Mines Boulevard Average Corridor Score:   60.0

County Mines Boulevard / 
Glengarry Avenue

North and south 
legs

Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $5,000 50.0

All legs Install traffic signal $300,000

County Mines Boulevard / 
Cedarcliff Avenue

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 65.0

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000

County Mines Boulevard / 
Gretna Avenue

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 50.0

- Install mini roundabout $500,000
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Score

County Mines Boulevard 
/ Lambert Road / 
Sorensen Avenue

North and east 
legs

Restripe to continental crosswalk $5,000 60.0

Northeast corner 
and northwest 
mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000

County Mines Boulevard 
(Norwalk Boulevard to 
Washington Boulevard)

- Study for cycle track Cost will vary 
for study, 

design, and 
implementation

75.0

Norwalk Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  69.6

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Holbrook Street

North-south 
direction

Install advance yield marking $1,000 75.0

North leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp at new crosswalk

$8,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Loch Lomond

North and east 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 65.0

Northwest mid-
block, northeast 
and southeast 
corners

Install curb extensions at crosswalk $120,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Bexley Drive

North-south 
direction

Install advance yield marking $1,000 55.0

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000

North and south 
legs

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$160,000

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Reichling Lane

West, south, and 
east legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500 65.0

West mid-block 
of south jog, 
southeast corner

Install curb extensions at crosswalk $80,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Mines Boulevard

All legs Restripe to continental crosswalk $10,000 60.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Balfour Avenue

North-south 
direction

Install advance yield marking $1,000 65.0

Northeast and 
southeast corners

Install curb extensions at crosswalk $80,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Saragosa Street

West and south 
legs

Restripe to continental crosswalk $5,000 70.0

Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates in West Whittier-Los Nietos, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Broadway

All Legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $12,500 70.0

East leg Stripe continental crosswalk to cross 
frontage road

$2,500 

East side of 
intersection

Study intersection for 
reconfiguration

$200,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Aeolian Street

South and east 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 80.0

North and west 
legs, north leg of 
frontage road

Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $7,500

Southwest, 
northeast, and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $120,000

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Slauson Avenue

All legs Restripe to continental crosswalk $10,000 85.0

County Norwalk Boulevard 
(Whittier Boulevard to 
Slauson Avenue)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will vary 
for study, 

design, and 
implementation

80.0

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Rivera Road

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000 70.0

South leg Study for traffic signal $300,000 

Northwest and 
southeast corners

Reduce curb radii $100,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Walnut Street

All legs Restripe to continental crosswalk $10,000 65.0

Northwest and 
Southwest corners, 
east side of street 
at north leg, west 
side of street at 
south leg

Install curb extensions at existing 
crosswalk

$160,000 

Pioneer Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  69.3

Caltrans Pioneer Boulevard / 
Saragosa Street

South leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 65.0

North leg (605 
ramp)

Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Reduce curb radii $100,000 

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

Caltrans Pioneer Boulevard / 
605 ramp (north of 
Washington Boulevard)

West leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 60.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

Southwest corner Reduce curb radii $50,000 
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Caltrans Pioneer Boulevard / 
605 ramp (south of 
Washington Boulevard)

West leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 65.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

Northwest corner Reduce curb radii $50,000 

County Pioneer Boulevard / 
Waddell Street

West and north 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 60.0

All corners Install curb extension $120,000

Caltrans Pioneer Boulevard / 
605 ramp (north of 
Slauson Avenue)

West leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 80.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

Southwest corner Reduce curb radii $50,000 

County Pioneer Boulevard / 
Slauson Avenue

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 85.0

County Pioneer Boulevard / 
Rivera Road

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000 70.0

North and south 
legs

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$160,000 

Reichling Lane Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Reichling Lane / 
Glengarry Avenue

Southeast corner Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$8,000 60.0

County Reichling Lane / 
Duchess Drive

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$32,000 60.0

County Reichling Lane / Boer 
Avenue

Northeast corner Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$8,000 60.0

County Reichling Lane 
(Glengarry Avenue to 
Vanport Avenue)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $105,600 60.0

Rivera Road Average Corridor Score:  50.0

County Rivera Road / Decosta 
Avenue

East-west 
directions

Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$500,000 50.0

Saragosa Street Average Corridor Score:  48.3

County Saragosa Street / 
Duchess Drive

Northwest, 
northeast, and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$24,000 50.0

County Saragosa Street / 
Vanport Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$32,000 50.0

County Saragosa Street 
(Duchess Drive to 
Broadway)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $105,600 45.0

Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates in West Whittier-Los Nietos, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Capital Cost1

Prioritization 
Score

Slauson Avenue Average Corridor Score:  70.0

Caltrans Slauson Avenue / 605 
ramp (west of Pioneer 
Boulevard)

North leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 85.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

County Slauson Avenue / 
Millergrove Drive

All corners Install ADA compliant curb ramp $32,000 75.0

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalks

$10,000

West and east legs Install median refuge islands to 
reduce crossing distance

$60,000

County Slauson Avenue / Morill 
Avenue 

North side of street Remove fencing blocking 
pedestrian path

$500 70.0

County Slauson Avenue / 
Alburtis Avenue

North side of street Remove fencing blocking 
pedestrian path

$500 65.0

West, south, and 
east legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500

West and east legs Install median refuge islands to 
reduce crossing distance

$60,000

County Slauson Avenue / 
Decosta Avenue

North side of street Remove fencing blocking 
pedestrian path

$500 65.0

County Slauson Avenue / 
Duchess Drive

East leg Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal heads

$300,000 60.0

Install median refuge island $30,000

North, south, and 
east legs

Stripe continental crosswalk $7,500

County Slauson Avenue / 
Sanger Avenue

North side of street Remove fencing blocking 
pedestrian path

$500 65.0

County Slauson Avenue (San 
Gabriel River Trail to 
Norwalk Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 75.0

County Slauson Avenue 
(Pioneer Boulevard to 
Norwalk Boulevard)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will vary 
for study, 

design, and 
implementation

70.0

Sorensen Avenue Average Corridor Score:  54.0

County Sorensen Avenue / 
Havenwood Drive

Southwest corner Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$8,000 55.0

County Sorensen Avenue / 
Townley Drive

Northeast and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 55.0

County Sorensen Avenue / 
Rose Hedge Drive

All corners Install curb extensions $160,000 50.0

North leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000
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County Sorensen Avenue 
(Havenwood Drive to 
Rose Hedge Drive)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $211,200 50.0

County Sorensen Avenue / 
Lambert Road

East side of 
intersection

Close right turn channel onto 
Sorensen Avenue

$50,000 60.0

Vicki Drive Average Corridor Score:  55.0

County Vicki Drive / Godoy 
Street

Northeast and 
southeast corners, 
northwest 
mid-block

Install curb extension $120,000 60.0

North leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500

East leg Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500

County Vicki Drive / 
Abbotsford Road

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$32,000 60.0

County Vicki Drive / Aeolian 
Street

East-west 
directions

Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$500,000 50.0

West and south 
legs

Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $5,000 

County Vicki Drive (Waddell 
Street to Slauson 
Avenue)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $264,000 50.0

Waddell Street Average Corridor Score:  68.8

County Waddell Street / 
Sanger Avenue

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 70.0

County Waddell Street / Rexall 
Avenue

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 70.0

County Waddell Street / Boer 
Avenue

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 70.0

County Waddell Street 
(Decosta Avenue to 
Norwalk Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $158,400 65.0

Walnut Street Average Corridor Score:  40.0

County Walnut Street / Orange 
Street

- Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$500,000 40.0

Washington Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  74.5

County Washington Boulevard 
/ Pioneer Boulevard

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 85.0

West and east legs Install median refuge island $60,000 

Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates in West Whittier-Los Nietos, continued
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Capital Cost1
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County Washington Boulevard 
/ Danby Avenue

South leg Consider eliminating turn channel to 
reduce curb radius from Washington 
Boulevard to Pioneer High School

$50,000 80.0

County Washington Boulevard 
/ Millergrove Drive

West leg and 
frontage road

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 80.0

South and east 
legs, east leg of 
frontage road

Stripe continental crosswalk $7,500 

County Washington Boulevard 
/ Vicki Drive

South leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 85.0

County Washington Boulevard 
/ Norwalk Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 85.0

West and east legs Install median refuge island $60,000 

County Washington Boulevard 
/ Broadway

West leg Modify median curb to end behind 
crosswalk

$10,000 80.0

All Legs Restripe to continental crosswalk $10,000 

Northwest and 
southwest corners

Evaluate driveway relocation or 
removal2

$10,000 

County Washington Boulevard 
/ Sorensen Avenue

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 55.0

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 

County Washington Boulevard 
(San Gabriel River Trail 
to Sorensen Avenue)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 80.0

County Washington Boulevard 
/ Appledale Avenue

Northeast corner Stripe continental crosswalk to mark 
path from frontage road sidewalk

$2,500 55.0

County Washington Boulevard 
/ Crowndale Avenue

Northeast corner Stripe continental crosswalk to mark 
path from frontage road sidewalk

$2,500 60.0

Median ramp Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$8,000 

Westman Avenue Average Corridor Score:  57.0

County Westman Avenue / 
Lochinvar Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 55.0

County Westman Avenue / Nan 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 60.0

County Westman Avenue / 
Waddell Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 55.0

County Westman Avenue / 
Wakeman Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 60.0

County Westman Avenue 
(Washington Boulevard 
to Aeolian Street)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $264,000 55.0
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Whittier Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  69.4

Caltrans Whittier Boulevard/ 
I-605 Northbound 
Ramp

East-west direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 75.0

North leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 

Caltrans Whittier Boulevard/ 
I-605 Southbound 
Ramp

East-west direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 75.0

South leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / 
Lockheed Avenue

East leg Restripe crosswalk to align with curb 
ramp on southeast corner

$2,500 70.0

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / 
Norwalk Boulevard

East leg Restripe as continental crosswalk to 
align with curb ramps

$2,500 65.0

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / 
Glengarry Avenue

South leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 60.0

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / 
Broadway

East leg Restripe crosswalk to align with curb 
ramp on southeast corner

$2,500 75.0

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / 
Western Avenue

South leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500 65.0

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / 
Hadley Street

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $12,500 70.0

South leg Shorten median curb to end behind 
crosswalk

$10,000 

Total Capital Costs3 $14,051,800

Contingency (20% of total capital 
cost)

$2,810,360

Total P.E. (30% of total capital cost) $4,215,540

Total Construction Engineering (50% of total capital cost) $7,025,900

Project Total $28,103,600

Proposed pedestrian projects and cost estimates in West Whittier-Los Nietos, continued

1All costs are based on 2018 estimates. Appropriate inflation and escalation increases may be applicable at time of implementation.
2Driveway related projects are contingent upon the County developing a process to consolidate, reduce widths of, or close excessive driveways, where 
feasible and appropriate, in accordance with Los Angeles County Code Title 16, and considering prior planning approval. See Chapter 4, Driveways 
section for more detail.
3Cost does not include treatments for which unit prices are listed as "Varies," including pedestrian-scale lighting, and studies for roadway reconfiguration. 
Costs for these treatments can vary widely depending on design. Installation of pedestrian-scale lighting is contingent upon available and secured 
funding to finance the installation, operation and maintenance costs.
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Figure 10-9: Proposed pedestrian projects in West Whittier-Los Nietos

Installation of pedestrian-scale lighting is contingent upon available and secured funding to finance the installation, operation and 
maintenance costs.
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While proposed location-specific facilities help 

to enhance the pedestrian experience, these 

alone are not enough to make long-term, wide-

spread changes. Actions reinforce the proposed 

infrastructure projects and help standardize 

procedures across all agencies. Proposed 

countywide actions are listed in Chapter 2, while 

Table 10-7 lists actions that will be particularly 

important for long-term enhancements in the 

pedestrian environment in West Whitter-Los 

Nietos.

PROPOSED ACTIONS AND PROGRAMS

Additionally, programs help support pedes-

trian infrastructure projects through education, 

encouragement, enforcement, and evaluation. All 

proposed countywide programs can be found in 

Chapter 5, while programs that are most import-

ant for West Whittier-Los Nietos are listed in 

Table 10-8. 
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Table 10-7: Actions for West Whitter-Los Nietos

Action Lead Departments Timeframe

C-1.1: Continue to support constituent requests, maintain, 
and seek new opportunities for public easements that 
shorten walking distances and encourage walking; 
where feasible and appropriate.

Public Works, Parks and 
Recreation

On-going

SC-1.1: Continue to explore ways to purchase, operate, 
and maintain pedestrian- scale lighting.

Public Works On-going

SC-1.2: Support LED light installation on new and existing 
streetlight poles and, to reduce sidewalk clutter, consider 
combined street-scale and pedestrian-scale lighting on 
individual light poles, where feasible and appropriate.

Public Works On-going

SC-1.3: Work with local businesses to maintain active 
building frontages (include outdoor restaurant seating) 
to promote sidewalk vitality and “eyes on the street.” 
Update the related zoning code, Community Standards 
Districts, and/or Community Plans as necessary.

Member Departments of the 
Healthy Design Workgroup

On-going

SC-1.4: Identify areas where illicit activities, such as 
cruising and prostitution, occur and work with Public 
Works to strategically deploy traffic calming measures 
with the goal of reducing these activities, where feasible 
and appropriate.

Sheriff On-going

Table 10-8: Programs for West Whitter-Los Nietos

Program Description

Safe Routes to School Safe Routes to School (SRTS) programs have many goals including: (1) teaching youth 
the rules of the road, so they are more prepared to navigate their community on 
foot and eventually become safe drivers; (2) encouraging active modes of getting 
to school, which will help students arrive at school more alert and ready to learn; 
(3) decreasing the prevalence of childhood obesity through increased physical 
activity; and (4) reducing traffic congestion around schools and cut-through traffic on 
residential streets due to school drop-off and pick-up. Los Angeles County’s existing 
SRTS program is multifaceted and involves multiple County agencies to implement 
infrastructure projects around schools, in conjunction with school-based education 
and encouragement programs.

Safe Passages Safe Passages is a program that focuses on providing safety to students as they 
travel to school in high violence or high crime communities. Safe Passages programs 
are specifically designed to ensure that students can travel to school without fear of 
intimidation or harm due to gang activity, drugs, or crime. Safe Passages programs 
have also been initiated to enhance safety for community members walking to parks 
in communities with high violence or crime to ensure that they can access resources, 
be physically active, and engage with neighbors. More information can be found in 
Chapter 5, Program 2: Safe Passages.
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The Los Angeles County Code of Ordinances 

includes two sections which are relevant to 

pedestrian planning. Both Title 21, ‘Subdivisions,’ 

and Title 22, ‘Planning and Zoning,’ provide 

requirements, standards, and guidance for 

land uses, development density, street design, 

streetscape, and building design – these features 

will influence how the LA County Step by Step 

Pedestrian Plan may be implemented. Summaries 

of key sections are provided below: 

Road Right-of-Way. Title 21 includes a 

minimum 40 feet road right-of-way requirement 

(21.24.090 - Right-of-way and Roadway Width 

Requirements—Cross-section Diagrams). Title 

21 requires that “the safety and convenience of 

bicyclists and pedestrians, including children, 

senior citizens, and persons with disabilities are 

maintained.” Road right-of-way requirements 

include appropriate sidewalk widths ranging from 

6 feet to 12 feet in urban and rural areas when 

sidewalks are required. Title 21 includes alter-

nate cross sections without sidewalks, however 

these are only permissible if: found not neces-

sary to provide for the safety of pedestrians, 

do not serve residential or commercial land, do 

not serve pedestrian-heavy institutions, will not 

impact existing or proposed bicycle facilities, or 

would keep with the design and improvement of 

adjoining highways or streets. 

Pedestrian ways. Title 21 includes requirements, 

design standards, and maintenance requirements 

for pedestrian ways (21.24.210). It allows for the 

requirement of a minimum 8-foot-wide pedes-

trian mid-way in blocks greater than 700 feet. It 

includes appropriate design standards to ensure 

people are comfortable and safe walking, includ-

ing stairs for grades greater than 10 percent, 

open public access, allowing transparent fences, 

tree canopy for shade, and lighting.

Pedestrian access. Title 21 includes require-

ments for pedestrian access through 

condominium and community apartment projects 

(21.24.380) includes standards for landscaped 

pedestrian walkways and access. Requirement 

and standards on pedestrian lighting on private 

property should also be considered, particularly 

in communities where crime and safety are com-

munity concerns.

Cul-de-sacs. Cul-de-sacs are allowed by Title 

21. Without pedestrian paths, cul-de-sacs can 

impede walkability. If there are fences or barriers, 

COUNTY PLANNING AND ZONING LAWS
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cul-de-sacs can significantly lengthen the 

walking time and distance between places. Title 

21 requires pedestrian access to cul-de-sacs 

(21.24.210) when the cul-de-sac is within 500 

feet from a recreational facility, within 500 feet 

from an existing or proposed trail, one-quarter 

mile from a school, and one-quarter mile from a 

commercial area. 

Mixed Use. Title 22 discusses requirements sur-

rounding Mixed Use Development Zone (MXD) 

land use designation. MXD allows for a mixture of 

residential, commercial, and limited light industrial 

uses and buildings in close proximity to bus and 

rail transit stations. It identifies mixed use as an 

opportunity for communities to increase walking 

and reduce energy consumption. A high density 

residential development with a maximum density 

of 150 units per net acre is allowed in Mixed 

Use. While, it also calls for reduced parking 

requirements of two covered parking spaces per 

dwelling unit. 

Title 22 includes Mixed Use design requirements 

to create “pedestrian character” including glass, 

transparency, entry orientation, facade, and roof-

lines, and required rear parking. It also includes 

performance standards to minimize noise, 

and standards for graffiti removal. Mixed Use 

improves walkability and reduces crime. A 2013 

study of eight Los Angeles neighborhoods found 

that changing zoning by adding residential to a 

commercially zoned area was associated with a 

seven percent drop in crime.1

1 Anderson, et al., 2013. Reducing Crime by Shaping the Built Environment 
with Zoning: An Empirical Study of Los Angeles.

Permitted Uses in Residential. Title 22 allows 

for some non-residential uses in areas zoned 

single-family residential (22.20.070) by permitting 

home-based occupations and child care facilities 

within residential. In single-family residential it 

permits community gardens, child care, acces-

sory uses, churches, libraries, townhouses 

(subject to permits and conditions). 

Density. Title 22 allows for a maximum density of 

150 dwelling units per acre in residential areas. 

Higher density (subject to certain conditions) is 

considered as pedestrian, bicycle and transit 

facilities in the County are expanded. Housing 

density is also regulated through land use 

designation. 

Higher FARs of 1.0 or greater in commercial 

development create a more pedestrian-friendly 

environment. 
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Local

PURPOSEFUL AGING LOS ANGELES (2018)

In 2018, the County and City of Los Angeles 

adopted the Purposeful Aging Los Angeles 

(PALA) – An Age-Friendly Initiative. The Plan 

seeks to prepare the Los Angeles region for a 

rapidly aging population through an innovative, 

sustained initiative that unites public and private 

leadership, resources, ideas, and strategies. The 

Plan includes a recommendation to "support the 

ability of older adults to safely walk in their com-

munities as a means of transportation, through 

infrastructure enhancements in areas with a 

high-density of older adults." These enhance-

ments may include leading pedestrian intervals, 

refuge islands, curb extensions, and more.

VISION ZERO INITIATIVE (2017) 

In 2017, the Los Angeles County Board of 

Supervisors established a Vision Zero Initiative 

for Los Angeles County and directed the 

California Highway Patrol and Public Health, 

Public Works, Health Services, Sheriff, Fire, and 

the Chief Executive Office to work together 

toward the goal of eliminating preventable traffic 

fatalities and severe injuries. 

COUNTYWIDE COMPREHENSIVE PARK 
AND RECREATION NEEDS ASSESSMENT 
(2016)

This assessment examines park availability 

to residents, park accessibility, and new park 

needs. Less than half of the county's population 

(49 percent) lives within a half-mile of a park. 

The Parks Needs Assessment proposes (1) 

considering parks as key infrastructure needed 

to maintain and improve quality of life, (2) a new 

series of metrics to be used for determining park 

needs, (3) a needs-based allocation of funding 

for parks, and (4) emphasis on both community 

priorities and maintenance projects.

LOS ANGELES COUNTY GENERAL PLAN 
2035 (2015)

The General Plan provides the policy framework 

for how and where unincorporated communities 

will develop through 2035. It establishes goals, 

policies, and programs to foster healthy, livable, 

and sustainable unincorporated communities. 

The General Plan guides growth countywide and 

lays a foundation for future community-based 

planning initiatives. 

COUNTYWIDE PLANS 
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The Mobility Element of the General Plan pro-

vides an overview of the County's transportation 

network with a goal of making streets safer, 

accessible, and more convenient to walk, ride 

a bicycle or take transit. The General Plan 

establishes a program to prepare community 

pedestrian plans, with guidelines and standards 

to promote walkability and connectivity through-

out unincorporated areas. Step by Step Los 

Angeles County is a pedestrian-focused compo-

nent of the Mobility Element.

EQUITABLE DEVELOPMENT WORK 
PROGRAM (2015) 

In 2015, the Los Angeles County Board of 

Supervisors directed Regional Planning, in 

coordination with Public Works, Public Health, 

Parks and Recreation, Community Develop ment 

Commission, County Counsel, and Fire, to initiate 

an Equitable Development Work Program that 

promotes sustainable, healthy, and well-designed 

environments that enhance the quality of life and 

public well-being for all residents in the unincor-

porated areas. 

COMMUNITY CLIMATE ACTION PLAN 
(CCAP) (2015)

The County prepared the CCAP to mitigate and 

avoid greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions associ-

ated with community activities in unincorporated 

areas. Strategies addressing transportation-re-

lated emissions focus on changes in building 

density and mixed-use development, increased 

transit services, enhanced pedestrian and bicycle 

paths, and expanded incentives and opportuni-

ties for alternative modes of travel that include 

electric vehicles. 

BICYCLE MASTER PLAN (2012) 

This plan proposes a vision for a diverse regional 

system of interconnected bicycle corridors, 

support facilities, and programs to make bicycling 

more practical and desirable to a broader range 

of people in the county. The document pro-

vides direction for enhancing mobility options to 

increase bicycle ridership. 

The plan identifies locations and potential routes 

for bicycle and pedestrian pathways, which helps 

inform planning for pedestrian access across 

unincorporated communities. Like Step by Step 

Los Angeles County, the Bicycle Master Plan 

is a component of the Mobility Element of the 

General Plan.
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HEALTHY DESIGN ORDINANCE AND 
HEALTHY DESIGN WORKGROUP (2012) 

The Healthy Design Ordinance changed the 

County’s zoning and subdivision regulations to 

increase levels of physical activity and reduce 

obesity rates. 

The Healthy Design Workgroup was formed as 

the result of a related board motion stating that 

it was the policy of the County to design public 

and private facilities in a manner that encour-

ages pedestrian activity, bicycling, use of public 

transit, and outdoor physical activities and that an 

interdepartmental workgroup should be con-

vened to further these goals. This group includes 

Public Health, Public Works, Regional Planning, 

Parks, Human Resources Rideshare, Consumer 

and Business Affairs, Beaches & Harbors, Fire, 

Internal Services, and Sheriff; as well as the Arts 

Commission and Chief Executive Office.

COMMUNITY PLANS

Long-range land use plans to guide the future 

development, conservation, and maintenance of 

unincorporated communities are summarized in 

their respective Community Pedestrian Plan. 

Regional

SCAG REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/
SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY 
(2016)

The Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable 

Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) is a long-range 

visioning plan that balances future mobility and 

housing needs with economic, environmental 

and public health goals. 

METRO ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 
STRATEGIC PLAN (2016)

Adopted by the Metro Board of Directors in 2016, 

the Active Transportation Strategic Plan (ATSP) 

is Metro's countywide effort to increase walking, 

bicycling, and transit use in Los Angeles County. 

The ATSP's policy and infrastructure recommen-

dations will require collaboration between Metro, 

local and regional agencies, and other stakehold-

ers to ensure implementation. 
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METRO FIRST LAST MILE STRATEGIC PLAN 
(2014)

This plan presents an approach for planning and 

implementing projects for the first and last mile 

of an individual’s journey. Examples of First-Last 

Mile (FLM) projects include:

 f Infrastructure for walking, rolling, and biking 

(e.g. bike lanes, bike parking, sidewalks, and 

crosswalks)

 f Facilities for making modal connections (e.g. 

park and ride, and bus/rail interface)

 f Signage and wayfinding, and information and 

technology that eases travel (e.g. information 

kiosks and mobile applications)

State

ASSEMBLY BILL 32 (2006)

The California Global Warming Solutions Act 

was adopted to reduce the state’s emissions of 

greenhouse gases to 1990 levels by 2020 and 

to 80 percent below 1990 levels by 2050. The 

law requires the California Air Resources Board 

(CARB) to adopt a scoping plan indicating how 

the 2020 target for emission reductions may 

be achieved from significant greenhouse gas 

sources through regulations, market mechanisms, 

and other actions. The 2017 Climate Change 

Scoping Plan notes that the transportation 

sector is the largest source of carbon emissions 

in California, and that making it easier to walk 

instead of drive is key to meeting the state's 

emissions reduction goals.

ASSEMBLY BILL 321 (2007)

This state law allows a city or county to establish 

a 15 mph speed limit in school zones on streets 

with posted speed limits of 30 mph or less, when 

children are present.

ASSEMBLY BILL 390 (2017)

This state law makes it legal for pedestrians 

facing a flashing "Upraised Hand" symbol with a 

countdown pedestrian signal to proceed so long 

as he or she completes the crossing before the 

display of the steady 'DON’T WALK' or "Upraised 

Hand" symbol. Previously, state law said that it 

was illegal to step into a crosswalk if the count-

down timer was already counting down—even if 

the person crossing the street had enough time 

to make it to the other side before the countdown 

ended.

CALIFORNIA BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 
PLAN (2017)

"Toward an Active California," the state's Bicycle 

and Pedestrian Plan, is the first statewide plan 

that lays out the policies and actions that Caltrans 

and its partner agencies will take to double 

walking and triple bicycling trips by 2020.
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
2040 (2016)

This plan provides a common policy framework 

that guides transportation investments and 

decisions by all levels of government, the private 

sector, and other transportation stakeholders. 

The Plan recommends enhancing outreach and 

education about bicycle and pedestrian facilities 

and serious injuries related to collisions by pro-

viding expertise on safety practices.

SENATE BILL 375 (2008)

The Sustainable Communities and Climate 

Protection Act was adopted to reduce green-

house gas emissions from cars and light trucks. 

Locally, SB 375 required the Southern California 

Association of Governments (SCAG) to direct the 

development of the Sustainable Communities 

Strategy (SCS), which integrates planning ele-

ments of transportation, land use, and housing 

with greenhouse gas reduction targets.
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Plan Agency Date Summary

Los Angeles County 
Bicycle Master Plan

Los Angeles 
County Public 
Works

2012 Part of the Los Angeles County General Plan 2035, reports 
existing and proposed bicycle facilities in the County. 

Lake Los Angeles

• Class II Bike Lane on 170th Street East from Avenue M to Avenue 
M-8 and from Avenue P to Palmdale Boulevard

• Class III Bike Route on Avenue O from 90th Street East to 150th 
Street East

• Class II Bike Lane on Avenue O from 150th Street East to 165th 
Street East and 170th Street East to 180th Street East

• Class III Bike Route on Avenue P from 160th Street East to 170th 
Street East

• Class III Bike Route on Mackenna’s Gold Avenue / Rawhide 
Avenue from Avenue P to 170th Street East

Walnut Park

Class III Bikeways are proposed for Florence Avenue, Broadway 
and Seville Avenue. Class II facilities are proposed on:
• Florence Avenue from Central Avenue (western Walnut Park 

limit) to Mountain View Avenue
• Broadway from East 121 Street (western Walnut Park limit) to East 

Alondra Boulevard
• Seville Avenue from East Florence Avenue to Broadway

West Whittier-Los Nietos

• Class III Bike Route along Rivera Road from Pioneer Boulevard 
to Norwalk Boulevard

• Class III Bike Route along Saragosa Street/Pioneer Boulevard 
from Norwalk Boulevard to Los Nietos Road

• Class III Bike Route along Norwalk Boulevard
• Class III Bike Route along Broadway
• Class III Bike Route along Mines Boulevard from San Gabriel 

River Bikeway to Washington Boulevard

Westmont/West Athens

• Class II Bike Lane along Vermont Avenue from 87th Street to El 
Segundo Boulevard 

• Class II Bike Lane along Normandie Avenue between 98th 
Street and El Segundo Boulevard

• Bicycle Boulevard along Budlong Avenue between Manchester 
Avenue and El Segundo Boulevard

• Class II Bike Lane along Imperial Highway between Van Ness 
Avenue and Vermont Avenue

• Class III Bike Route along Denker Avenue between Century 
Boulevard and Imperial Highway

• Class II Bike Lane along Western Avenue between 108th Street 
and El Segundo Boulevard

• Bicycle Boulevard along Lohengrin Avenue / 110th Street 
between Imperial Highway and Budlong Avenue

• Class II Bike Lane along 120th Street between Western Avenue 
and Vermont Avenue

Los Angeles County 
Public Works Low 
Impact Development 
(LID) Standards 
Manual

Los Angeles 
County Public 
Works

2014 Requires standalone street, road, highway, freeway project and 
street within larger projects construction of 10,000 square feet or 
more of impervious surface area to comply with the LID standards 
included in subsection 12.84.440. 

Table A-1: Additional information from countywide plans, specific to Lake Los Angeles, Walnut Park, Westmont/West 
Athens, and West Whittier-Los Nietos
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Plan Agency Date Summary

Los Angeles County 
General Plan 2035

Department of 
Regional Planning

2015 Provides the policy framework for how and where the 
unincorporated County will grow through the year 2035, 
while recognizing and celebrating the County’s wide diversity 
of cultures, abundant natural resources, and status as an 
international economic center. Comprising approximately 2,650 
square miles, unincorporated Los Angeles County is home to 
over one million people. The General Plan accommodates new 
housing and jobs within the unincorporated areas in anticipation 
of population growth in the County. The General Plan also 
establishes a program to prepare community pedestrian plans, 
with guidelines and standards to promote walkability and 
connectivity throughout the unincorporated areas. The General 
Plan’s Mobility Element includes specific recommendations for 
Complete Streets and safe and comfortable active transportation 
design, to be completed whenever appropriate and feasible. 
These include:
• Lane width reductions to 10 or 11 feet in low speed environments 

with a low volume of heavy vehicles (wider lanes may still be 
required for lanes adjacent to the curb, and where buses and 
trucks are expected)

• Low-speed designs
• Access management practices developed through a 

community-driven process
• Back-in angle parking at locations that have available roadway 

width and bike lanes, where appropriate
• Accommodate pedestrians and bicyclists, and reduce motor 

vehicle collisions by implementing the following intersection 
designs, whenever appropriate and feasible:

o Smaller corner curb radii to reduce crossing distances and 
slow turning vehicles

o Traffic calming measures, such as bulb-outs, sharrows, 
medians, roundabouts, and narrowing or reducing the number 
of lanes (road diets) on streets

o Crossings at all legs of an intersection
o Shorter crossing distances for pedestrians
o Pedestrian push buttons when pedestrian signals are not 

automatically recalled
o Walk interval on recall for short crossings
o Left-turn phasing
o Right turn on red prohibitions
o Signs to remind drivers to yield to pedestrians
o Adequate lighting on pedestrian paths, particularly around 

building entrances and exits, and transit stops

Additional information from countywide plans, specific to Lake Los Angeles, Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, 
and West Whittier-Los Nietos, continued
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Plan Agency Date Summary

Los Angeles 
Countywide 
Comprehensive Park 
and Recreation Needs 
Assessment

Department of 
Parks & Recreation

2016 Quantifies the need for parks and recreation resources in Los 
Angeles County and estimates the potential cost of meeting that 
need. 

Lake Los Angeles

Assessed park needs in unincorporated communities of Lake Los 
Angeles, Pearblossom, Liano, and Valyeromo. Only two percent 
of these communities’ population are within half-mile of a park, 
compared to countywide average of 49 percent. The community 
also prioritized a number of park facility improvements and 
additions including:
• Building a new regional park ($14,850,925)
• Add Skate Parks at Sorensen Park ($775,000)
• Add Fitness Zones at Sorensen Park ($70,000) 
• Repair Infrastructure/General at Sorensen Park ($10,832,400) 
• Add Trails at Sorensen Park ($350,000) 
• Add Picnic Shelters at Stephen Sorensen Park ($250,000) 
• Add Covered Pavilion at Sorensen Park ($250,000) 
• Repair Infrastructure/General at Pearblossom Park ($802,000)

Walnut Park

Assessed park needs in Walnut Park. Forty percent of the Walnut 
Park population lives within half-mile of a park. The community 
prioritized a variety of recreational facilities in Walnut Park, 
including a new half-mile walking path with lighting around the 
perimeter of Walnut Nature Park and School. 

West Whittier-Los Nietos

Thirty-seven percent of the West Whittier-Los Nietos population 
lives within half-mile of a park. The study estimates making 
repairs and adding amenities to Sorensen and Amigo Parks will 
cost $11.8 million.

Westmont/West Athens

Twenty-six percent of the Westmont/West Athens population 
lives within half- mile of a park. The study includes estimates for 
building two new community parks in Westmont/West Athens at a 
cost of $11,281,309.

Los Angeles County 
Board of Supervisors 
Vision Zero Motion

Board of 
Supervisors

2017 Approved February 14, 2017, this motion directs the Departments 
of Public Health and Public Works, in collaboration with other 
stakeholder agencies and nonprofit organizations, to implement 
a Vision Zero Initiative for County unincorporated areas. Vision 
Zero is a program aimed at eliminating traffic deaths on public 
streets.

Los Angeles County 
Traffic Signal 
Synchronization 
Program (TSSP)

Los Angeles 
County Public 
Works

TBD Helps improve mobility on congested local highways and 
streets by making low-cost operation improvements. A typical 
project involves upgrading all traffic signals, installing vehicle 
detectors in pavement, coordinating the signal timing between 
intersections, and automatically adjusting traffic signals. This 
program presents an opportunity to create longer pedestrian 
crossing times during peak and off-peak traffic times. In West 
Whittier-Los Nietos, the county plans to upgrade Washington 
Boulevard and Slauson Avenue/Mulberry Drive.

Additional information from countywide plans, specific to Lake Los Angeles, Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, 
and West Whittier-Los Nietos, continued
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Plan Agency Date Summary

Los Angeles County 
Code of Ordinances, 
California 22.44.360, 
Part 9, Rural Outdoor 
Lighting District

Department of 
Regional Planning

2012 Sets provisions for a rural outdoor lighting district, which 
dictates, among other standards, street light standards. 
Street lights are prohibited except where necessary at 
urban cross sections with sidewalks, curbs, and gutters, 
or at intersections and driveways on County roads, where  
Public Works finds that street lights will alleviate traffic 
hazards, improve traffic flow, and/or promote safety and 
security of pedestrians and vehicles based on Public Works' 
highway safety lighting standards.

Lake Los Angeles 
Community Standards 
District 

Department of 
Regional Planning

2014 A Community Standards District (CSD) is a set of local 
zoning regulations to address a community’s specific 
needs. The Lake Los Angeles Rural Town Council proposed 
the establishment of a CSD for the Lake Los Angeles 
Community and submitted a draft document as a proposal. 
At time of the Lake Los Angeles Community Pedestrian 
Plan's release, a CSD for Lake Los Angeles had not been 
finalized or adopted, although the project to establish a CSD 
was underway.

Antelope Valley Area 
Plan

Department of 
Regional Planning

2015 A component of the Los Angeles County General Plan, 
refines the countywide goals and policies in the General 
Plan by addressing specific issues relevant to the Antelope 
Valley, such as community maintenance and appearance, 
and provides more specific guidance on elements already 
found in the General Plan. 
The Land Use Element includes vision and policy language 
for preserving rural town character and open space while 
still planning for land use patterns that reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions. These land use patterns include developing 
the rural town center to reduce vehicle miles traveled 
and ensuring a balance of residential and employment 
opportunities. The rural town center will “provide pleasant 
pedestrian environments and will be accessible by a range 
of transportation options to reduce Antelope Valley Area 
Plan vehicle trips, as directed in the policies of the Mobility 
Element.” The rural town center is in Lake Los Angeles along 
Avenue O between 167th Street East and 172nd Street East, 
and along 170th Street East between Avenue O and Glenfall 
Avenue. 
The Mobility Element includes policies to promote walking 
including:
• Link destinations with walkways and bikeways
• Develop a multi-modal trail system
• Improve existing and create new pedestrian paths
• Pedestrian-scale design in Rural Town Center
• Implement traffic-calming in high traffic areas such as 

school zones

High Desert Corridor 
Project

Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan 
Transportation 
Authority

2016 The High Desert Corridor (HDC) project will provide a new 
multi-modal link between SR-14 in Los Angeles County and 
SR-18 in San Bernardino County. The California Department 
of Transportation and Metro recently approved the Final 
Environmental Impact Report / Environmental Impact 
Statement for the HDC. The approved preferred alternative 
route runs along Palmdale Boulevard, the southern border 
of Lake Los Angeles between 150th and 160th Street.

Table A-2: Additional information from existing plans for Lake Los Angeles and the Antelope Valley
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Plan Agency Date Summary

Walnut Park 
Neighborhood Plan 
and Implementation 
Program

Department of 
Regional Planning

1987 A component of the Los Angeles County General Plan, 
refines the countywide goals and policies in the General Plan 
by addressing specific issues relevant to the Walnut Park 
community. The plan’s Implementation Program suggests 
enhancing the pedestrian experience with street furniture, 
trees, and other amenities along Pacific Boulevard, Florence 
Avenue and Santa Fe Avenue. 

Walnut Park 
Community 
Standards District

Department of 
Regional Planning

1987 A set of requirements intended to help implement the 
residential, commercial and public improvement policies in the 
Walnut Park Neighborhood Plan and Implementation Program. 
The District includes sign, parking, and building and site 
design standards.

Walnut Park 
Community Parks and 
Recreation Plan

Department of Parks 
& Recreation

2015 Provides a vision and road-map for a greener Walnut Park, 
including a more extensive network of publicly-accessible 
green spaces and recreational facilities. Because there is 
limited available land for new park development in Walnut 
Park, the plan describes opportunities to enhance the area’s 
streets and develop new trails for recreation. The plan 
suggests adding: 
Green Streets, which along with increased plantings along a 
street, includes the addition of street trees and storm water 
treatment basins, as well as traffic calming elements such as 
bulb outs, improved crosswalks, and lane width reductions. 
Pacific Boulevard and Santa Fe Avenue are good corridors 
for Green Street improvements, as they can increase access 
to existing public amenities, such as Walnut Nature Park and 
the YWCA (Pacific Boulevard), and create a potential green 
filter between the community’s residential and industrial areas 
(Santa Fe Avenue). Additionally, if park nodes are developed 
along these corridors, Green Streets could improve access for 
people walking and bicycling. These types of improvements 
require partnership with Public Works, but could significantly 
enhance the overall urban greening of Walnut Park.
Community Trails. Walnut Park residents want more places to 
walk safely in their community. The Green Vision Map includes 
a sidewalk trail along Pacific Boulevard, a trail around Walnut 
Elementary School, and a trail through the linear green space 
along the rail corridor. The trail along Pacific Boulevard could 
include widened sidewalks, where possible, or sidewalk 
markings, surface treatments, and directional signage. This 
trail could create a walking network between green spaces 
along this corridor, community amenities, and commercial 
spaces.

Table A-3: Additional information from existing plans for Walnut Park
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Plan Agency Date Summary

West Athens/
Westmont 
Community Plan

Los Angeles 
County 
Department of 
Regional Planning

1990 Establishes a framework of goals, policies and programs to 
guide the pattern, density, and character of development in the 
community.

Vermont Green 
Line Station 
TOD Technical 
Assistance Panel 
Report 

Los Angeles 
County 
Department of 
Regional Planning 

2010 Analyzes existing conditions and provides recommendations. 
Envisions developing the Vermont Avenue I-105 freeway overpass 
and the Vermont/Athens Station into a multi-modal plaza, 
reducing the excessively wide center median and expanding the 
sidewalks to link the community north and south of the freeway. 
The 10-foot sidewalk on the Vermont Avenue overpass’s east 
side and the 15-foot sidewalk on the west side could each be 
widened to 22 feet, without losing traffic capacity. The wider 
sidewalks immediately adjacent to the Vermont/Athens Station 
entrances offer an excellent opportunity to beautify the street, as 
well as amenities for transferring bus riders. The study proposes 
intersection improvements for pedestrian/bicycle access on 110th 
Street & Vermont Avenue, 112th Street & Vermont Avenue, Imperial 
Highway & Budlong Avenue, Imperial Highway & Vermont Avenue, 
I-105 ramps & Vermont Avenue, 120th Street & Vermont Avenue.

Los Angeles County 
Transit Oriented 
Districts Access 
Study

Los Angeles 
County 
Department of 
Regional Planning

2015 Assess station access capacity and needs within nine proposed 
Transit Oriented Districts throughout the county. Includes 
recommendations for improving the following intersections in 
Westmont/West Athens:
110th Street/112th Street and Vermont Ave

Add advanced yield markings, advanced yield signs, flashing 
beacons, and a curb extension on the southwest corner to cross 
Vermont Avenue. The same improvements are proposed for 112th 
Street and Vermont, but will be adding sidewalk and curb ramps to 
the Vermont Avenue median island on the north side of intersection 
instead of bulb-outs.
Imperial Highway and Budlong Ave

Recommendations include adding a signalized intersection for 
Imperial Highway and the east leg of Budlong Avenue, zebra-stripe 
crosswalks at the intersection of Budlong Avenue and Imperial 
Highway, pedestrian countdown signals to all crossings, audio 
signals to all crossings, advanced stop bars to all crossings, bulb-
outs at each corner of the intersection, adding crossing islands 
to the intersection of Imperial Highway and Budlong Avenue, 
removing left turn pockets on Imperial Highway between east and 
west legs of Budlong Avenue and replacing with 2-way median 
Class IV bicycle lane.
Imperial Highway, Vermont Avenue and Southwest Boulevard

Recommendations include adding zebra-stripe crosswalks to all 
crossings, adding pedestrian countdown signals to all signalized 
crossings, adding audio signals to all signalized crossings, adding 
advanced stop bars to all crossings, removing pushbuttons and set 
walk phase to automatic, narrowing driveway and adding bulb-
out to the northwest corner to cross Vermont Avenue, adding bus 
bulb with inset driveway to the southwest corner to cross Vermont 
Avenue, widening median islands on Vermont Avenue by removing 
taper, modifying noses of median islands and widening the width 
of curb ramps/median refuge area for ADA compliance, and adding 
additional median islands on Vermont Avenue to hatched areas 
between through and left turn lanes with median nose.

Table A-4: : Additional information from existing plans for Westmont/West Athens
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Plan Agency Date Summary

I-105 Westbound Ramps & Vermont Avenue 

Recommendations include adding zebra-stripe crosswalks across 
approaches, adding audio signals to all crossings, adding advanced 
stop bars to southbound and westbound approaches, adding 
truncated domes to southwest corner, widening east and west 
sidewalks along Vermont Avenue by 10’ between I-105 westbound 
and eastbound ramps, reducing curb radii on the northwest corner 
to cross I-105 ramps and Vermont Avenue, and coordinating with 
Caltrans and City of Los Angeles 
I-105 Eastbound Ramps/116th Place & Vermont Avenue

Recommendations include opening pedestrian crossing across 
north leg to cross Vermont Avenue, adding zebra-stripe crosswalks 
across west, north, and east approaches, adding pedestrian 
countdown signals to all crossings, adding audio signals to 
all crossings, adding advanced stop bars to southbound and 
eastbound approaches, adding on north leg of intersection a 
median island to hatched area between southbound through and 
left turn lanes; add median nose to create refuge area, widening 
east and west sidewalks along Vermont Avenue by 10’ between 
I-105 westbound ramps and I-105 eastbound ramps/116th Pl., 
reducing curb returns on southwest and southeast corners to cross 
I-105 ramps/116th Pl., adding pedestrian gate arms to the railroad 
crossings at the southwest and southeast corners, adding concrete 
railroad crossing track insets to southbound Vermont Avenue 
mirroring those present on northbound Vermont Avenue, adding 
bicycle/pedestrian connection from Vermont Avenue to 117th Street 
consisting of a short path and curb ramps, and coordinating with 
Caltrans, City of Los Angeles, and Union Pacific Railroad 
120th Street & Vermont Avenue

Recommendations include adding zebra-stripe crosswalks to all 
crossings, audio signals to all crossings, advanced stop bars to all 
crossings, bulb-outs on the northwest corner to cross 120th Street 
and Vermont Avenue and on the southwest corner to cross 120th 
Street, and a bus bulb on the southwest corner to cross Vermont 
Avenue.

Additional information from existing plans for Westmont/West Athens, continued
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Additional information from existing plans for Westmont/West Athens, continued

Plan Agency Date Summary

Westmont/West 
Athens Community 
Parks and 
Recreation Plan

Parks and 
Recreation

2016 Provides a vision and road-map for a greener and safer Westmont/
West Athens, including a more extensive network of publicly-
accessible green spaces and recreational facilities, as well as 
environmental enhancement projects. Many of the proposals are 
recommended along the following Park Corridors: 
Normandie Avenue Enrichment Parks Corridor

Many facilities for teens and older youth are located along 
Normandie Avenue, including Washington High School and the 
South Los Angeles Station Youth Activities League facility. The 
parks along this corridor could be focused on creating a safe 
network of recreational facilities for these groups that offer active 
sports and creative arts amenities. Partnership with local youth 
organizations to develop site designs and public art along this 
corridor would help to instill a sense of ownership with young 
people of the area. Additionally, there are bicycle and skate shops 
along Normandie Avenue where youth informally congregate. 
Partnerships with these small businesses to become informal 
overseers of public space could have valuable safety benefits.
Vermont Avenue Vitality Parks Corridor

Vermont Avenue has a dangerous reputation that leaves many 
community members wary of using the street. Los Angeles County 
Public Works and the City of Los Angeles recently installed 
streetscape improvements and community gardens as a part of an 
initiative to transform conditions along the corridor. New pocket 
parks could be added to build on the momentum of transformation. 
These parks should emphasize life and vitality, be designed for 
excellent supervision, and be well-patrolled. Although new green 
space will not reduce violence on its own, there are benefits to 
increased green space for reduced aggression and stress relief.
Imperial Empowerment Parks Corridor

Imperial Highway is a wide street that is mostly dedicated to 
vehicular traffic; however, it holds many important community 
amenities, including Los Angeles Southwest College and the 
South Los Angeles Station YAL facility. It is also a short distance 
from the Vermont/Athens Metro Rail Station and the commercial 
street closest to the station. Parks along this corridor could act as 
gateways for the community, with design features that distinguish 
Westmont and West Athens from other communities. Partnership 
with the college or other organizations to develop these concepts 
could help to empower the community to create their own style 
of public space. Partnership with Public Works to do streetscape 
improvements would help to formalize these corridors as green 
networks. These streets could be developed as “green streets,” 
with increased planting along the street, the addition of new street 
trees, and the addition of storm water treatment basins. Green 
Street improvements can also include traffic calming elements 
such as curb extensions, improved crosswalks and lane width 
reductions. With the exception of Vermont Avenue, where new 
street trees were recently added, there is limited tree canopy along 
these corridors. Increasing shade and plants could improve public 
perception of the streets and have psychological benefits for stress 
relief.
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Plan Agency Date Summary

Pedestrian Master Plan Los Angeles County 
Public Works

2009 Identifies and plans for future sidewalk facilities in the West, 
South, and East Whittier Areas. Focuses on identifying 
and prioritizing projects near public elementary schools. 
Proposes a series of sidewalk construction projects, with 
priority rating on streets/sidewalks and suggested SRTS 
maps. The six West Whittier elementary schools considered 
in the report are Aeolian Elementary, Nelson Elementary, 
Phelan Elementary, Sorenson Elementary, Washington 
Elementary, and West Whittier Elementary.

Safe Routes to School 
Information and Maps

Los Angeles County 
Public Works

2009 Provides suggested route to school maps for Nelson 
Elementary, Phelan Elementary, Aeolian Elementary, 
Sorenson Elementary, Washington Elementary and West 
Whittier Elementary.

San Gabriel River Master 
Plan

Los Angeles County 
Public Works

2006 Presents a shared vision for the river and a plan for how to 
achieve this vision. One of the primary objectives included 
in the plan is to enhance the pedestrian and bicycle trail, 
including pedestrian bridges, along the San Gabriel River 
corridor. Rails-to-trails projects will provide West Whittier-
Los Nietos with improved access to the river.

Lincoln Specific Plan City of Whittier 2014 Presents a development plan for a 76-acre site in the 
City of Whittier, adjacent to West-Whittier-Los Nietos, at 
Whittier Boulevard and Sorensen Avenue. Proposes a mix 
of residential, commercial, and open space. Objectives in 
the plan related to walking include creating public space 
amenities within the commercial area, creating connectivity 
between land uses, and providing for recreational amenities 
within walking distance of residential neighborhoods. 
Specific proposals include creating:
The Freedom Trail, an enhanced multi-purpose trail that 
connects parks, land uses and the adjacent hospital. 
The walking/biking/running trail will run adjacent to one 
side of each of the two streets connecting the residential 
development to Whittier Boulevard and Sorensen Avenue. 
It will also connect to Independence Green and, through a 
passageway at the community perimeter wall on Lincoln’s 
southerly edge, to Presbyterian Inter-community Hospital. 
The concept for the freedom Trail may also include exercise 
stations, rest areas and play areas along its route and/or as 
part of Independence Green. 
Pedestrian and bicycle access points from Whittier 
Boulevard to a commercial area (“The Market”) at Whittier 
Boulevard and Sorenson Avenue. The Plan proposes 
pedestrian connections to The Market along Sorenson 
Avenue and a new intersection and traffic signal at the 
intersection of Keith Drive and Sorenson Avenue. 
Independence Green, a 2.6 acre active park connected to 
Keith Drive in West Whittier-Los Nietos by the Freedom Trail.

Table A-5: Additional information from existing plans for West Whittier-Los Nietos
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Table A-6: Ongoing transportation projects in Walnut Park

Project Summary

Pacific-California Crosswalk Improvement The County is making safety improvements for people walking at the 
intersection of Pacific Boulevard and California Street. The project 
increases the visibility of people walking to drivers and shortens the 
time in which they will be in the roadway. The improvements include 
signage, pavement markings and traffic calming features. Traffic calming 
elements include bulb-outs and curb ramps, crosswalk signs and 
markings, installation of crosswalks and installation double mounted 
pedestrian signs.

LA County Traffic Signal Synchronization 
Program (TSSP)

The TSSP is intended to help improve mobility on congested local 
highways and streets by making low-cost operation improvements. 
In Walnut Park, the county is currently working to upgrade Florence 
Avenue from Central Avenue in the Florence-Firestone area to the I-5 
freeway ramps at the edge of Santa Fe Springs. Florence Avenue forms 
the northern border of Walnut Park.

ONGOING TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS
The following tables detail the funded transportation projects in Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, 

and West Whittier-Los Nietos. There are currently no funded ongoing transportation projects in Lake Los 

Angeles.
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Table A-7: Ongoing and Funded Transportation Projects Relevant to Westmont/West Athens

Project Summary

Metro Green Line Vermont 
Intersection Improvements 

The Metro ExpressLanes program recently awarded the Los Angeles County 
and City of Los Angeles funding to make pedestrian and bicycle safety 
improvements for those walking and bicycling to and from the Vermont / Athens 
Metro Rail Station. Changes will be made along Vermont Avenue between 110th 
and 120th Streets in Westmont, West Athens, and the City of Los Angeles. 
The project will make a variety of pedestrian-oriented safety improvements:
• Vermont Ave/110th Street: Bulb-outs with ramps and truncated domes
• Vermont Ave/112th Street: Sidewalk, curb ramps with truncated domes to 

median, and signal
• Vermont Ave/Imperial Hwy: Automatic walk phase with pedestrian leading 

interval and pedestrian countdown signals, continental crosswalks and 
advanced stop bars on all legs, installation of a median refuge and widening of 
the existing median, modification of median noses to be ADA compliant with 
ramps and truncated domes and bulb-outs with ramps and truncated domes on 
the west side of street

• Vermont Ave/I-105 eastbound and westbound ramps: Continental crosswalks 
and advanced stop bars

• Vermont Avenue between 116th and 117th Street: Sidewalk widening on the 
eastside of street 

• Vermont Ave/120th Street: Automatic walk phase with pedestrian leading 
interval and pedestrian countdown signals, continental crosswalks and 
advanced stop bars, bulb-outs with ramps and truncated domes on west side 
of street

Additional improvements include upgrading all push buttons to Accessible 
Pedestrian Signals with audio and vibration and relocated bus layover at 119th 
Street to reduce encroachment on bike lane. 

Metro Green Line Vermont Station 
Wayfinding Signage

Design and installation of wayfinding signage within a 1.5-mile radius of the 
Metro Green Line Vermont/Athens station directing pedestrians, bicyclists, and 
other constituents to the station, Metro Park & Ride and other location points of 
interest. 

Vermont Avenue Streetscape 
Improvements

Streetscape improvements along the west side of Vermont Avenue between 
108th Street and 121st Street including installation of concrete pavers, decorative 
crosswalks, trees and planters. 

Budlong Avenue Traffic Calming Public Works is planning to install a bicycle boulevard and traffic calming 
features along Budlong Avenue between Manchester Avenue and El Segundo 
Boulevard.
Specifically, a bulb-out is proposed at 112th St/Budlong Ave; yellow crosswalks 
at 119th St/Budlong Ave; a crosswalk and advanced warning signs at 120th St/
Budlong Ave; and a traffic circle at 122nd St/Budlong Ave, 124th St/Budlong Ave, 
and 127th St/Budlong Avenue.

Westmont/West Athens Roadway 
Improvement Projects 

The County is working on a number of segments throughout Supervisor District 
2, including:
• Restriping 120th Street between Western Avenue and Vermont Avenue for Bike 

Lanes. Resurfacing and repairing selected sidewalks along s. 700 feet of the 
roadway west of Vermont Avenue 

• Resurfacing on Century Blvd between Halldale Avenue and Vermont, and 
installation of a new median island on either side of Normandie Avenue. 
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Project Summary

Westmont/West Athens Bikeway 
Improvement Projects

As part of the Westmont Community Bikeway Access Improvements, the County 
is installing a Bicycle Boulevard on 110th Street between Denker Avenue 
and Budlong Avenue, and a Bike Route on Denker Avenue between Century 
Boulevard and Imperial Highway. The project vision emerged during two 
community meetings held in April 2013 during the Bicycle Boulevard Study. 
The Vermont Avenue Bike Lane project includes striping a Class II Bike Lane 
and installing bicycle racks on Vermont Avenue from Manchester Boulevard to 
El Segundo Boulevard. A portion of the median within 117th Street to 119th Street 
will be reduced in order to accommodate the bike lane.

Westmont Design Concept 
- Westmont Bikeway Access 
Improvements 

Design concept for two bikeway segments: a Class III Bike Route along Denker 
Avenue between Century Boulevard and Imperial Highway, and a bicycle 
boulevard along 10th Street between Denker Avenue and Budlong Avenue. 
Proposes:
• Replacing an existing two-way stop at Budlong Avenue with a traffic circle
• Removing and reconstructing the cross-gutter at Budlong Avenue 
• Constructing curb extensions and enhanced crosswalks on all approaches of 

the Denker Avenue intersection
• Constructing bulb-outs on the west approach of the Normandie Avenue 

intersection 
• Installing bicycle detections on Denker Avenue from Century Blvd to Imperial 

Highway (1.0 mile) 
• Modifying striping to implement the Class III Bike Route and bicycle boulevard. 

Los Angeles County Traffic Signal 
Synchronization Program (TSSP)

The TSSP is intended to help improve mobility on congested local highways and 
streets by making low-cost operation improvements. In Westmont/West Athens, 
the County plans to upgrade Imperial Highway in 2017-2018 and El Segundo 
Blvd.

Ongoing and Funded Transportation Projects Relevant to Westmont/West Athens, continued
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Table A-8: Ongoing transportation projects in Whittier-Los Nietos

Project Summary

Los Nietos Safe Routes to School 
Infrastructure Improvements

Public Works will improve access to public schools in the Los Nietos 
community by creating active transportation infrastructure for the 
almost 3,000 students served by the schools in the area. Phase I 
improvements will be focused around four schools in the southern part 
of the community: Ada S. Nelson Elementary, Aeolian Elementary, Los 
Nietos Middle and Pioneer High School. Eighty percent of the project 
funding will go to pedestrian projects, and the remainder to bikeway 
projects. Improvements will include new signalized crosswalks, signage, 
curb ramps, curb extensions and pedestrian push buttons. The Los 
Angeles County Public Works has applied for Phase II funding for this 
project.

Norwalk Blvd. Reconstruction/ Resurfacing Public Works is planning to install pedestrian improvements as part of 
a reconstruction/resurfacing project on Norwalk Boulevard (between 
Saragosa Street and Aeolian Street, excluding a portion within the 
City of Santa Fe Springs). Curb ramps will be installed as part of the 
reconstruction/resurfacing. The project also includes curb and gutter 
modifications, bus pads and updated traffic controls. Resurfacing will 
improve conditions on a Class III Bike Route. 

Norwalk/Washington Intersection 
Improvements

Los Angeles County is updating the Norwalk Boulevard and 
Washington Boulevard intersection in the summer of 2016. The project 
includes restriping Washington Boulevard and increasing the curb 
radius for the Norwalk Boulevard right-turn lane. The plan provides 
suggested SRTS maps for two impacted schools, Nelson Elementary 
and Phelan Elementary. The project will also include new pavement 
markings and restoring affected pavement markings.
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LAKE LOS ANGELES 
Residential Density 
At 1,601 people per square mile, Lake Los 

Angeles is ranked 220 (lowest) residential 

density out of 265 communities in Los Angeles 

County and the highest residential density out 

of 12 communities in the Antelope Valley. The 

majority of land in Lake Los Angeles is desig-

nated for residential uses, with commercial uses 

clustered on 170th Street East and Avenue P. 

Both of these intersections and the corridor 

along 170th Street are designated as Rural Town 

Center in the Antelope Valley Area Plan. These 

areas are prioritized for pedestrian-oriented 

design and connectivity to link between commer-

cial development and the surrounding residential 

areas (Figure B-1 on next page).

Demographics

POPULATION, AGE, SEX

As of 2014, Lake Los Angeles had a population 

of 12,323. 49.8 percent of Lake Los Angeles’ 

population is female, slightly lower than the 

County (50.7 percent). Lake Los Angeles is a 

relatively young community with 33.2 percent of 

the population under 18 years of age compared 

with 23.2 percent at the County level and 23.9 

percent for the state. Because youth do not have 

drivers’ licenses, they are more likely to depend 

on walking, bicycling, and transit to get around. 

Approximately 7.6 percent of Lake Los Angeles’ 

population are seniors (age 65 and older)—sig-

nificantly below the County level of 11.9 percent 

and California level of 12.5 percent. Seniors are 

This appendix contains additional existing conditions data for Lake Los 
Angeles, Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, and West Whittier-Los Nietos.

Table B-1: Population, age, and sex in Lake Los Angeles

Total Population Percent Female
Percent Under 18 

Years
Percent 18-64 

Years
Percent 65 and 

Older

Lake Los Angeles 12,323 49.8 33.2 59.2 7.6

Los Angeles County 10,017,068 50.7 23.2 64.9 11.9

California 38,332,521 50.3 23.9 63.6 12.5

Source: American Community Survey, 5-year estimate 2010-2014
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Figure B-1: Lake Los Angeles residential density
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another population that may rely more on walking 

and transit as they age and are no longer able to 

drive. Seniors may also require special pedes-

trian planning considerations, such as extended 

crosswalk times and ADA compliant curb cuts.

HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION

Household composition is important to consider 

because caretakers are often the sole transpor-

tation provider for children not old enough to 

drive. On an average day, caretakers spend more 

than one hour driving, traveling 29 miles and 

making more than five trips. In Lake Los Angeles, 

over 37 percent of households include children 

under the age 18. Moreover, nearly 13 percent of 

households include single parent families (Table 

B-2). Providing transportation for children to and 

from school and activities can be a time-con-

suming burden for all families, but especially for 

single-parent households. Improving pedestrian 

access for youth to travel to school and to parks 

can help reduce the time and mental stress of 

transporting children for these Lake Los Angeles 

households. 

Table B-2: Household composition in Lake Los Angeles

Total 
Households

Percent of 
Households 

with Children 
Under Age 18

Percent 
of Single-

Parent 
Households 

with Children 
Under Age 18

Lake Los 
Angeles

3,388 37.5 12.9

Source: American Community Survey, 5-year 2010-2014

Health
Because public health data is not always avail-

able at the Census Designated Place level, this 

plan uses health data at the zip code level when 

necessary. Lake Los Angeles is split between 

Zip Code 93591 and 93535, which also includes 

neighboring Antelope Valley communities with 

similar socio-demographics and built environ-

ment. See Table B-3 on following page.

Mental Health
As shown in Table B-4, about 11.9 percent of 

adults self-reported psychological stress in the 

Lake Los Angeles area, which is higher than 

the County average of eight percent. While 

the impact of walking on physical health is well 

known and documented, it is also important to 

note that walking has a demonstrated impact 

on improving mental health by increasing social 

interaction and reducing depression.

Table B-4: Mental health in Lake Los Angeles

Serious Psychological Distress (Adults age 18 years +)

Percent in Zip Code 93535 12.2

Percent in Zip Code 93591 -

Percent in Zip Codes 93535 & 93591 11.9

Percent in Los Angeles County 8.0

Source: California Health Interview Survey, 
Neighborhood Edition, 2012
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Cause of Death Zip Code 93535 Zip Code 93591 Los Angeles County

Ranking Total 
Number of 
Deaths

Death 
Rate*

Ranking Total 
Number of 
Deaths

Death 
Rate*

Ranking Total 
Number of 
Deaths

Death 
Rate*

Heart Disease 2 79 109.4 2 7 19.4 1 15,916 26.9

Malignant Neoplasms 
(Cancer) 

1 104 144 1 11 30.6 2 14,330 24.2

Cerebrovascular 
Disease (Stroke) 

7 21 29.1 5 3 8.3 3 3,401 5.7

Chronic Lower 
Respiratory Disease 
(CLRD) 

4 37 51.2 5 3 8.3 4 2,809 4.7

Alzheimer's Disease 6 22 30.4 10 1 2.8 5 2,528 4.3

Unintentional Injuries 5 31 42.9 6 2 5.6 6 2,060 3.5

Diabetes Mellitus 8 16 22.2 10 1 2.8 7 2,220 3.8

Pneumonia and 
Influenza 

10 7 9.7 6 2 5.6 8 2,053 3.5

Chronic Liver Disease 
and Cirrhosis 

9 9 12.5 - 0 0.0 9 1,281 2.2

Essential Hypertension 
and Hypertensive Renal 
Disease 

11 5 6.9 2 7 2.7 10 1,261 2.1

Intentional Self Harm 
(Suicide) 

13 2 2.8 6 2 5.6 11 764 1.3

Nephritis, Nephrotic 
Syndrome and 
Nephrosis 

12 3 4.2 - 0 0.0 12 890 1.5

All Other Causes 3 67 92.8 4 4 11.1 9,643 16.3

Total - 403 - 260 100 59,156 100

*Death rate per 100,000 population
Source: Death Profiles by Zip Code, California Department of Public Health, 2012

Table B-3: Mortality rates (total deaths, percentage of deaths, and ranking)
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Grocery Access
Access to fresh, affordable, nutritious food is 

important for health. For individuals with limited 

or no automobile access, walkable, bikeable or 

transit accessible grocery stores are necessary 

for a healthful diet. Food deserts are areas where 

residents’ healthy food access is restricted due to 

the absence of grocery stores within convenient 

travel distance. According to the US Department 

of Agriculture, about 2.3 million people (about 

two percent of all US households) live more than 

one mile away from a supermarket and do not 

own a car.

Lake Los Angeles has one grocery store. 

According to the US Department of Agriculture, 

Lake Los Angeles qualifies as a “low access” 

community where a significant number of resi-

dents are more than one mile from food access.

Disadvantaged Communities
One objective of the Lake Los Angeles 

Pedestrian Plan is to serve disadvantaged com-

munities by improving pedestrian infrastructure, 

safety, and accessibility. This goal is reflected 

in Caltrans Active Transportation Program (ATP) 

which allocates a minimum of 25 percent of 

program funding for sidewalks and bicycle ame-

nities in disadvantaged communities. Proceeds 

from the state’s cap-and- trade program (SB 535) 

are also allocated for improving public health, 

quality of life, and economic opportunity in 

California’s most burdened communities. At the 

same time, these investments are reducing the 

emissions that cause climate change. 

There is no universal definition for disadvantaged 

communities. California has included the term 

in several state laws, but the underlying criteria 

used to identify these communities has not been 

consistent. The ATP sets three possible crite-

ria: 1) household median income, 2) California 

Communities Environmental Health Screening 

Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) and 3) percent-

age of students participating in the National 

School Lunch Program. California’s cap-and-trade 

program currently also relies on CalEnviroScreen 

2.0 to identify disadvantaged communities.

The Public Health Alliance of Southern California 

developed a composite index to identify cumu-

lative health disadvantage in California. The 

purpose of the Health Disadvantage Index (HDI) 

is to help jurisdictions identify areas of need 

and prioritize public and private investments, 

resources and programs. HDI includes diverse 

non-medical economic, social, political and 

environmental factors that influence physical and 

cognitive function, behavior and disease. These 

factors are often called health determinants or 

social determinants of health and form the root 

causes of disadvantage.

Lake Los Angeles qualifies as a disadvantaged 

community based on National School Lunch 

Program Participation and Median Household 

Income. One of two census tracts (6037900104) 

qualifies it as a health disadvantaged community 

based on the Health Disadvantage Index, which 

ranks community health based on a composite 
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score based on an array of indicators (Table B-5). 

Based on these indicators, Lake Los Angeles 

may receive funding prioritization from the 

Caltrans Active Transportation Program and other 

funding sources. 

Table B-5: Disadvantaged Community Indicators in 
Lake Los Angeles

Result
Disadvantaged 

Community

CalEnviroScreen 2.0 25-55% No

National School 
Lunch Program Free 
and Reduced Lunch 
Program Participation 
(Greater than 80% 
student participation)

Greater than 
80% student 
participation

Yes

Median Household 
Income (Less than 
80% California 
Median Household 
Income)

$40,227 Yes

Health Disadvantage 
Index (Top 25% are 
disadvantaged)

Census Tract 
6037900103

No

Census Tract 
6037900104

Yes

Economic Indicators
The median household income for Zip Code 

93535 is $42,837 and for Zip Code 93591 

$39,880, approximately 23 and 28.6 percent 

respectively less than the County average. The 

Lake Los Angeles area also has a significantly 

higher poverty rate than the County average. The 

child poverty rate in Zip Code 93591 is almost 

90 percent greater than the County average, as 

shown in Table B-6. 

Improving pedestrian connections to public 

transit can reduce household expenditures on 

transportation, allowing for increased expendi-

tures on healthcare, education, and nutritious 

food. According to the Bureau of Labor Statistics, 

17.6 percent of household expenditures nation-

wide were on transportation in 2013, the second 

highest household expenditure behind housing. 

The benefits of active transportation can also 

result in lower healthcare cost burdening. 

Table B-6: Poverty rates in Lake Los Angeles

Percent in Zip Code 
93535 

Percent in Zip Code 
93591

Percent in Zip Codes 
93535 & 93591

Percent in Los 
Angeles County 

Persons in Poverty 26.7 36.4 18.7

Children in Poverty 33.3 53.0 29.5

Median Household Income $42,835 $39,880 $55,870

Source: American Community Survey, 5-year estimate 2010-2014
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Pedestrian Environment

LEVELS OF WALKING AND DRIVING

One major objective of any pedestrian invest-

ment is to increase the percentage of people 

who choose to walk, rather than drive. Table B-7 

shows the percent of work trips taken by mode in 

Lake Los Angeles, including walking. 

According to ACS data, no employed Lake Los 

Angeles residents commute to work primarily by 

walking or by bicycling. Census data does not 

include the number of people who walk for recre-

ation or for utilitarian purposes, or students who 

walk to school, and is therefore likely to under-

count true walking rates. However, this rate is still 

lower than both the County and statewide rates. 

Number of vehicles in a household is another 

factor that may impact reliance on walking to 

commute. Overall, more than 99 percent of 

 residents have access to at least one car, but 

fewer with two or more vehicles available (see 

Table B-8). 

Table B-8: Vehicles Available for Transportation to 
Work by Household in Lake Los Angeles

Vehicle Available 
per Household

Percent in Lake 
Los Angeles

Percent in Los 
Angeles County

No vehicle 0.8 4.3

1 35.1 22.4

2 36.4 38.3

3+ 27.8 35.0

Source: Community data: American Community Survey, 
2010-2014 5-Year Estimates; County data: American 
Community Survey, 2015 1-Year Estimate

Only one percent of employed Lake Los Angeles 

residents primarily take transit to work, which 

may be because there is limited transit service 

in the community. Lake Los Angeles is served by 

one transit agency, Antelope Valley Transit, with 

only one bus line running through the community 

(Figure B-2, following page).

Table B-7: Journey to work mode share compared to the county, state, and nation 

Mode Percent Nationwide Percent Statewide
Percent in  

Los Angeles County
Percent in  

Lake Los Angeles

Walk 2.8 2.7 2.9 0.0

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.9 0.0

Public Transit 5.1 5.2 7.0 1.0

Drive Alone 76.4 73.2 72.6 83.9

Carpool 9.6 11.1 10.3 9.2

Other 1.2 1.3 1.3 1.5

Worked from home 4.3 5.4 5.0 4.4

Source: American Community Survey, 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates
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Figure B-2: Map of transit access in Lake Los Angeles
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Pedestrian-Involved Collision Analysis
This section examines collisions that involved 

pedestrians in Lake Los Angeles between 2009 

and 2016. It examines historical, geographic, and 

time of day trends over this five-year period, as 

well as factors at play in these collisions, to better 

understand why these collisions happened and 

how to reduce them in the future.

Reported collision data may not accurately reflect 

all collisions that occur in a community. In some 

cases, individuals may not report a collision to 

the Sheriff’s Department for a variety of reasons 

such as fear or discomfort in interacting with law 

enforcement. This is especially true in disadvan-

taged communities such as Lake Los Angeles 

if economic hardship or legal issues interfere 

with individuals’ ability to secure a legal driver’s 

license, current automobile insurance, or legal 

work documentation. Moreover, even when 

collisions are reported the traffic report may be 

inaccurate. A study on the validity of police report 

data revealed that police report data is often 

inaccurate especially when reporting collision 

with indirect causes (DUI, fatigue, driver inexpe-

rience) and environmental causes (obstructed 

view, wet road conditions) . Some studies indicate 

that pedestrian and bicyclist-related collisions are 

incomplete due to lack of self-reporting.

HISTORICAL TRENDS

Between 2009 and 2016, there were a total of 

eight pedestrian involved collisions in Lake Los 

Angeles (Table B-9). On average, there were 

two pedestrian related collisions per year, which 

made up 10 percent of total collisions in the Lake 

Los Angeles area over that time period. The 

highest number of pedestrian involved collisions 

occurred in 2011 and 2016, with three collisions 

each year (21 percent of the total collisions during 

the year). 

Table B-9: Pedestrian-involved collisions by year in 
Lake Los Angeles

Time Period
Pedestrian-
Involved Collisions 

Percent of Total 
Collisions 

2009 1 8.0

2010 0 0.0

2011 3 21.4

2012 2 8.3

2013 2 13.3

2014 1 7.1

2015 1 4.5

2016 3 7.5

Total 13 --

Average per year 2 8.8

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016



36 Step by Step Los Angeles County

GEOGRAPHIC TRENDS

The majority of collisions involving pedestrians 

between 2009 and 2016 in Lake Los Angeles 

occurred along 170th Street East and Avenue 

O, where most of the residential and community 

activity generators and attractors are, such as 

the library and retail shops. Table B-10 shows the 

number of pedestrian-involved collisions along 

those corridors, and shows where these colli-

sions occurred on a map of the area.

Table B-10: Roadways with the most pedestrian-
involved collisions in Lake Los Angeles

Roadway
Pedestrian-Involved 

Collisions

170th Street East 7

Avenue O 3

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016 

TEMPORAL TRENDS

The majority of pedestrian-involved collisions 

which occurred in Lake Los Angeles between 

2009 and 2016 took place between Tuesday and 

Thursday (Table B-11). The number of collisions 

ranged from one to three collisions per day of the 

week.

Table B-11: Highest pedestrian-involved collision days 
in Lake Los Angeles

Day 
Pedestrian-Involved 

Collisions

Monday 2

Tuesday 3

Wednesday 2

Thursday 2

Friday 1

Saturday 1

Sunday 2

Total 13

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016

The highest percentage of pedestrian-involved 

collisions occurred during dawn and dusk (46.2 

percent). This could be related to increased 

vehicular traffic on roadways during these times 

or decreased visibility in the dark (Table B-12).

Table B-12: Pedestrian-involved collisions by time of 
day in Lake Los Angeles

Time of Day

Number 
of 

Collisions

Percent 
of 

Collisions

Percentage 
of Day (out of 

24 hours)

Daylight 
(9AM-5PM)

5 38.5 33.0

Dawn and Dusk 
(6AM-9AM & 
5PM-8PM)

6 46.2 25.0

Nighttime 
(8PM-6AM)

2 15.3 42.0

Commuting Hours 
Only (7AM-9AM & 
4PM-6PM)

3 23.1 17.0

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016
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DEMOGRAPHIC TRENDS

The largest proportion of those involved in colli-

sions (33 percent) were 55-64 years old, followed 

by under 18 years old (22 percent). 

Table B-13: Pedestrian-involved collisions by age in 
Lake Los Angeles

Age of Victim
Number of 
Collisions

Percentage of 
Total

Under 18 5 38.5

18-24 1 7.5

25-34 0 0

35-44 0 0

45-54 2 15.5

55-64 4 31.0

65+ 1 7.5

Total 13 100

COLLISION FACTORS

From 2009 to 2016, pedestrians were deter-

mined to be at fault in 54 percent of reported 

pedestrian-involved collisions in Lake Los 

Angeles (Table B-14). Pedestrian violations refer 

to collisions occurring while the pedestrian did 

not have the legal right-of-way, such as when 

crossing mid-block outside of a crosswalk. 

Pedestrian right-of-way violations refer to colli-

sions occurring while the pedestrian had legal 

right-of-way and the motorist failed to yield, such 

as when a pedestrian is struck while crossing in 

a marked (or unmarked) crosswalk at an inter-

section. (In some instances, pedestrians struck 

while crossing in an unmarked crosswalk at 

an intersection may be incorrectly attributed 

as a pedestrian violation, rather than a pedes-

trian right-of-way violation, by law enforcement 

officers. Pedestrian violation statistics should 

therefore be approached with caution).

Table B-14: Pedestrian-involved collisions by violation 
category in Lake Los Angeles

Violation Category
Number of 
Collisions

Percentage of 
Total

Motorist At-Fault

Unsafe Speed 1 7.5

Improper Turning 1 7.5

Hazardous Parking 1 7.5

Pedestrian Right of 
Way

1 7.5

Other Hazardous 
Violation 

1 7.5

Pedestrian Violation 7 54.0

Other Than Driver (or 
Pedestrian)

1 7.5

Total 13 100
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Half of the pedestrian-involved collisions which 

took place in Lake Los Angeles between 2009 

and 2016 were classified as ‘Hit and Run’ (Table 

B-15). All four of these were filed as felonies, indi-

cating that all of the hit and run incidents involved 

injuries.

Table B-15: Pedestrian-involved collisions by hit and 
run classification in Lake Los Angeles

Hit and Run
Number of 
Collisions

Percentage of 
Total

Yes 6 46.0

No 7 54.0

Total 13 100

Of the 13 reported cases of pedestrian-involved 

collisions from 2009-2016 in Lake Los Angeles, 

two involved a fatality, and 69 percent involved a 

severe or visible injury (Table B-16). 

Table B-16: Pedestrian-involved collisions by severity 
in Lake Los Angeles

Severity
Number of 
Collisions

Percentage of 
Total

Fatal 2 15.5

Severe Injury 4 30.5

Visible Injury 5 38.5

Complaint of 
Pain

2 15.5

Total 13 100
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WALNUT PARK
Residential Density 
The majority of land in Walnut Park is designated 

for residential uses. However, residential density 

patterns are not uniform across Walnut Park. The 

map in Figure B-3 displays residential popu-

lation density by Census block. Darker blocks 

with higher densities are prominent along three 

corridors, Santa Fe Boulevard, Pacific Boulevard 

and Seville Avenue. Denser residential areas 

create a critical mass of users for public facilities 

(e.g. schools, parks, bus stops, and libraries) and 

create a customer base for neighborhood busi-

nesses (e.g. restaurants, laundromats, childcare, 

and grocery stores). In Walnut Park, a diversity 

of uses like convenience stores, retail shops, 

restaurants, schools, churches, and park space 

are within walking distance (one-quarter mile) of 

the highest residential areas. The lowest density 

residential areas located in the eastern part of 

Walnut Park have fewer commercial uses and 

destinations within walking distance.

Although the County’s General Plan designates 

most residential uses as very low density (Less 

than six dwelling units per acre (du/ac)), Walnut 

Park is one of the densest communities in Los 

Angeles County. At 22,028 people per square 

mile, it is ranked 8/265 (from highest to lowest 

density) among Los Angeles County communi-

ties. The result is severe overcrowding in Walnut 

Park.

Demographics

POPULATION, AGE, AND SEX

As of 2014, Walnut Park had a population of 

16,039. Nearly 49.6 percent of Walnut Park’s 

population is female, slightly higher than the 

County average (47.0 percent). Walnut Park is a 

relatively young community with 29.7 percent of 

the population under 18 years of age compared 

with 23.2 percent at the County level and 23.9 

percent for the state. Because youth do not have 

drivers’ licenses, they are more likely to depend 

on walking, bicycling, and transit to get around. 

Approximately 8.1 percent of Walnut Park’s 

population are seniors (age 65 and older) — sig-

nificantly below the County level of 11.9 percent 

and California level of 12.5 percent (Table B-17). 

Seniors are another population that may rely 

more on walking and transit as they age and are 

no longer able to drive. Seniors may also require 

special pedestrian planning considerations, such 

as extended crosswalk times and ADA compliant 

curb cuts.
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Figure B-3: Walnut Park Residential Density
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Health
Because public health data is not always avail-

able at the Census Designated Place level, this 

plan uses health data at the zip code level when 

necessary. Walnut Park is in Zip Code 90255, 

which also includes Huntington Park, an adjacent 

community with similar socio-demographics and 

built environment. (Table B-18. following page.)

Grocery Access
Access to fresh, affordable, and nutritious food is 

important for health. For individuals with limited 

or no automobile access, walkable, bikeable or 

transit accessible grocery stores are necessary 

for a healthful diet. Food deserts are areas where 

residents’ healthy food access is restricted due to 

the absence of grocery stores within convenient 

travel distance. According to the US Department 

of Agriculture, about 2.3 million people (or about 

two percent of all US households) live more than 

one mile away from a supermarket and do not 

own a car.

According to the US Department of Agriculture, 

Walnut Park does not qualify as a food desert. 

Walnut Park has four stores in the community that 

sell fresh and healthy food. 

Disadvantaged Communities
One objective of the Walnut Park Pedestrian 

Plan is to serve disadvantaged communities 

by improving pedestrian infrastructure, safety, 

and accessibility. This goal is reflected in the 

Caltrans Active Transportation Program (Senate 

Bill 99, Assembly Bill 99, 2013), which allocates 

a minimum of 25 percent of program funding for 

disadvantaged communities. Twenty-five percent 

of proceeds from the state’s cap-and-trade 

program are also allocated for improving public 

health, quality of life, and economic opportunity 

in California’s disadvantaged communities.

There is no universal definition for disadvan-

taged communities. California has used the term 

disadvantaged communities in several state laws, 

but the underlying criteria used to identify these 

communities has not been consistent. The ATP 

sets three possible criteria: 1) household median 

income, 2) California Communities Environmental 

Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) 

and 3) percentage of students participating in 

the National School Lunch Program. California’s 

cap-and-trade program currently also relies on 

CalEnviroScreen 2.0 to identify disadvantaged 

communities.
Table B-17: Population, age, and sex in Walnut Park

Total Population Percent Female
Percent Under 18 

Years
Percent 18-64 

Years
Percent 65 and 

Older

Walnut Park 16,039 49.6 29.7 62.2 8.1

Los Angeles County 10,017,068 50.7 23.2 64.9 11.9

California 38,332,521 50.3 23.9 63.6 12.5

Source: American Community Survey, 5-year estimate 2010-2014
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Table B-18: Mortality Rates (Total Deaths, Percentage of Deaths, and Ranking)

Cause of Death

Zip Code 90255* Los Angeles County

Ranking

Total 
Number of 

Deaths
Death 
Rate** Ranking

Total 
Number of 

Deaths
Death 
Rate**

Heart Disease 1 65 25.0 1 15,916 26.9

Malignant Neoplasms (Cancer) 2 57 21.9 2 14,330 24.2

Cerebrovascular Disease (Stroke) 3 21 8.1 3 3,401 5.7

Chronic Lower Respiratory Disease (CLRD) 9 6 2.3 4 2,809 4.7

Alzheimer's Disease 10 5 1.9 5 2,528 4.3

Unintentional Injuries 6 12 4.6 6 2,060 3.5

Diabetes Mellitus 4 17 6.5 7 2,220 3.8

Pneumonia and Influenza 7 8 3.1 8 2,053 3.5

Chronic Liver Disease and Cirrhosis 5 14 5.4 9 1,281 2.2

Essential Hypertension and Hypertensive 
Renal Disease 

8 7 2.7 10 1,261 2.1

Intentional Self Harm (Suicide) 11 3 1.2 11 764 1.3

Nephritis, Nephrotic Syndrome and 
Nephrosis 

11 3 1.2 12 890 1.5

All Other Causes 42 16.2 9,643 16.3

260 100 59,156 100

*Walnut Park is in Zip Code 90255, which also includes Huntington Park

**Death rate per 100,000 population

Source: Death Profiles by Zip Code, California Department of Public Health, 2012

The Public Health Alliance of Southern California 

has developed a composite index to identify 

cumulative health disadvantage in California. The 

purpose of this Health Disadvantage Index (HDI) 

is to help identify areas of need and prioritize 

public and private investments, resources, and 

programs. HDI includes diverse non-medical 

economic, social, political, and environmental 

factors that influence physical and cognitive 

function, behavior, and disease. These factors 

are often called health determinants or social 

determinants of health and form the root causes 

of disadvantage. Walnut Park qualifies as a disad-

vantaged community on all four disadvantaged 

community indicators, which are outlined in Table 

B-19. Based on these indicators, Walnut Park may 

receive funding prioritization from the Caltrans 

Active Transportation Program and potentially 

other funding sources.
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Table B-19: Disadvantaged community indicators for 
Walnut Park

Result
Disadvantaged 

Community?

CalEnviroScreen 2.0 Top 20% Yes

National School 
Lunch Program Free 
and Reduced Lunch 
Program Participation

Greater than 
80% student 
participation

Yes

Median Household 
Income

$41,202 (Less 
than 80% 
California 
Median 
Household 
Income)

Yes

Health Disadvantage 
Index

Top 25% of 
Disadvantage 
Communities

Yes

Housing
The U.S. Census Bureau defines overcrowded 

housing as a unit with more than one person 

per room, including living and dining rooms. 

Households with more than one-and-a-half 

persons per room are considered severely 

overcrowded. Overcrowding can directly influ-

ence one’s physical and mental health, childhood 

development, and education. In some cases, 

overcrowded housing conditions contribute to 

higher rates of infectious disease, higher mor-

tality rates, and higher rates of mental illness 

and stress. Studies have found a relationship 

between overcrowding and respiratory health, 

meningitis, and tuberculosis in children. For 

adults, a relationship exists between overcrowd-

ing and some forms of cancer and respiratory 

disease. 

Walnut Park has one of the highest rates of over-

crowding in the nation, ranking third highest of 

33,120 zip codes nationwide. Walnut Park’s rate 

of household overcrowding is more than double 

that of Los Angeles County (31.7 percent com-

pared to 12 percent), with renters experiencing 

more overcrowding than homeowners. Garage 

conversions are particularly prevalent in this 

community, which can be attributed to the lack of 

affordable housing in Walnut Park.

Overcrowding and active transportation are 

indirectly related because housing and transpor-

tation costs are the top two largest expenditures 

for American households. According to the 

Bureau of Labor Statistics, housing was the 

largest component (33.6 percent) of overall 

household expenditures in 2013, followed by 

transportation (17.6 percent). These costs have 

also been on the rise in recent years, increasing 

from 32.8 percent in 2012 to 33.6 percent in 2013. 

Individuals may opt to reduce housing costs by 

increasing room occupancy, resulting in over-

crowding. Reducing transportation costs through 

walking can assist with the burden of housing 

costs.

Pedestrian Environment

LEVELS OF WALKING AND DRIVING

One major objective of any pedestrian invest-

ment is to increase the attractiveness and 

usefulness of walking. Table B-20 shows the 

percent of work trips taken by mode in Walnut 

Park, including walking. 
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Approximately 2.6 percent of employed Walnut 

Park residents commute to work by walking. 

Census data does not include the number of 

people who walk for recreation or for utilitar-

ian purposes, students who walk to school, or 

people who walk from outside of Walnut Park, 

and is therefore likely to undercount true walking 

rates in the community. Overall, the rate of 

Walnut Park residents who walk to work is similar 

to the rate of those who walk in the County and 

statewide.

Number of vehicles in a household is another 

factor that may impact reliance on transit use or 

walking to commute. Compared to the County 

average, Walnut Park has more households with 

no vehicles available, but also more households 

with three or more vehicles available (see Table 

B-21). These patterns can be understood in the 

context of community economic challenges, 

including low incomes (relating to no-vehicle 

households) and overcrowding (relating to house-

holds with three or more vehicles).

Table B-21: Vehicles available for transportation to 
work by household

Vehicle Available 
per Household

Percent in Walnut 
Park

Percent in Los 
Angeles County

No vehicle 6.2 4.3

1 19.0 22.4

2 31.5 38.3

3+ 43.2 35.0

Source: Community data: American Community Survey, 
2010-2014 5-Year Estimates; County data: American 
Community Survey, 2015 1-Year Estimate

According to ACS data, 9.6 percent of employed 

Walnut Park residents commute to work primar-

ily by transit. This is significantly higher than the 

Los Angeles County average of seven percent, 

which is itself higher than state and national 

averages. Based on Metro 2016 Quality of Life 

Report, 86percent of bus riders and 68 percent 

of rail riders in Los Angeles County access transit 

by walking; therefore, it can be assumed that a 

number of transit riders in Walnut Park walk to the 

bus or rail stations in Florence-Firestone. 

Table B-20: Journey to work mode share compared to the county, state, and nation

Mode Percent Nationwide Percent Statewide
Percent in  

Los Angeles County Percent in Walnut Park

Walk 2.8 2.7 2.9 2.6

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.9 1.6

Public Transit 5.1 5.2 7.0 9.6

Drive Alone 76.4 73.2 72.6 68.0

Carpool 9.6 11.1 10.3 12.8

Other 1.2 1.3 1.3 1.1

Worked from home 4.3 5.4 5.0 4.2

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates (B08006)
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The most significant regional transit connec-

tion near Walnut Park is the Florence Station 

of the Metro Blue Line, located less than a 

quarter-mile from the intersection of Florence 

Avenue and Santa Fe Avenue. Walnut Park itself 

is served extensively by transit, including Metro 

bus service on Pacific Boulevard (Rapid), Santa 

Fe Avenue, Pacific Boulevard, Seville Avenue, 

Broadway and Mountain View Avenue. Metro 

Shuttles #611 and #612 also serve the Walnut 

Park community. Major transit connections in 

Walnut Park are illustrated in Figure B-4 (follow-

ing page). Los Angeles County Public Works also 

operates a circulatory bus that connects Walnut 

Park to the Blue Line station and parks located in 

Florence-Firestone. 

Motor Vehicle Speeds and Volumes
Speeding on residential streets appears to be an 

issue, as the County has installed speed cush-

ions on a number of east-west local streets. In 

fact, every residential street between Florence 

Avenue and Santa Ana Street features traffic 

calming devices for the purposes of speed 

reduction (see Table B-22). However, none of 

these streets feature traffic calming devices that 

reduce motor vehicle volumes (such as diverters).

Tree Canopy
Trees and landscaping play an important role 

in transforming the pedestrian realm and pro-

moting walkability in a community. Tree canopy 

provides shade for people walking on hot days 

and creates a more attractive area for walking. 

Large trees and landscaping can provide a buffer 

between sidewalks and traffic, and also serve as 

traffic calming. 

Table B-22: Existing Traffic Calming Devices in Walnut Park

Street From To Type

Walnut Street Santa Fe Avenue Mountain View Avenue Speed cushions

California Street Pacific Boulevard State Street Speed cushions

Live Oak Street Seville Avenue State Street Speed cushions

Flower Street Pacific Boulevard Seville Avenue Speed cushions

Flower Street Mountain View Avenue State Street Speed cushions

Hope Street Seville Avenue State Street Speed cushions

Grand Avenue Mountain View Avenue State Street Speed cushions

Olive Street Seville Avenue State Street Speed cushions

Hill Street Seville Avenue State Street Speed cushions

Broadway Seville Avenue State Street Speed cushions

Cudahy Street Seville Avenue State Street Speed cushions
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Figure B-4: Walnut Park transit access
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The western portion of Walnut Park has the 

least tree canopy coverage relative to pop-

ulation at 69.6 percent in the southwestern 

portion and 65.2 percent in the northwestern 

and central portions. The northern portion 

has greater canopy coverage with only 58.6 

percent census-weighted population lacking 

in canopy coverage, and 54.8 percent in the 

eastern portion. For perspective, according to 

the Public Health Alliance, Health Disadvantage 

Index, Walnut Park is ranked in the lowest fifth 

percentile (worst) for tree canopy coverage. 

Opportunities to increase tree canopy coverage, 

as well as landscape and other shade structures 

will be considered in the development of the 

Walnut Park Pedestrian Plan. 

Pedestrian-Involved Coilision Analysis
This section examines collisions that involved 

pedestrians in Walnut Park between 2009 and 

2016. It examines historical, geographic, and time 

of day trends over these past five years, as well 

as factors at play in these collisions, to better 

understand why these collisions happened and 

how to reduce them in the future.

Reported collision data may not accurately 

reflect all collisions that occur in a community. In 

some cases, individuals may not report a colli-

sion to the Sheriff’s Department for a variety of 

reasons such as fear or discomfort in interacting 

with law enforcement. This is especially true in 

disadvantaged communities such as Walnut Park 

if economic hardship or legal issues interfere 

with individuals’ ability to secure a legal driver’s 

license, current automobile insurance, or legal 

work documentation. Moreover, even when 

collisions are reported the traffic report may be 

inaccurate. A study on the validity of police report 

data revealed that police report data is often 

inaccurate, especially when reporting collision 

with indirect causes (DUI, fatigue, driver inexpe-

rience) and environmental causes (obstructed 

view, wet road conditions). Collision level vari-

ables with the least reported accuracy included 

road character and collision severity. In addition, 

some studies indicate that pedestrian collision 

data is incomplete due to lack of self-reporting.
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HISTORICAL TRENDS

Between 2009 and 2016, there were a total 

of 58 pedestrian-involved collisions in Walnut 

Park, as shown in Table B-23. On average, there 

were seven pedestrian related collisions per 

year, which made up 18 percent of total colli-

sions in Walnut Park over that time period. The 

highest number of pedestrian involved collisions 

occurred in 2012, with 12 collisions (27 percent of 

the total collisions that year). 

Table B-23: Pedestrian-Involved Collisions by Year in 
Walnut Park

Time Period
Pedestrian-

Involved Collisions 
Percent of Total 

Collisions

2009 5 19.2

2010 11 25.5

2011 9 17.3

2012 12 27.3

2013 8 15.4

2014 5 13.5

2015 5 11.4

2016 3 15.0

Total 58 --

Average 7 18.2

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016

GEOGRAPHIC TRENDS

Twenty-one pedestrian-involved collisions 

occurred along Pacific Avenue, and eleven along 

Santa Fe Avenue, both major highways, during 

the study period. Table B-24 shows where these 

collisions occurred in Walnut Park. 

Table B-24: Highest pedestrian-involved collision 
roadways in Walnut Park

Roadway
Pedestrian -Involved 

Collisions

Pacific Boulevard 21

Santa Fe Avenue 11

Florence Avenue 11

Seville Avenue 6

Broadway 6

TEMPORAL TRENDS

The number of pedestrian-involved collisions in 

Walnut Park between 2009 and 2016 ranged 

between 5 and 12 collisions per day of the week, 

with a higher number of pedestrian-involved col-

lisions occurring on Thursdays, closely followed 

by Fridays and Sundays (Table B-25). 

Table B-25: Highest pedestrian-involved collision days 
in Walnut Park

Day 
Pedestrian-Involved 

Collisions

Monday 8

Tuesday 6

Wednesday 5

Thursday 12

Friday 11

Saturday 5

Sunday 11

Total 58

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016
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The highest percentage of pedestrian-involved 

collisions occurred from dawn to dusk, and 

during daylight (43 percent each). The percent-

age of collisions that occurred during commuting 

hours is also high, at 34.5 percent, compared to 

the percent of the day these hours represent, as 

shown in Table B-26. 

Table B-26: Pedestrian-involved collisions by time of 
day in Walnut Park

Time of Day
Number of 
Collisions

Percent of 
Collisions

Percentage 
of Day (out 

of 24 hours)

Daylight 
(9AM-5PM)

25 43.1 33.0

Dawn and 
Dusk (6AM-
9AM & 
5PM-8PM)

25 43.1 25.0

Nighttime 
(8PM-6AM)

8 13.8 42.0

Commuting 
Hours Only 
(7AM-9AM & 
4PM-6PM)

20 34.5 17.0

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016

DEMOGRAPHIC TRENDS

The largest proportion of those involved in 

collisions (19 percent) were under 18 years old. 

Age groups 45-54 (17 percent) and 65 or older (17 

percent) also had relatively high pedestrian-in-

volved collision rates. 

Table B-27: Pedestrian-involved collisions by age in 
Walnut Park 

Age of Victim
Number of 
Collisions

Percentage of 
Total

Under 18 11 19.0

18-24 5 8.6

25-34 6 10.3

35-44 8 13.8

45-54 10 17.2

55-64 8 13.8

65+ 10 17.2

Total 58 100

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016

COLLISION FACTORS

In Walnut Park, from 2009 to 2016, pedestrian 

right-of-way violations and pedestrian viola-

tions were the most common type of violation 

recorded (approximately 46.6 percent and 31 

percent respectively), indicating the involve-

ment of pedestrians who failed to follow traffic 

rules and were found to be at fault during the 

great majority of the reported collisions (Table 

B-28). When pedestrians were not found to be at 

fault, collisions were most frequently caused by 

alcohol (10.3 percent) and improper turning (5.2 

percent).
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Pedestrian violations refer to collisions occurring 

while the pedestrian did not have the legal right-

of-way, such as when crossing mid-block outside 

of a crosswalk. Pedestrian right-of-way violations 

refer to collisions occurring while the pedestrian 

had legal right-of-way and the motorist failed to 

yield, such as when a pedestrian is struck while 

crossing in a marked (or unmarked) crosswalk at 

an intersection. (In some instances, pedestrians 

struck while crossing in an unmarked crosswalk 

at an intersection may be incorrectly attributed 

as a pedestrian violation, rather than a pedes-

trian right-of-way violation, by law enforcement 

officers. Pedestrian violation statistics should 

therefore be approached with caution).

Table B-28: Violation category of pedestrian-involved 
collisions in Walnut Park

Violation Category
Number of 
Collisions

Percentage 
of Total

Pedestrian Right of Way 27 46.6

Pedestrian Violation 18 31

Driving or Bicycling 
Under the Influence of 
Alcohol or Drug

6 10.3

Improper Turning 3 5.2

Unsafe Speed 1 1.7

Unsafe Starting or 
Backing

1 1.7

Unknown 2 3.4

Total 58 100

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016 

Approximately 19 percent of these pedestrian-in-

volved collisions which occurred in Walnut Park 

from 2009-2016 were classified as ‘Hit and Run’, 

as shown in Table B-29. Off these 11 collisions, 10 

were filed as felonies, indicating that all of the hit 

and run incidents involved injuries, and one was 

a misdemeanor

Table B-29: Pedestrian-involved collisions by hit and 
run classification in Walnut Park

Hit and Run
Number of 
Collisions

Percentage of 
Total

Yes 11 19.0

No 47 81.0

Total 58 100

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016

Of the 58 collisions involving pedestrians from 

2009-2016 in Walnut Park, four were fatalities. 

While a third were minor injuries with only com-

plaints of pain, the majority (59 percent) suffered 

either a severe or visible injury, as shown in Table 

B-30.

Table B-30: Pedestrian-involved collisions by severity 
in Walnut Park

Severity
Number of 
Collisions

Percentage of 
Total

Fatal 4 6.9

Severe Injury 11 19.0

Visible Injury 22 37.9

Complaint of 
Pain

21 36.2

Total 58 100

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016
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WESTMONT/WEST 
ATHENS
Residential Density 
At approximately 17,000 people per square mile, 

Westmont/West Athens has the eighth highest 

residential density out of 265 communities in 

Los Angeles County. As shown in Figure B-5 

(following page), the majority (64 percent) of land 

use in Westmont/West Athens is designated 

as residential, while 30 percent is commercial. 

Approximately 42 percent of the residential land 

is designated as lower density— single family 

homes under eight dwelling units per acre. 

Demographics

POPULATION, AGE AND SEX

As of 2014, Westmont/West Athens had a popu-

lation of 40,582. Nearly 53 percent of Westmont/

West Athens’s population is female, slightly 

above the County average of 47.0 percent. 

Westmont/West Athens is a relatively young com-

munity with 29.1 percent of the population under 

18 years of age compared with 23.2 percent at 

the County level and 23.9 percent for the state. 

Because youth do not have drivers’ licenses, they 

are more likely to depend on walking, bicycling 

and transit to get around. Approximately 8.9 

percent of Westmont/West Athens’ population 

are seniors (age 65 and older)—significantly 

below the County level of 11.9 percent and 

California level of 12.5 percent. Seniors are 

another population that may rely more on walking 

and transit as they age and are no longer able to 

drive. Seniors may also require special pedes-

trian planning considerations, such as extended 

crosswalk times and ADA compliant curb cuts.

Table B-31: Population, Sex, and Age in Westmont/West Athens

Total Population Percent Female
Percent Under 18 

Years
Percent 18-64 

Years
Percent 65 and 

Older

Westmont/West Athens 40,582 53.0 29.1 62.0 8.9

Los Angeles County 10,017,068 50.7 23.2 64.9 11.9

California 38,332,521 50.3 23.9 63.6 12.5

Source: American Community Survey, 5-year estimate 2010-2014
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Figure B-5: Westmont/West Athens residential density
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IMMIGRATION AND CITIZENSHIP 

Immigrant status is related to health outcomes 

in varied and complex ways. Foreign-born 

individuals may face barriers to accessing jobs, 

education, and services due to social exclusion 

or linguistic isolation. However, there are also 

positive health outcomes known as the “healthy 

migrant effect.” First generation immigrants are 

often healthier than U.S. born residents due to 

cultural diets, active lifestyle habits, or strong 

social ties within an immigrant community. These 

benefits often diminish with each later gener-

ation. As shown in Table 32, approximately 23 

percent of Westmont/West Athens residents are 

foreign born, significantly less than the County 

average (35.7 percent). 

Table 32: Immigration in Westmont/West Athens

Percent in Westmont/
West Athens

Percent in Los 
Angeles County

U.S. Born 77.0 64.3

Foreign Born 23.0 35.7

Source: American Community Survey, 5-year estimate 
2010-2014

LINGUISTIC ISOLATION 

Over 18 percent of households in Westmont/

West Athens are linguistically isolated, meaning 

that all household members five years old and 

over have at least some difficulty with English. 

This is significantly higher than the 14.4 percent 

of Los Angeles County and nearly 10 percent of 

California households classified as “linguistically 

isolated” (Table B-33). Because most business 

and civic discourse is in English, the ability to 

communicate and comprehend English is a 

critical skill. While not all jobs require fluency in 

English, linguistic isolation serves as a barrier 

to obtaining most jobs (particularly living wage 

jobs) and to obtaining quality medical and social 

services. Assessing linguistically isolated house-

holds is important for identifying disadvantaged 

communities. It is also an important factor to 

consider for conducting community outreach for 

the development of the Westmont/West Athens 

Pedestrian Plan. Outreach events and materials 

should be translated in order to reach linguistical-

ly-isolated households.

Table B-33: Linguistically Isolated Households in 
Westmont/West Athens

Households that are Linguistically Isolated 

Percent in Westmont/West Athens 18.5

Percent in Los Angeles County 14.4

Percent Statewide 9.9

Source: American Community Survey, 5-year estimate 
2010-2014
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Health
Because public health data is not always avail-

able at the Census Designated Place level, this 

plan uses health data at the zip code level when 

necessary. Westmont/West Athens is in zip 

codes 90044 and 90047. 

LIFE EXPECTANCY AND LEADING CAUSES 
OF DEATH 

The most common causes of death can vary by 

geographic location, sex, age, race/ethnicity, 

education level, and occupation. A risk factor is 

something that is likely to increase the chances 

of a particular event, such as a specific disease 

Table B-34: Mortality Rates (Total deaths, percentage of deaths, and ranking)

Cause of Death

Zip Code 90044,90047* Los Angeles County

Ranking
Total Number 

of Deaths Death Rate** Ranking
Total Number 

of Deaths Death Rate**

Heart Disease 1  245 26.7% 1 15,916 26.9%

Malignant Neoplasms (Cancer) 2 215 23.4% 2 14,330 24.2%

Cerebrovascular Disease 
(Stroke) 

3 53 5.8% 3 3,401 5.7%

Chronic Lower Respiratory 
Disease (CLRD) 

4 45 4.9% 4 2,809 4.7%

Alzheimer's Disease 9 21 2.3% 5 2,528 4.3%

Unintentional Injuries 8 22 2.4% 6 2,060 3.5%

Diabetes Mellitus 5 42 4.6% 7 2,220 3.8%

Pneumonia and Influenza 6 27 2.9% 8 2,053 3.5%

Chronic Liver Disease and 
Cirrhosis 

10 20 2.2% 9 1,281 2.2%

Essential Hypertension and 
Hypertensive Renal Disease 

7 23 2.5% 10 1,261 2.1%

Intentional Self Harm (Suicide) 12 6 0.7% 11 764 1.3%

Nephritis, Nephrotic Syndrome 
and Nephrosis 

11 15 1.6% 12 890 1.5%

All Other Causes 183 20.0% 9,643 16.3%

Total - 917 100% 59,156 100%

*Westmont/West Athens CDP is in Zip Code 90044, 90047

**Death rate per 100,000 population

Source: Death Profiles by Zip Code, California Department of Public Health, 2012
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or medical condition. Lifestyle-related risk 

factors for the leading causes of death include 

an unhealthy diet, high blood pressure, smoking, 

insufficient physical activity, exposure to toxins 

and obesity. Table B-34 shows the leading 

causes of death in Westmont/West Athens.

GROCERY ACCESS

Access to fresh, affordable, nutritious food is 

important for health. For individuals with limited 

or no automobile access, walkable, bikeable or 

transit accessible grocery stores are necessary 

for a healthful diet. Food deserts are areas where 

residents’ healthy food access is restricted due to 

the absence of grocery stores within convenient 

travel distance. According to the US Department 

of Agriculture, about 2.3 million people (or 2.2 

percent of all US households) live more than one 

mile away from a supermarket and do not own a 

car.

Westmont/West Athens has two grocery stores 

that are within or adjacent to the unincorpo-

rated community boundary. According to the 

US Department of Agriculture, while Westmont/

West Athens does not meet the strict one-mile 

distance definition of a food desert, a significant 

number of low-income residents live greater 

than half-mile from a grocery store. Overall, West 

Athens has greater grocery stores access than 

Westmont residents. Walking greater than half-

mile may discourage residents from walking or 

may be too strenuous for the elderly or disabled.

DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES

One objective of the Westmont/West Athens 

Pedestrian Plan is to serve disadvantaged com-

munities by improving pedestrian infrastructure, 

safety and accessibility. This goal is reflected 

in the Caltrans Active Transportation Program 

which allocates a minimum of 25 percent of 

program funding for disadvantaged communities. 

Twenty-five percent of proceeds from the state’s 

cap-and-trade program are also allocated for 

improving public health, quality of life, and eco-

nomic opportunity in California’s disadvantaged 

communities. 

There is no universal definition for disadvantaged 

communities. California has included the term 

in several state laws, but the underlying criteria 

used to identify these communities has not been 

consistent. The ATP sets three possible crite-

ria: 1) household median income, 2) California 

Communities Environmental Health Screening 

Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) and 3) percent-

age of students participating in the National 

School Lunch Program. California’s cap-and-trade 

program currently also relies on CalEnviroScreen 

2.0 to identify disadvantaged communities.

The Public Health Alliance of Southern California 

developed a composite index to identify cumu-

lative health disadvantage in California. The 

purpose of the Health Disadvantage Index (HDI) 

is to help jurisdictions identify areas of need 

and prioritize public and private investments, 

resources and programs. HDI includes diverse 
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non-medical economic, social, political and 

environmental factors that influence physical and 

cognitive function, behavior and disease. These 

factors are often called health determinants 

or social determinants of health, and form the 

root causes of disadvantage. Westmont/West 

Athens qualifies as a disadvantaged community 

on all four disadvantaged community indicators, 

which are outlined in Table B-35. Based on these 

indicators Westmont/West Athens may receive 

funding prioritization from the Caltrans Active 

Transportation Program and potentially other 

funding sources.

Table B-35: Disadvantaged community indicators in 
Westmont/West Athens

Result
Disadvantaged 

Community

CalEnviroScore 2.0 Top 20% Yes

National School 
Lunch Program Free 
and Reduced Lunch 
Program Participation 

Greater than 
80% student 
participation

Yes

Median Household 
Income (Less than 
80% of state median)

$29,502 Yes

Health Disadvantage 
Index 

Top 25% Yes

Source: Health Disadvantage Index, 2016; American 
Community Survey, 5-year 2010-2014

OVERCROWDING

The U.S. Census Bureau defines overcrowded 

housing as a unit with more than one person 

per room, including living and dining rooms. 

Households with more than one-and-a-half 

persons per room are considered severely over-

crowded. Overcrowding can directly influence 

one’s physical and mental health, childhood 

development, and education. In some cases, 

overcrowded housing conditions contribute to 

higher rates of infectious disease, higher mor-

tality rates, and higher rates of mental illness 

and stress. Studies have found a relationship 

between overcrowding and respiratory health, 

meningitis, and tuberculosis in children. For 

adults, a relationship exists between overcrowd-

ing and some forms of cancer and respiratory 

disease. 

Westmont/West Athens has one of the highest 

rates of overcrowding in the nation, ranking 

44th highest of 33,120 zip codes nationwide. 

Its household overcrowding rate of 24 percent 

is higher than the overall rate for Los Angeles 

County (12 percent), with renters experienc-

ing more overcrowding than homeowners. 

Overcrowding and active transportation are 

indirectly related because housing and transpor-

tation costs are the two largest expenditures for 

American households. According to the Bureau 

of Labor Statistics housing was the largest 

component (33.6 percent) of overall household 

expenditures in 2013, followed by transportation 

(17.6 percent). These costs have also been on the 

rise in recent years, especially in Los Angeles 

County. Reducing household expenditures on 

transportation may allow for increased household 

expenditures on housing and lower room occu-

pancy rates. 
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Pedestrian Environment

LEVELS OF WALKING AND DRIVING

One major objective of any pedestrian invest-

ment is to increase the attractiveness and 

usefulness of walking. Table B-38 shows the 

percent of work trips taken by mode, including 

walking. 

Westmont/West Athens residents commute by 

walking far less than the Los Angeles County 

average. Insufficient jobs within walking distance 

may partially explain this mode share. Overall, 

the true walking rate in the community may 

be higher, as many people access transit by 

walking as well as to walk to school, run errands 

or for recreation. The number of Westmont/

West Athens commuters who take public transit 

to work is higher than the county average (15 

percent in Westmont, 11 percent in West Athens, 

and only seven percent in Los Angeles County). 

Based on Metro 2016 Quality of Life Report, 86 

percent of bus riders and 68 percent of rail riders 

in Los Angeles County access transit by walking, 

therefore it can be assumed that a number of 

transit riders in Westmont/West Athens walk to 

the bus stops or rail station in their community. 

Westmont/West Athens is well served by transit 

(Figure B-6, following page). A number of agen-

cies offer public transit services that stop within 

the community: 

 f Metro (bus routes, including a Rapid bus line, 

and Green Line stop)

 f GTrans, the City of Gardena’s transit provider 

(bus routes)

 f City of Torrance (bus routes)

 f Los Angeles County Public Works (Link/

Athens shuttle)

 f Department of Transportation, City of Los 

Angeles (Vermont/Main DASH)

Table B-36: Journey to work mode share compared to the county, state, and nation 

Mode
Percent in West 

Athens
Percent in 
Westmont

Percent in Los 
Angeles County

Percent 
Nationwide

Percent  
Statewide

Walk 0.2 1.0 2.9 2.8 2.7

Bicycle 1.2 0.4 0.9 0.6 1.1

Public Transit 11.7 15.1 7.0 5.1 5.2

Drive Alone 66.1 68.8 72.6 76.4 73.2

Carpool 15.5 9.0 10.3 9.6 11.1

Other 0.5 1.1 1.3 1.2 1.3

Worked from home 4.9 5.3 5.0 4.3 5.4

Source: American Community Survey , 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates (B08006)
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Figure B-6: Westmont/West Athens transit access

W E S T M O N TW E S T M O N T
B

B B
B

B

B

BBB
B

B

B

B

M

B

B

BB

B

B

B

BB
B

B

B

B

B

B

B

B

B

BBB

B

B

B

B

B

B

B

B

B

BB

B

BB

B

B B

B

B

B

BBBBB

TRANSIT ACCESS

DESTINATIONS

SCHOOL HEALTHCARE

COLLEGE EMERGENCY SERVICES

LIBRARY

POST OFFICE

PARK/RECREATION

GOVERNMENT OFFICE

EXISTING PUBLIC TRANSIT NETWORK

METRO RAIL ROUTE

METRO RAIL STOPSM

BUS STOPSB

TRAFFIC SIGNAL

EXISTING INFRASTRUCTURE

ROAD NETWORK

PARK

0 0.2 0.4
MILES

Map produced April 2016.

LADOT DASH

Danny J.
Bakewell, Sr.,

Primary Center

Washington
Primary
Center

Century Park
Elementary

School

Cimarron Avenue
Elementary School

La Salle
Avenue

Elementary
School

Manchester Avenue
Elementary School

Manhattan Place
Elementary School

Ninety-Fifth
Street
Elementary
School

Ninety-Fifth
Street
Elementary
School

West Athens
Elementary

School

Woodcrest
Elementary

School

Little
Green
Acres
Park

97th Street
Pocket Park

105th
Street
Pocket

Park

Jesse Owens
County Park

County Fire
Station #14
County Fire
Station #14

Inglewood
Post O�ce

Woodcrest
Public
Library

West 
Athens
Victory
Garden

Wilmington
Community
Clinic

George
Washington
Preparatory
High School

Amino South
Los Angeles

Los Angeles
County Sheri�

Henry Clay
Middle School

Los Angeles
Southwest College

Middle College
High School ¥105

¥110

W 90th St

W Hardy St

W Arbor Vitae St

W 88th Pl

7t
h 

Av
e

W 130th St

W 109th St

B
ud

lo
ng

 A
ve

B
ud

lo
ng

 A
ve

S
 W

ilt
on

 P
l

S
 M

an
ha

tta
n 

P
l

N
or

m
an

di
e 

Av
e

N
or

m
an

di
e 

Av
e

 3
rd

 A
ve

Va
n 

B
ur

en
 A

ve

B
ud

lo
ng

 A
ve

B
er

en
do

 A
ve

S
 N

ew
 H

am
ps

hr
e 

Av
e

5t
h 

A
ve

S
 H

oo
ve

r S
t

S
 H

oo
ve

r S
t

W 110th St

W 95th St

W 96th St

W 93rd St

W 92nd St

W 91st St

W 94th St

W El Segundo Blvd

W 119th St

W
ilk

ie
 A

ve

S
 S

pi
nn

in
g 

Av
e

W 108th St

 4
th

 A
ve

 2
nd

 A
ve

Lo
he

ng
rin

 S
t

W 127th St

W 99th St

W 88th St

W 97th St

S
 V

er
m

on
t A

ve
S

 V
er

m
on

t A
ve

W 87th St

W 103rd St

W 102nd St

W Century Blvd

W 126th St

W 124th St

W 104th St

W 104th Pl

W 106th St

B
ar

in
g 

C
ro

ss
 S

t

W Imperial Hwy

W 117th St

W 120th St

S
pi

nn
in

g 
Av

e

C
as

im
ir 

A
ve

W 113th St

W 112th St

119th St

W 115th St

H
al

ld
al

e 
A

ve

S
 D

en
ke

r A
ve

D
en

ke
r A

ve
D

en
ke

r A
ve

H
al

ld
al

e 
Av

e

H
ar

va
rd

 B
lv

d
S

 H
ar

va
rd

 B
lv

d

S
 W

es
te

rn
 A

ve
S

 W
es

te
rn

 A
ve

W 92nd St

Athens Blvd

A
tk

in
so

n 
A

ve

W 91st St

R
ay

m
on

d 
Av

e
R

ay
m

on
d 

Av
e

W 89th St

D
en

ve
r A

ve

W Manchester Ave

B
er

en
do

 A
ve

W 118th St

Laconia Blvd

Bruin St

S
 G

ra
m

er
cy

 P
l

S
 W

ilt
on

 P
l

C
im

ar
ro

n 
S

t

H
as

s 
Av

e

S
 S

t A
nd

re
w

s 
P

l

S
 M

an
ha

tta
n 

P
l

R
ut

he
le

n 
S

t

W 123rd St

S
 H

ob
ar

t B
lv

d

Sou
thw

es
t B

lvd

S
 M

ar
ip

os
a 

Av
e

La
 S

al
le

 A
ve

D
al

to
n 

Av
e

H
aa

s 
Av

e

C
im

ar
ro

n 
S

t

W 85th St

W 98th St

W 125th St

W 122nd St

W 121st St

W 129th St

W 116th Pl

C
im

ar
ro

n 
Av

e

Ta
rr

on
 A

ve

 8
th

 A
ve

W Colden Ave

W 103rd Pl

W 103rd St

W 104th St

W 112th St

W 102nd St

Cullivan St

M
en

lo
 A

ve

O
rc

ha
rd

 A
ve

S
 V

an
 N

es
s 

Av
e

Van W
ick St

W 91st Pl

Ponty St

W 94th Pl

W 94th St

W 109th Pl

W 101st St

Thoreau St

A
rd

at
h 

Av
e

S
 C

ha
ne

ra
 A

ve

6t
h 

Av
e

W 107th St

W 90th Pl

W 90th St

W 88th St

W 89th St

W 105th St

W 111th Pl

W 111th St

W 111th Pl

Hudspeth St

Woodcrest
Public
Library

R
ut

he
le

n 

Ave

Helen
Keller

Park

Holly
Park

St Andrews
Recreation
Center

Algin
Sutton

Recreation
Center

Chester
Washington
Golf Course

LA COUNTY (LINK)

GARDENA TRANSIT (GTRANS)

TORRANCE TRANSIT

LA METRO (LOCAL)

LA METRO (RAPID)



59pedestrian plans for unincorporated communities  APPENDICES

TREE CANOPY

Trees and landscaping play an important role 

in transforming the pedestrian realm and pro-

moting walkability in a community. Tree canopy 

provides shade for people walking on hot days 

and creates a more attractive area for walking. 

Large trees and landscaping can provide a buffer 

between sidewalks and traffic and also serve as 

traffic calming. 

The northern and eastern portions of Westmont/

West Athens have over 80 percent of the 

census-weighted population lacking canopy 

coverage. Tree canopy coverage in the south-

ern and eastern portions is at approximately 50 

percent. According to the Public Health Alliance’s 

Health Disadvantage Index, Westmont/West 

Athens is ranked in the lowest 15th percentile for 

tree canopy coverage. Opportunities to increase 

tree canopy coverage, as well as landscaping 

and other shade structures are considered in 

the development of the Westmont/West Athens 

Pedestrian Plan.

Pedestrian-Involved Collision Analysis
This section examines collisions that involved 

pedestrians in Westmont/West Athens between 

2009 and 2016. It examines historical, geo-

graphic, and time of day trends over this five-year 

period, as well as factors at play in these colli-

sions, to better understand why these collisions 

happened and how to reduce them in the future.

Reported collision data may not accurately 

reflect all collisions that occur in a community. In 

some cases, individuals may not report a colli-

sion to the Sheriff’s Department for a variety of 

reasons such as fear or discomfort in interacting 

with law enforcement. This is especially true in 

disadvantaged communities such as Westmont/

West Athens if economic hardship or legal issues 

interfere with individuals’ ability to secure a legal 

driver’s license, current automobile insurance, 

or legal work documentation. Moreover, even 

when collisions are reported the traffic report 

may be inaccurate. A study on the validity of 

police report data revealed that police report 

data is often inaccurate, especially when report-

ing collisions with indirect causes (DUI, fatigue, 

driver inexperience) and environmental causes 

(obstructed view, wet road conditions). Collision 

level variables with the least reported accuracy 

included road character and collision severity. In 

addition, some studies indicate that pedestrian 

and bicyclist-related collision data is incomplete 

due to lack of self-reporting.
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HISTORICAL TRENDS

Between 2009 and 2016, there were 240 

pedestrian-involved collisions in Westmont/West 

Athens (Table B-37). On average, there were 30 

pedestrian-involved collisions per year, which 

made up 15 percent of total collisions involv-

ing vehicles over that time period. The highest 

number of pedestrian-involved collisions (45) 

occurred in 2013. 

Table B-37: Pedestrian-involved collisions by year in 
Westmont/West Athens

Time Period
 Pedestrian-

Involved Collisions 
Percent of Total 

Collisions

2009 33 17.8

2010 21 13.5

2011 27 14.4

2012 32 17.5

2013 45 23.9

2014 30 14.6

2015 33 15.1

2016 19 7.5

Total 240 -- 

Average per 
year

30 15.2

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016

GEOGRAPHIC TRENDS

Table B-38 shows the top five roadways with 

the most pedestrian-involved collisions based 

on data from 2009-2016. Fifty-six pedestrian-in-

volved collisions occurred on Vermont Avenue, 

a major highway, while 52 collisions took place 

on Normandie Avenue, a secondary highway. 

Imperial Highway and Western Avenue, both 

major highways, saw 32 and 28 collisions during 

the study period, respectively.

Table B-38: Roadways with the most pedestrian-
involved collisions in Westmont/West Athens

Roadway
Pedestrian-Involved 

Collisions

Vermont Avenue 54

Normandie Avenue 52

Imperial Highway 32

Western Avenue 28

120th Street 15

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016

TEMPORAL TRENDS

The number of pedestrian-involved collisions in 

the Westmont/West Athens Area from 2009 to 

2016 ranged between 23 to 44 collisions per day 

of the week, with a higher number of pedestri-

an-involved collisions occurring on Wednesdays 

and Thursdays, as shown in Table B-39.

Table B-39: Highest pedestrian-involved collision days 
in Westmont/West Athens

Day
Pedestrian-Involved 

Collisions

Monday 28

Tuesday 23

Wednesday 40

Thursday 44

Friday 38

Saturday 33

Sunday 34

Total 240

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016
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The highest percentage of pedestrian-involved 

collisions occurred during daylight hours (49 

percent). Thirty-seven percent of the total 

pedestrian-involved collisions occurred during 

commuting hours (7AM to 9AM and 4PM to 6PM), 

even though these six hours make up only 17 

percent of a 24-hour day, as shown in Table 

B-40. This may reflect increased vehicular traffic 

on roadways during these times. 

Table B-40: Pedestrian-involved collisions by time of 
day in Westmont/West Athens

Time of Day
Number of 
Collisions

Percent of 
Collisions

Percentage 
of Day (out of 

24 hours)

Daylight 
(9AM-5PM)

117 48.8 33.3

Dawn and Dusk 
(6AM-9AM & 
5PM-8PM)

86 35.8 25.0

Nighttime 
(8PM-6AM)

36 15.0 41.7

Commuting 
Hours Only 
(7AM-9AM & 
4PM-6PM)

89 37.1 16.7

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016

DEMOGRAPHIC TRENDS

The largest proportion of those involved in colli-

sions (39 percent) were under 18 years old. Age 

groups 45-54 (15 percent) and 18-24 (12 percent) 

also had relatively high pedestrian-involved 

collision rates. 

Table 41: Pedestrian-involved collisions by age in 
Westmont/West Athens

Age of Victim
Number of 
Collisions

Percentage of 
Total

Under 18 93 38.8

18-24 29 12.1

25-34 25 10.4

35-44 24 10.0

45-54 35 14.6

55-64 25 10.4

65 or Older 9 3.8

Total 240 100

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016

COLLISION FACTORS

Around 72 percent of pedestrian-involved 

collisions in Westmont/West Athens from 

2009 to 2016 were pedestrian violations and 

pedestrian right-of-way violations. Pedestrian 

violations refer to collisions occurring while the 

pedestrian did not have the legal right-of-way, 

such as when crossing mid-block outside of a 

crosswalk. Pedestrian right-of-way violations 
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refer to collisions occurring while the pedestrian 

had legal right-of-way and the motorist failed to 

yield, such as when a pedestrian is struck while 

crossing in a marked (or unmarked) crosswalk at 

an intersection. (In some instances, pedestrians 

struck while crossing in an unmarked crosswalk 

at an intersection may be incorrectly attributed 

as a pedestrian violation, rather than a pedes-

trian right-of-way violation, by law enforcement 

officers. Pedestrian violation statistics should 

therefore be approached with caution). Other 

frequent violations included driving at an unsafe 

speed, improper turning, and violations at traffic 

signals and signs, as shown in Table B-42.

Table B-42: Violation category of pedestrian-involved 
collisions in Westmont/West Athens

Violation Category Number of 
Collisions

Percentage 
of Total

Unsafe Speed 10 4.2

Improper Turning 9 3.6

Automobile Right of Way 8 3.3

Pedestrian Right of Way 66 27.5

Pedestrian Violation 108 45.0

Traffic Signals and Signs 8 3.3

Unsafe Starting or Backing 6 2.5

Other Improper Driving 1 0.4

Other Than Driver (or 
Pedestrian) 3 1.3

Other Hazardous Violation 1 0.4

Unknown 9 3.6

Total 240 100
Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016

Table B-43 shows that 60 of the pedestrian-in-

volved collisions from 2009-2016 in Westmont/

West Athens were classified as ‘Hit and Run’, 

with 59 collisions filed as felonies and one as a 

misdemeanor, indicating that the vast majority of 

collisions resulted in injury.

Table B-43: Pedestrian-involved collisions by hit and 
run classification in Westmont/West Athens

Hit and Run
Number of 
Collisions

Percentage of 
Total

Misdemeanor/Felony 60 25.0

Not Hit and Run 180 75.0

Total 240 100

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016

Of the 240 collisions which involved pedestrians 

from 2009-2016 in Westmont/West Athens, 11 

were fatalities. While 14 percent were collisions 

resulted in severe injuries, the majority (82 

percent) involved a visible injury or complaint of 

pain, as shown in Table B-44.

Table B-44: Pedestrian-involved collisions by severity 
in Westmont/West Athens

Severity
Number of 
Collisions

Percentage of 
Total

Fatal 11 4.6

Severe Injury 33 13.8

Visible Injury 94 39.2

Complaint of Pain 102 42.5

Total 240 100

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016
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WEST WHITTIER-LOS 
NIETOS 
Residential Density
West-Whittier-Los Nietos has a population 

density of 10,138.5 people per square mile. 

Figure B-7 shows residential population density 

by Census block. Residential density is evenly 

dispersed throughout the community. However, 

residential areas in the central part of West 

Whittier-Los Nietos are not within walking dis-

tance of commercial uses.

Demographics

POPULATION, AGE, SEX

As of 2014, West Whittier-Los Nietos had a 

population of 26,590. Nearly 50.3 percent of 

West Whittier-Los Nietos’ population is female, 

slightly lower than the County average (50.7 

percent). Overall, West Whittier-Los Nietos has 

similar female-male and age demographics as 

the County. West Whittier-Los Nietos is a rela-

tively young community: over a quarter of the 

population is under 18 years old, compared 

with 23.2 percent at the County level and 23.9 

percent for California. Because youth do not have 

drivers’ licenses, they are more likely to depend 

on walking, bicycling, and transit to get around. 

Approximately 12.1 percent of West Whittier-Los 

Nietos’ population are seniors (age 65 and older). 

Seniors are another population that may rely 

more on walking and transit as they age and are 

no longer able to drive. Seniors may also require 

special pedestrian planning considerations, such 

as extended crosswalk times and ADA compliant 

curb cuts.

Table B-45: Population, Age, and Sex in West Whittier-Los Nietos

Total Population Percent Female
Percent Under 18 

Years
Percent 18-64 

Years
Percent 65 and 

Older

West Whittier-Los Nietos 26,590 50.3 26.4 62.0 12.1

Los Angeles County 10,017,068 50.7 23.2 64.9 11.9

California 38,332,521 50.3 23.9 63.6 12.5

Source: American Community Survey, 5-year estimate 2010-2014
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Figure B-7: West Whittier-Los Nietos residential density
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Health
Because public health data is not always avail-

able at the Census Designated Place level, in 

some cases, this plan uses health data at the zip 

code level when necessary. West Whittier-Los 

Nietos is in Zip Code 90606 which also includes 

some neighboring communities with similar 

socio-demographics and built environment.

LIFE EXPECTANCY AND LEADING CAUSES 
OF DEATH 

Table B-49 shows the leading causes of death for 

West Whittier-Los Nietos compared to the overall 

County.

Table B-46: Mortality rates (total deaths, percentage of deaths, and ranking)

Cause of Death

Zip Code 90606* Los Angeles County

Ranking
Total Number 

of Deaths Death Rate** Ranking
Total Number 

of Deaths Death Rate**

Heart Disease 1 68 30.0 1 15,916 26.9

Malignant Neoplasms (Cancer) 2 54 23.8 2 14,330 24.2

Cerebrovascular Disease 
(Stroke) 4 12 5.3 3 3,401 5.7

Chronic Lower Respiratory 
Disease (CLRD) 6 9 4.0 4 2,809 4.7

Alzheimer's Disease 3 15 6.6 5 2,528 4.3

Unintentional Injuries 7 8 3.5 6 2,060 3.5

Diabetes Mellitus 5 11 4.8 7 2,220 3.8

Pneumonia and Influenza 10 3 1.3 8 2,053 3.5

Chronic Liver Disease and 
Cirrhosis 9 4 1.8 9 1,281 2.2

Essential Hypertension and 
Hypertensive Renal Disease 8 7 3.1 10 1,261 2.1

Intentional Self Harm (Suicide)  11 2 0.9 11 764 1.3

Nephritis, Nephrotic Syndrome 
and Nephrosis 12 1 0.4 12 890 1.5

All Other Causes 33 14.5 9,643 16.3

Total 227 100 59,156 100

*West Whittier-Los Nietos is in Zip Code 90606, which also includes surrounding communities.

**Death rate per 100,000 population

Source: Death Profiles by Zip Code, California Department of Public Health, 2012
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GROCERY ACCESS

Access to fresh, affordable, nutritious food is 

important for health. For individuals with limited 

or no automobile access, walkable, bikeable or 

transit accessible grocery stores are necessary 

for a healthful diet. Food deserts are areas where 

residents’ healthy food access is restricted due to 

the absence of grocery stores within convenient 

travel distance. According to the US Department 

of Agriculture, about 2.3 million people (about 

two percent of all US households) live more than 

one mile away from a supermarket and do not 

own a car.

West Whittier-Los Nietos has one grocery store 

centrally located at Norwalk Boulevard and two 

located adjacent to the community on Whittier 

Boulevard. According to the US Department of 

Agriculture, the northwestern part of the commu-

nity qualifies as a “low access” community where 

a significant number of residents are more than 

one mile from food access.

DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES

One objective of the West Whittier-Los Nietos 

Pedestrian Plan is to serve disadvantaged com-

munities by improving pedestrian infrastructure, 

safety and accessibility. This goal is reflected 

in the Caltrans Active Transportation Program 

(ATP) which allocates a minimum of 25 percent of 

program funding for disadvantaged communities. 

Twenty-five percent of proceeds from the state’s 

cap-and-trade program are also allocated for 

improving public health, quality of life, and eco-

nomic opportunity in California’s disadvantaged 

communities.

There is no universal definition for disadvantaged 

communities. California has included the term in 

several state laws, but the underlying criterion 

used to identify these communities has not been 

consistent. The ATP sets three possible crite-

ria: 1) household median income, 2) California 

Communities Environmental Health Screening 

Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) and 3) percent-

age of students participating in the National 

School Lunch Program. California’s cap-and-trade 

program currently also relies on CalEnviroScreen 

2.0 to identify disadvantaged communities.

The Public Health Alliance of Southern California 

developed a composite index to identify cumu-

lative health disadvantage in California. The 

purpose of the Health Disadvantage Index (HDI) 

is to help jurisdictions identify areas of need 

and prioritize public and private investments, 

resources and programs. HDI includes diverse 

non-medical economic, social, political and 

environmental factors that influence physical and 

cognitive function, behavior and disease. These 

factors are often called health determinants or 

social determinants of health, and form the root 

causes of disadvantage. West Whittier-Los Nietos 

qualifies as a disadvantaged community based 

on the Health Disadvantage Index, which ranks 

community health based on a composite score 
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based on an array of indicators, as summarized 

in Table B-47. Based on these indicators West 

Whittier-Los Nietos may receive funding priori-

tization from the Caltrans Active Transportation 

Program and potentially other funding sources.

Table B-47: Disadvantaged Community Indicators in 
West Whittier-Los Nietos

Result
Disadvantaged 

Community?

CalEnviroScore 2.0 Greater 
than 75% 
percentile

Yes

National School 
Lunch Program Free 
and Reduced Lunch 
Program Participation 
(Greater than 80% 
student participation)

Greater than 
75% student 
participation

Yes

Median Household 
Income (Less than 
80% California Median 
Household Income)

$62,486 No

Health Disadvantage 
Index (Top 25% are 
disadvantaged)

Top 25% 
percentile

Yes

Source: Health Disadvantage Index, 2016; American 
Community Survey, 5-year 2010-2014

Pedestrian Environment

LEVELS OF WALKING AND DRIVING

One major objective of any pedestrian invest-

ment is to increase the attractiveness and 

usefulness of walking. Table B-48 shows the 

percent of work trips taken by mode in West 

Whittier-Los Nietos, including walking. 

Approximately 1.5 percent of employed West 

Whittier-Los Nietos residents commute to work 

primarily by walking, which is about half the 

rate of those who walk to work in the County 

and statewide. Insufficient jobs within walking 

distance may partially explain this mode share. 

Overall, the true walking rate in the community 

may be higher, as many people access transit by 

walking as well as to walk to school, run errands 

or for recreation. Increased pedestrian invest-

ment would also encourage people to walk to 

transit. 

Table B-48: Journey to work mode share compared to the county, state, and nation 

Mode Percent Nationwide Percent Statewide Percent in Los Angeles 
County

Percent in West 
Whittier-Los Nietos

Walk 2.8 2.7 2.9 1.5

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.9 0.7

Public Transit 5.1 5.2 7.0 2.0

Drive Alone 76.4 73.2 72.6 80.7

Carpool 9.6 11.1 10.3 9.8

Other 1.2 1.3 1.3 2.8

Worked from home 4.3 5.4 5.0 2.5

Source: American Community Survey, 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates
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Figure B-8: West Whittier-Los Nietos transit access
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Currently, the number of West Whittier-Los Nietos 

residents who take public transit (two percent) is 

much lower than the County average at seven 

percent. Figure B-8 shows existing transit access 

in the community.

Number of vehicles in a household is another 

factor that may impact reliance on transit use or 

walking to commute. Overall, West Whittier-Los 

Nietos have higher proportions of commuters 

who have access to a car than in the County (see 

Table B-49). Almost half have three or more vehi-

cles available in their household, compared with 

38 percent, the County average. 

Table B-49: Vehicles Available for Transportation to 
Work by Household

Vehicle Available 
per Household

Percent in West 
Whittier-Los Nietos

Percent in Los 
Angeles County

No vehicle 1.6 4.3

1 9.5 22.4

2 33.6 38.3

3+ 55.2 35.0

Source: Community data: American Community Survey, 
2010-2014 5-Year Estimates; County data: American 
Community Survey, 2015 1-Year Estimate

West Whittier-Los Nietos is served by three 

transit agencies: The City of Norwalk’s and City 

of Montebello’s bus systems, and two shut-

tles (Sunshine and Los Nietos) provided by the 

County.

TREE CANOPY

Trees and landscaping can play an important role 

in transforming the pedestrian realm and pro-

moting walkability in a community. Tree canopies 

provide shade for people walking on hot days 

and create a more attractive area for walking. 

Large trees and landscaping can provide a buffer 

between sidewalks and traffic and also serve as 

traffic calming. 

The Northwestern portion of West Whittier-

Los Nietos has the least tree canopy coverage 

relative to population in the southern and central 

portion. The northern portion has greater 

canopy coverage, with only 58.6 percent of 

census-weighted population lacking in canopy 

coverage. According to the Public Health 

Alliance’s Health Disadvantage Index, West 

Whittier-Los Nietos is ranked in the lowest 10th 

percentile (worst) for tree canopy coverage. 

Opportunities to increase tree canopy coverage, 

as well as landscape and other shade structures 

are considered in the development of the West 

Whittier-Los Nietos Pedestrian Plan. 
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Pedestrian-Involved Collision Analysis
This section examines collisions that involved 

pedestrians in West Whittier-Los Nietos between 

2009 and 2016. It examines historical, geo-

graphic, and time of day trends over this five-year 

period, as well as factors at play in these colli-

sions, to better understand why these collisions 

happened and how to reduce them in the future.

Reported collision data may not accurately reflect 

all collisions that occur in a community. In some 

cases, individuals may not report a collision to 

the Sheriff’s Department for a variety of reasons 

such as fear or discomfort in interacting with law 

enforcement. This is especially true in disadvan-

taged communities such as West Whittier-Los 

Nietos if economic hardship or legal issues 

interfere with individuals’ ability to secure a legal 

driver’s license, current automobile insurance, or 

legal work documentation. 

Moreover, even when collisions are reported the 

traffic report may be inaccurate. A study on the 

validity of police report data revealed that police 

report data is often inaccurate especially when 

reporting collision with indirect causes (DUI, 

fatigue, driver inexperience) and environmental 

causes (obstructed view, wet road conditions). 

Accident level variable with the least reported 

accuracy included (road character, and collision 

severity). Some studies indicate that pedestrian 

and bicyclist-related collisions are incomplete 

due to lack of self-reporting.

HISTORICAL TRENDS

Between 2009 and 2016, there were 59 pedes-

trian involved collisions in West Whittier-Los 

Nietos (Table B-50). The average number of 

pedestrian-involved collisions that occurred 

within this time period is seven per year, which 

is five percent of the total collisions involving 

vehicles within West Whittier-Los Nietos (the 

majority of crashes took place on 605 freeway). 

The highest number of pedestrian-involved col-

lisions was 13 collisions (6.8 percent of the total 

collisions) in 2009. 

Table B-50: Pedestrian-involved collisions by year in 
West Whittier-Los Nietos

Time Period
Pedestrian-

Involved Collisions 
Percent of Total 

Collisions

2009 8 5.6

2010 4 3.5

2011 7 5.5

2012 4 3.5

2013 8 7.0

2014 9 6.3

2015 13 6.8

2016 6 3.4

Total 59 --

Average per 
year

7 5.2

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016
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GEOGRAPHIC TRENDS

Table B-51 displays the top five roadways with 

the most pedestrian-involved collisions based on 

data from 2009-2016. Washington Boulevard, a 

major highway, experienced the most pedestri-

an-involved collisions among roadways in West 

Whittier-Los Nietos during the study period with 

eight reported collisions. Broadway and Whittier 

Boulevard were close behind with seven and six 

pedestrian-involved crashes, respectively.

Table B-51: Highest pedestrian-involved collision 
roadways in West Whittier-Los Nietos

Roadway Pedestrian-Involved 
Collisions

Washington Boulevard 8

Broadway 7

Whittier Boulevard 6

Slauson Avenue 4

605 Freeway on-ramps 4

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016

TEMPORAL TRENDS

The number of pedestrian-involved collisions 

in Whittier-Los Nietos between 2009 and 2016 

ranged between 2 and 15 collisions per day of 

the week, with a higher number of pedestrian-in-

volved collisions occurring on Thursdays (Table 

B-52). 

Table B-52: Highest pedestrian-involved collision days 
in West Whittier-Los Nietos

Day 
Pedestrian-Involved 

Collisions

Monday 11

Tuesday 11

Wednesday 2

Thursday 15

Friday 4

Saturday 10

Sunday 6

Total 59
Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016
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The highest percentage of pedestrian-involved 

collisions occurred during dawn and dusk (42 

percent), even though these six hours make up 

only 25 percent of a 24-hour day (Table B-53). 

Table B-53: Pedestrian-involved collisions by time of 
day in West Whittier-Los Nietos

Time of Day
Number of 
Collisions

Percent of 
Collisions

Percentage 
of Day (out of 

24 hours)

Daylight 
(9AM-5PM)

21 35.6 33.3

Dawn and Dusk 
(6AM-9AM & 
5PM-8PM)

24 40.7 25

Nighttime 
(8PM-6AM)

14 23.7 41.7

Commuting 
Hours Only 
(7AM-9AM & 
4PM-6PM)

21 35.6 16.7

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016

DEMOGRAPHIC TRENDS

The largest proportion of those involved in 

collisions (31 percent) were below 18 years old, 

followed the 18-24 set, at 20 percent (Table 

B-54). 

Table B-54: Pedestrian-involved collisions by age in 
West Whittier-Los Nietos

Age of Victim Number of Collisions Percentage of Total

Under 18 18 30.5

18-24 12 20.3

25-34 9 15.3

35-44 4 6.8

45-54 5 8.5

55-64 3 5.1

65+ 8 13.6

Total 59 100

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016

COLLISION FACTORS

Over 70 percent of pedestrian-involved collisions 

in Whittier-Los Nietos from 2009 to 2016 were 

pedestrian violations and pedestrian right-of-way 

violations, indicating the involvement of pedes-

trians who failed to follow traffic rules and were 

found to be at fault during the great majority of 

the reported collisions. Other violations involved 

driving at an unsafe speed or under the influence 

of alcohol (Table B-55).

Pedestrian violations refer to collisions occurring 

while the pedestrian did not have the legal right-

of-way, such as when crossing mid-block outside 

of a crosswalk. Pedestrian right-of-way violations 

refer to collisions occurring while the pedestrian 

had legal right-of-way and the motorist failed to 

yield, such as when a pedestrian is struck while 

crossing in a marked (or unmarked) crosswalk at 

an intersection. In some instances, pedestrians 

struck while crossing in an unmarked crosswalk 

at an intersection may be incorrectly attributed 

as a pedestrian violation, rather than a pedes-

trian right-of-way violation, by law enforcement 

officers. Pedestrian violation statistics should 

therefore be approached with caution.
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Table B-55: Violation category of pedestrian-involved 
collisions in West Whittier-Los Nietos

Violation Category
Number of 
Collisions

Percentage 
of Total

Driving or Bicycling Under 
the Influence of Alcohol or 
Drug

3 5.1

Automobile Right of Way 1 1.7

Unsafe Speed 6 10.2

Pedestrian Right of Way 18 30.5

Pedestrian Violation 24 40.7

Traffic Signals and Signs 1 1.7

Other Hazardous Violation 1 1.7

Unsafe Starting or Backing 2 3.4

Not Stated 3 5.1

Total 59 100

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016 

Nine of the pedestrian-involved collisions were 

classified as ‘Hit and Run’ (Table B-56). Of the 

nine, eight were filed as felony indicating that 

there was an injury involved, and one was a 

misdemeanor.

Table B-56: Pedestrian-involved collisions by hit and 
run classification in West Whittier-Los Nietos

Hit and Run
Number of 
Collisions

Percentage of 
Total

Felony 9 15.3

Not Hit and Run 50 84.7

Total 59 100

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2016

From 2009-2016 there were 59 pedestrian-in-

volved collisions in the Whittier-Los Nietos area, 

42 percent were minor injuries with only com-

plaints of pain. While nearly 60 percent involved 

a severe or visible injury, there were zero fatali-

ties during this period (Table B-57).

Table B-57: Pedestrian-involved collisions by severity 
in West Whittier-Los Nietos

Severity
Number of 
Collisions

Percentage of 
Total

Fatal 0 0.0

Severe Injury 15 25.4

Visible Injury 19 32.2

Complaint of Pain 25 42.4

Total 59 100

Source: California Highway Patrol, Statewide Integrated 
Traffic Records System (SWITRS), 2009-2013 



Appendix C
PEDESTRIAN 
COUNTS 



75pedestrian plans for unincorporated communities  APPENDICES

This appendix contains information about pedestrian counts completed in 
Lake Los Angeles, Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, and West Whittier-
Los Nietos.

LAKE LOS ANGELES 
Pedestrian counts were conducted at eight 

locations in Lake Los Angeles in October and 

November of 2016. Up to three two-hour periods 

(AM peak, PM peak, and weekend midday) worth 

of data was collected for each location. Volumes 

were counted manually by observation and a 

summary of the volume data may be found in 

Table C-1. Geographic locations of each count 

can be seen in Figure C-1 on the following page. 

Vehicle traffic volume data was only available for 

Avenue O and 170th Street East.

From our analysis, peak pedestrian activity 

occurs on Avenue O near 180th Street East 

during the morning hours. This higher-than- 

average pedestrian count could be due to school 

trips to Vista San Gabriel Elementary School. 

Locations with available vehicle traffic data indi-

cate that pedestrians make up an average above 

two percent of all traffic during the peak hour. 

Table C-1: Pedestrian Count Locations & Pedestrian Peak Hour Traffic

Location 
Number Primary Location

Secondary Location  
(Segment Between These Streets)

Peak 
Hour 
Volume

Peak 
Time

Vehicle 
Volume at 
Peak Time

Percent of 
Pedestrian 
to Peak Hour 
Traffic

1 170th Street East East Avenue N4 & East Avenue N8 6 4:00 PM 399 1.5

2 East Avenue O 167th Street East & 170th Street East 8 7:45 AM 319 2.4

3 East Avenue N8 162nd Street East & 165th Street East 2 7:00 AM N/A N/A

4 Avenue Q 160th Street East & 163rd Street East 1 8:00 AM N/A N/A

5 East Avenue O 180th Street East & 177th Street East 42 7:30 AM 134 23.9

6 Trail/Wash Area East Avenue O & Coolwater Avenue 8 5:00 PM 307 2.5

7 East Avenue P 170th Street East & Parkvalley Avenue 8 4:00 PM N/A N/A

8 170th Street East East Avenue O & Parkvalley Avenue 6 7:00 AM 216 2.7

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/2016 – 11/2016; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County during weekdays in 2011, 
2013, and 2015
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Figure C-1: Lake Los Angeles pedestrian count locations
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WALNUT PARK
Pedestrian counts were conducted at eight loca-

tions in Walnut Park for a two-week period from 

August 18 to August 31, 2016. Pedestrian volumes 

were counted using an automatic machine - a 

summary of the data collected can be found in 

Table C-2. Geographic locations of each count 

can be seen in Figure C-2 on the following page.

Table C-2: Walnut Park pedestrian counts summary

Location
Pedestrian Average 

Daily Traffic % of Total Traffic Peak Day of Week

Seville Avenue, north of Cudahy Street 802 6.1 Friday

Seville Avenue, south of Broadway 462 3.6 Friday

Santa Fe Avenue, west of Walter Street 460 2.0 Monday

Santa Fe Avenue, south of Hill Street 345 1.5 Wednesday

Pacific Boulevard 863 5.3 Friday

Florence Avenue, west of Miles Avenue 1,367 4.6 Saturday

Florence Avenue, west of Stafford Avenue 1,068 3.6 Friday

Florence Avenue, east of Santa Fe Avenue 640 2.2 Monday

Source: LA County, 10/2016 – 11/2016

Data shows that peak pedestrian activity occurs 

in the evening hours during weekdays, par-

ticularly on Fridays. Locations along Florence 

Avenue tends to show greater pedestrian 

volumes. However, the locations located on 

Seville Avenue and Pacific Boulevard indicate a 

greater pedestrian to vehicle ratio. 
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Figure C-2: Walnut Park pedestrian count locations
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LOCATION 1 – SEVILLE AVENUE, NORTH OF 
CUDAHY STREET (WEST SIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Seville 

Avenue north of Cudahy Street on the western 

side of the roadway. A summary of the analy-

sis may be seen in the following three tables. 

From Table C-3, it can be noted that more 

pedestrians are present during the weekday 

than the weekend. The peak two-hour period 

with the highest number of pedestrian counts 

for weekdays and weekends tend to occur 

during evening hours between 6:00 – 8:00 PM 

and 5:00 – 7:00 PM, respectively. The highest 

average pedestrian 24-hour volumes tend to 

occur on Friday, which can be seen in Table C-4. 

Overall, the pedestrian volume contributes to 

roughly six percent of all trips that pass through 

this study location as seen in Table C-5.

Table C-3: Summary of pedestrian volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 802 820 754

AM Peak Hour 59 9:00 AM 58 8:00 AM 62 11:00 AM

PM Peak Hour 97 5:30 PM 101 5:30 PM 88 5:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 112 10:00 AM 105 9:30 AM 127 11:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 168 5:30 PM 175 6:00 PM 150 5:00 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16

Table C-4: Pedestrian 24-hour volumes by day of week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 813

Tuesday 804

Wednesday 748

Thursday 832

Friday 906

Saturday 843

Sunday 666

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16

Table C-5: Pedestrian versus vehicle volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

802 12,428 6.1

Source: Pedestrian Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 11/15/2013
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LOCATION 2 – SEVILLE AVENUE, SOUTH OF 
BROADWAY (EAST SIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Seville 

Avenue south of Broadway on the eastern side 

of the roadway. A summary of the analysis may 

be seen in the following three tables. From Table 

C-6, it can be noted that more pedestrians are 

present during the weekdays than the weekend. 

The peak two-hour period with the highest 

number of pedestrian counts for weekdays and 

weekends tend to occur during afternoon hours 

between 2:30–4:30 PM and 2:30 – 4:30 PM, 

respectively. The highest average pedestrian 

24-hour volumes tend to occur on Friday, which 

can be seen in Table C-7. Overall, the pedestrian 

volume contributes to roughly 3.6 percent of all 

trips that pass through this study location as seen 

in Table C-8.

Table C-6: Summary of pedestrian volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 462 508 346

AM Peak Hour 46 10:00 AM 48 9:30 AM 46 10:00 AM

PM Peak Hour 71 2:30 PM 78 2:30 PM 71 2:30 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 82 10:30 AM 83 10:30 AM 82 10:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 110 2:30 PM 120 2:30 PM 110 2:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16

Table C-7: Pedestrian 24-hour volumes by day of week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 483

Tuesday 511

Wednesday 419

Thursday 511

Friday 618

Saturday 356

Sunday 336

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16

Table C-8: Pedestrian versus vehicle volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

462 12,428 3.6

Source: Pedestrian Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 11/15/2013
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LOCATION 3 – SANTA FE AVENUE, SOUTH 
OF WALTER STREET (WEST SIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Santa Fe 

Avenue south of Walter Street on the western 

side of the roadway. A summary of the analysis 

may be seen in the following three tables. From 

Table C-9, it can be noted that more pedes-

trians are present during the weekday than 

the weekend. The peak two-hour period with 

the highest number of pedestrian counts for 

weekdays and weekends tend to occur during 

afternoon hours between 2:00 – 4:00 PM and 

3:00 – 5:00 PM, respectively. The highest 

average pedestrian 24-hour volumes tend to 

occur on Monday, which can be seen in Table 

C-10. Overall, the pedestrian volume contrib-

utes to roughly two percent of all trips that pass 

through this study location as seen in Table C-11.

Table C-9: Summary of pedestrian volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 460 538 265

AM Peak Hour 82 8:00 AM 109 7:00 AM 82 8:00 AM

PM Peak Hour 87 2:30 PM 109 2:00 PM 87 2:30 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 107 8:00 AM 133 6:30 AM 107 8:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 124 2:30 PM 153 2:00 PM 124 2:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16

Table C-10: Pedestrian 24-hour volumes by day of week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 589

Tuesday 520

Wednesday 523

Thursday 519

Friday 542

Saturday 287

Sunday 243

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16

Table C-11: Pedestrian versus vehicle volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

460 22,902 2.0

Source: Pedestrian Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 11/15/2013
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LOCATION 4 – SANTA FE AVENUE, SOUTH 
OF HILL STREET (EAST SIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Santa Fe 

Avenue south of Hill Street on the eastern side 

of the roadway. A summary of the analysis may 

be seen in the following three tables. From Table 

C-12, it can be noted that more pedestrians are 

present during the weekdays than the weekend. 

The peak two-hour period with the highest 

number of pedestrian counts for weekdays and 

weekends tend to occur during afternoon hours 

between 1:30–3:30 PM and 2:30–4:30 PM, 

respectively. The highest average pedestrian 

24-hour volumes tend to occur on Wednesday, 

which can be seen in Table C-13. Overall, the 

pedestrian volume contributes to roughly 1.5 

percent of all trips that pass through this study 

location as seen in Table C-14.

Table C-12: Summary of pedestrian volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 345 410 184

AM Peak Hour 58 8:00 AM 76 7:00 AM 14 9:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 63 2:30 PM 77 2:00 PM 27 5:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 79 8:00 AM 99 7:30 AM 29 11:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 96 2:00 PM 119 1:30 PM 39 2:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16

Table C-13: Pedestrian 24-hour volumes by day of week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 369

Tuesday 411

Wednesday 468

Thursday 419

Friday 383

Saturday 184

Sunday 184

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16

Table C-14: Pedestrian versus vehicle volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

345 22,902 1.5

Source: Pedestrian Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 11/15/2013
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LOCATION 5 – PACIFIC BOULEVARD, 
SOUTH OF WALNUT STREET (EAST SIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Pacific 

Boulevard south of Walnut Street on the eastern 

side of the roadway. A summary of the analysis 

may be seen in the following three tables. From 

Table C-15, it can be noted that more pedestri-

ans are present during the weekend than the 

weekdays. The peak two-hour period with the 

highest number of pedestrian counts for week-

days and weekends tend to occur during the 

midday between 10:00 AM – 12:00 PM and 11:00 

AM – 1:00 PM, respectively. The highest average 

pedestrian 24-hour volumes tend to occur on 

Friday, which can be seen in Table C-16. Overall, 

the pedestrian volume contributes to roughly five 

percent of all trips that pass through this study 

location as seen in Table C-17.

Table C-15: Summary of pedestrian volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 863 855 883

AM Peak Hour 73 9:30 AM 69 9:00 AM 83 10:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 71 2:00 PM 71 2:30 PM 71 12:30 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 139 10:30 AM 131 10:00 AM 159 11:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 123 2:00 PM 124 2:30 AM 120 12:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16

Table C-16: Pedestrian 24-hour volumes by day of week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 848

Tuesday 814

Wednesday 819

Thursday 823

Friday 971

Saturday 933

Sunday 832

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16

Table C-17: Pedestrian versus vehicle volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

863 15,487 5.3

Source: Pedestrian Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 11/15/2013
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LOCATION 6 – FLORENCE AVENUE, SOUTH 
OF MILES AVENUE (SOUTH SIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Florence 

Avenue west of Miles Avenue on the southern 

side of the roadway. A summary of the analysis 

may be seen in the following three tables. From 

Table C-18, it can be noted that more pedestrians 

are present during the weekend than the week-

days. The peak two-hour period with the highest 

number of pedestrian counts for weekdays and 

weekends tend to occur during the evening 

between 7:30 – 9:30 PM and 7:30 – 9:30 PM, 

respectively. The highest average pedestrian 

24-hour volumes tend to occur on Saturday, 

which can be seen in Table C-19. Overall, the 

pedestrian volume contributes to roughly 4.6 

percent of all trips that pass through this study 

location as seen in Table C-20.

Table C-18: Summary of pedestrian volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 1,367 854 2,649

AM Peak Hour 112 5:00 AM 56 5:30 AM 251 3:00 AM

PM Peak Hour 253 8:00 PM 152 8:00 PM 508 7:30 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 153 6:30 AM 79 8:00 AM 338 3:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 407 7:30 PM 227 7:30 PM 857 7:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16

Table C-19: Pedestrian 24-hour volumes by day of week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 728

Tuesday 773

Wednesday 750

Thursday 782

Friday 1,237

Saturday 4,031

Sunday 1,268

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16

Table C-20: Pedestrian versus vehicle volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

1,367 28,197 4.6

Source: Pedestrian Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 11/15/2013
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LOCATION 7 – FLORENCE AVENUE, WEST 
OF STAFFORD AVENUE (NORTH SIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Florence 

Avenue west of Stafford Avenue on the northern 

side of the roadway. A summary of the analysis 

may be seen in the following three tables. From 

Table C-21, it can be noted that more pedestri-

ans are present during the weekdays than the 

weekend. The peak two-hour period with the 

highest number of pedestrian counts for week-

days and weekends tend to occur during the 

hours between 3:00 – 5:00 PM and 9:30 – 11:30 

AM, respectively. The highest average pedes-

trian 24-hour volumes tend to occur on Friday, 

which can be seen in Table C-22. Overall, the 

pedestrian volume contributes to roughly 3.6 

percent of all trips that pass through this study 

location as seen in Table C-23.

Table C-21: Summary of pedestrian volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 1,068 1,085 1,025

AM Peak Hour 88 9:30 AM 81 9:30 AM 106 9:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 92 2:30 PM 94 3:00 PM 85 1:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 163 8:30 AM 151 8:00 AM 192 9:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 165 2:30 AM 170 3:00 PM 151 1:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16

Table C-22: Pedestrian 24-hour volumes by day of week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 1,106

Tuesday 1,057

Wednesday 1,052

Thursday 1,009

Friday 1,203

Saturday 999

Sunday 1,052

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16

Table C-23: Pedestrian versus vehicle volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

1,068 28,197 3.6

Source: Pedestrian Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 11/15/2013
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LOCATION 8 – FLORENCE AVENUE, EAST 
OF SANTA FE AVENUE (SOUTH SIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Florence 

Avenue east of Santa Fe Avenue on the southern 

side of the roadway. A summary of our analy-

sis may be seen in the following three tables. 

From Table C-24, it can be noted that more 

pedestrians are present during the weekdays 

than the weekend. The peak 2-hour period with 

the highest number of pedestrian counts for 

weekdays and weekends tend to occur during 

the afternoon between 2:30 – 4:30 PM and 1:30 

– 3:30 PM, respectively. The highest average 

pedestrian 24-hour volumes tend to occur on 

Monday, which can be seen in Table C-25. 

Overall, the pedestrian volume contributes to 

roughly two percent of all trips that pass through 

this study location as seen in Table C-26.

Table C-24: Summary of pedestrian volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 640 653 607

AM Peak Hour 69 9:00 AM 74 9:00 AM 58 9:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 66 2:00 PM 70 2:30 PM 57 1:30 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 113 9:00 AM 117 8:30 AM 100 9:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 116 2:00 PM 122 2:30 PM 100 1:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16

Table C-25: Pedestrian 24-hour volumes by day of week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 692

Tuesday 621

Wednesday 641

Thursday 627

Friday 684

Saturday 604

Sunday 611

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16

Table C-26: Pedestrian versus vehicle volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

640 28,197 2.2

Source: Pedestrian Data Collected by LA County, 8/18/16 – 8/31/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 11/15/2013
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Pedestrian counts were conducted at 16 loca-

tions in Westmont/West Athens for two two-week 

periods from April 27 to May 10, 2016 and May 13 

to May 26, 2016. Volumes were counted using 

an automatic machine and a summary of the data 

may be found in Table C-27. 

From the analysis, peak pedestrian activity tends 

to occur in the afternoon hours during weekdays. 

Locations on east-west corridors encounter less 

volumes and pedestrian to vehicle traffic ratios 

compared to north-south corridors. This is partic-

ularly true for volumes on El Segundo Boulevard 

and Century Boulevard. 

Table C-27: Westmont/West Athens Pedestrian Counts Summary

Location Pedestrian Average Daily Traffic Peak Day of Week

Normandie Avenue, north of 108th Street 198 Tuesday

Normandie Avenue, north of 107th Street 336 Thursday

Vermont Avenue, south of Manchester Street 1196 Saturday

Vermont Avenue, south of 88th Street 978 Wednesday

Vermont Avenue, south of 104th Street 499 Monday

Vermont Avenue, north of 104th Street 351 Monday

Normandie Avenue, north of 97th Street (East) 262 Sunday

Normandie Avenue, north of 97th Street (west) 996 Saturday

Imperial Highway, west of New Hampshire 183 Sunday

Imperial Highway, west of Vermont Avenue 779 Tuesday

120th Street, east of Western Avenue 459 Wednesday

Century Boulevard, west of Normandie Avenue 126 Thursday

Century Boulevard, east of Denker Avenue 67 Monday

El Segundo Boulevard, west of Budlong Avenue 67 Thursday

El Segundo Boulevard, east of Budlong Avenue 212 Monday

Western Avenue, south of 106th Street 807 Friday

Source: LA County, 10/2016 – 11/2016

WESTMONT/WEST ATHENS
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Figure C-3: Westmont/West Athens pedestrian count locations
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LOCATION 1 – NORMANDIE AVENUE, 
NORTH OF 108TH STREET (WESTSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on 

Normandie Avenue north of 108th Street on 

the western side of the roadway. A summary of 

our analysis may be seen in the following three 

tables. From Table C-28, it can be noted that 

more pedestrians are present during the week-

days than the weekend. The peak two-hour 

period with the highest number of pedestrian 

counts for weekdays and weekends tend to 

occur during afternoon hours between 2:30 – 

4:30 PM and 2:30 – 4:30 PM, respectively. The 

highest average pedestrian 24-hour volumes 

tend to occur on Tuesday, which can be seen in 

Table C-29. Overall, the pedestrian volume con-

tributes to roughly one percent of all trips  

that pass through this study location as seen in 

Table C-30.

Table C-28: Summary of pedestrian volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 198 247 135

AM Peak Hour 32 7:30 AM 40 7:00 AM 14 9:00 AM

PM Peak Hour 37 2:30 PM 46 2:30 PM 18 1:30 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 46 8:30 AM 55 7:00 AM 27 11:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 56 2:30 PM 68 2:30 PM 28 2:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-29: Pedestrian 24-hour volumes by day of week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 232

Tuesday 272

Wednesday 254

Thursday 263

Friday 221

Saturday 154

Sunday 116

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-30: Pedestrian versus vehicle volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

198 19,114 1.0

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 9/12/2013
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LOCATION 2 – NORMANDIE AVENUE 
NORTH OF 107TH STREET (EASTSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on 

Normandie Avenue north of 107th Street on 

the eastern side of the roadway. A summary of 

the analysis may be seen in the following three 

tables. From Table C-31, it can be noted that more 

pedestrians are present during the weekdays 

than the weekend. The peak two-hour period 

with the highest number of pedestrian counts for 

weekdays and weekends tend to occur during 

afternoon hours between 3:00–5:00 PM and 

2:00–4:00 PM, respectively. The highest average 

pedestrian 24-hour volumes tend to occur on 

Thursday, which can be seen in Table C-32. 

Overall, the pedestrian volume contributes to 

roughly two percent of all trips that pass through 

this study location as seen in Table C-33.

Table C-31: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 336 399 195

AM Peak Hour 51 8:00 AM 65 7:00 AM 19 9:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 59 3:00 PM 74 3:00 PM 26 3:30 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 74 8:00 AM 89 7:00 AM 40 10:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 92 3:00 PM 113 3:00 PM 43 2:00 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-32: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 416

Tuesday 416

Wednesday 386

Thursday 421

Friday 351

Saturday 231

Sunday 159

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-33: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

336 19,114 1.7

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 9/12/2013
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LOCATION 3 – VERMONT AVENUE, SOUTH 
OF MANCHESTER AVENUE (EASTSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Vermont 

Avenue south of Manchester Avenue on the 

eastern side of the roadway. A summary of 

the analysis may be seen in the following 

three tables. From Table C-34, it can be noted 

that more pedestrians are present during the 

weekend than the weekdays. The peak two-hour 

period with the highest number of pedestrian 

counts for weekdays and weekends tend to 

occur during midday hours between 11:30 AM 

– 1:30 PM and 11:30 AM – 1:30 PM, respectively. 

The highest average pedestrian 24-hour volumes 

tend to occur on Saturday, which can be seen 

in Table C-35. Overall, the pedestrian volume 

contributes to roughly four percent of all trips that 

pass through this study location as seen in Table 

C-36.

Table C-34: Summary of pedestrian volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 1,196 832 2,107

AM Peak Hour 163 10:00 AM 69 9:30 AM 398 11:00 AM

PM Peak Hour 162 3:00 PM 89 3:30 AM 346 1:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 318 11:30 AM 142 11:30 AM 757 11:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 276 2:00 PM 144 2:00 PM 608 1:00 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-35: Pedestrian 24-hour volumes by day of week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 775

Tuesday 755

Wednesday 871

Thursday 930

Friday 829

Saturday 3,316

Sunday 897

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-36: Pedestrian versus vehicle volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

1,196 25,709 4.4

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 9/12/2013
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LOCATION 4 – VERMONT AVENUE, SOUTH 
OF 88TH STREET (EASTSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Vermont 

Avenue south of 88th Street on the eastern side 

of the roadway. A summary of our analysis may 

be seen in the following three tables. From Table 

C-37, it can be noted that more pedestrians are 

present during the weekdays than the weekend. 

The peak two-hour period with the highest 

number of pedestrian counts for weekdays and 

weekends tend to occur during afternoon hours 

between 3:30 – 5:30 PM and 3:00 – 5:00 PM, 

respectively. The highest average pedestrian 

24-hour volumes tend to occur on Wednesday, 

which can be seen in Table C-38. Overall, the 

pedestrian volume contributes to roughly 3.7 

percent of all trips that pass through this study 

location as seen in Table C-39.

Table C-37: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 978 968 1,001

AM Peak Hour 64 10:00 AM 62 10:00 AM 64 10:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 134 4:00 PM 131 4:00 PM 134 4:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 123 10:30 AM 119 10:30 AM 123 11:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 233 3:30 PM 232 3:30 PM 233 3:00 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-38: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 960

Tuesday 941

Wednesday 1,057

Thursday 923

Friday 974

Saturday 1,029

Sunday 962

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-39: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

978 25,709 3.7

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 9/12/2013
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LOCATION 5 – VERMONT AVENUE, SOUTH 
OF 104TH PLACE (EASTSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Vermont 

Avenue south of 104th Place on the eastern side 

of the roadway. A summary of our analysis may 

be seen in the following three tables. From Table 

C-40, it can be noted that more pedestrians are 

present during the weekdays than the weekend. 

The peak two-hour period with the highest 

number of pedestrian counts for weekdays and 

weekends tend to occur during afternoon hours 

between 3:30 – 5:30 PM and 2:30 – 4:30 PM, 

respectively. The highest average pedestrian 

24-hour volumes tend to occur on Monday, which 

can be seen in Table C-41. Overall, the pedes-

trian volume contributes to roughly two percent 

of all trips that pass through this study location as 

seen in Table C-42.

Table C-40: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 499 545 385

AM Peak Hour 38 9:00 AM 42 9:00 AM 27 9:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 61 3:00 PM 68 3:00 PM 42 2:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 71 10:30 AM 72 10:30 AM 68 11:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 95 3:00 PM 105 3:00 PM 70 2:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-41: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 602

Tuesday 524

Wednesday 531

Thursday 592

Friday 475

Saturday 460

Sunday 310

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-42: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

499 27,295 1.8

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 9/12/2013
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LOCATION 6 – VERMONT AVENUE, NORTH 
OF 104TH STREET (WESTSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Vermont 

Avenue north of 104th Street on the western side 

of the roadway. A summary of the analysis may 

be seen in the following three tables. From Table 

C-43, it can be noted that more pedestrians are 

present during the weekdays than the weekend. 

The peak two-hour period with the highest 

number of pedestrian counts for weekdays and 

weekends tend to occur during afternoon hours 

between 3:30 – 5:30 PM and 3:30 – 5:30 PM, 

respectively. The highest average pedestrian 

24-hour volumes tend to occur on Monday, which 

can be seen in Table C-44. Overall, the pedes-

trian volume contributes to roughly one percent 

of all trips that pass through this study location as 

seen in Table C-45.

Table C-43: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 351 356 340

AM Peak Hour 29 9:00 AM 30 9:00 AM 29 9:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 48 3:30 PM 46 3:30 PM 54 4:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 53 9:00 AM 53 9:00 AM 52 10:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 79 3:30 PM 79 3:30 PM 78 3:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-44: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 386

Tuesday 374

Wednesday 354

Thursday 345

Friday 349

Saturday 330

Sunday 321

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-45: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

351 27,295 1.3

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 9/12/2013
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LOCATION 7 – NORMANDIE AVENUE, 
NORTH OF 97TH STREET (EASTSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on 

Normandie Avenue north of 97th Street on the 

eastern side of the roadway. A summary of the 

analysis may be seen in the following three 

tables. From Table C-46, it can be noted that 

more pedestrians are present during the week-

days than the weekend. The peak two-hour 

period with the highest number of pedestrian 

counts for weekdays and weekends tend to 

occur during afternoon hours between 3:30 – 

5:30 PM and 1:30 – 3:30 PM, respectively. The 

highest average pedestrian 24-hour volumes 

tend to occur on Sunday, which can be seen 

in Table C-47. Overall, the pedestrian volume 

contributes to roughly one percent of all trips that 

pass through this study location as seen in Table 

C-48.

Table C-46: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 262 257 272

AM Peak Hour 23 8:30 AM 23 8:30 AM 22 10:00 AM

PM Peak Hour 28 3:30 PM 28 3:30 PM 28 3:30 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 39 9:30 AM 38 9:30 AM 42 11:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 45 3:00 PM 46 3:00 PM 43 1:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-47: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 246

Tuesday 292

Wednesday 271

Thursday 229

Friday 257

Saturday 247

Sunday 297

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-48: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

262 20,521 1.3

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 9/12/2013
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LOCATION 8 – NORMANDIE AVE. NORTH 
OF 97TH ST. (WESTSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on 

Normandie Avenue north of 97th Street on 

the western side of the roadway. A summary 

of the analysis may be seen in the following 

three tables. From Table C-49, it can be noted 

that more pedestrians are present during the 

weekend than the weekdays. The peak two-hour 

period with the highest number of pedestrian 

counts for weekdays and weekends tend to 

occur during afternoon hours between 4:00 – 

6:00 PM and 3:30 – 5:30 PM, respectively. The 

highest average pedestrian 24-hour volumes 

tend to occur on Saturday, which can be seen 

in Table C-50. Overall, the pedestrian volume 

contributes to roughly 4.6 percent of all trips that 

pass through this study location as seen in Table 

C-51.

Table C-49: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 996 966 1,063

AM Peak Hour 72 10:00 AM 65 10:00 AM 87 9:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 115 4:00 PM 119 4:00 PM 107 4:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 150 11:30 AM 139 11:30 AM 173 11:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 199 4:00 PM 202 4:00 PM 192 3:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-50: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 926

Tuesday 971

Wednesday 972

Thursday 968

Friday 999

Saturday 1,071

Sunday 1,055

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-51: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

996 20,521 4.6

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 9/12/2013
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LOCATION 9 – IMPERIAL HIGHWAY 
WEST OF NEW HAMPSHIRE AVENUE 
(NORTHSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Imperial 

Highway west of New Hampshire Avenue on 

the northern side of the roadway. A summary of 

the analysis may be seen in the following three 

tables. From Table C-52, it can be noted that 

more pedestrians are present during the week-

days than the weekends. The peak two-hour 

period with the highest number of pedestrian 

counts for weekdays and weekends tend to 

occur during the hours between 7:00 – 9:00 AM 

and 4:30 – 6:30 PM, respectively. The highest 

average pedestrian 24-hour volumes tend to 

occur on Sunday, which can be seen in Table 

C-53. Overall, the pedestrian volume contrib-

utes to roughly 0.6 percent of all trips that pass 

through this study location as seen in Table C-54.

Table C-52: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 183 205 129

AM Peak Hour 32 8:00 AM 36 7:30 AM 23 9:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 33 4:30 PM 29 4:30 PM 42 4:30 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 43 7:30 AM 48 7:00 AM 32 9:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 48 4:30 PM 39 4:30 PM 73 4:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-53: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 206

Tuesday 145

Wednesday 235

Thursday 168

Friday 123

Saturday 135

Sunday 269

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-54: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

183 29,535 0.6

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 9/12/2013
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LOCATION 10 – IMPERIAL HIGHWAY, WEST 
OF VERMONT AVENUE (SOUTHSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Imperial 

Highway west of Vermont Avenue on the 

southern side of the roadway. A summary of 

the analysis may be seen in the following three 

tables. From Table C-55, it can be noted that 

more pedestrians are present during the week-

days than the weekend. The peak two-hour 

period with the highest number of pedestrian 

counts for weekdays and weekends tend to 

occur during afternoon hours between 2:30 – 

4:30 PM and 2:30 – 4:30 PM, respectively. The 

highest average pedestrian 24-hour volumes 

tend to occur on Tuesday, which can be seen 

in Table C-56. Overall, the pedestrian volume 

contributes to roughly 2.6 percent of all trips that 

pass through this study location as seen in Table 

C-57.

Table C-55: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 779 756 831

AM Peak Hour 42 9:30 AM 44 9:30 AM 39 10:00 AM

PM Peak Hour 148 2:30 PM 121 2:30 PM 209 3:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 88 11:00 AM 83 11:00 AM 98 12:00 PM

PM Peak 2-Hour 248 2:30 PM 213 2:30 PM 326 2:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-56: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 884

Tuesday 902

Wednesday 656

Thursday 680

Friday 608

Saturday 835

Sunday 826

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-57: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

779 29,535 2.6

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 9/12/2013
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LOCATION 11 – 120TH STREET, EAST OF 
WESTERN AVENUE (SOUTHSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on 120th 

Street east of Western Avenue on the southern 

side of the roadway. A summary of the analysis 

may be seen in the following three tables. From 

Table C-55, it can be noted that more pedes-

trians are present during the weekdays than 

the weekend. The peak two-hour period with 

the highest number of pedestrian counts for 

weekdays and weekends tend to occur during 

midday hours between 10:30 AM – 12:30 PM and 

10:00 AM – 12:00 PM, respectively. The highest 

average pedestrian 24-hour volumes tend to 

occur on Wednesday, which can be seen in Table 

C-56. Overall, the pedestrian volume contrib-

utes to roughly two percent of all trips that pass 

through this study location as seen in Table C-57.

Table C-58: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 459 575 170

AM Peak Hour 56 10:00 AM 71 10:30 AM 18 8:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 49 1:30 PM 60 1:00 PM 20 3:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 97 10:00 AM 122 10:30 AM 35 10:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 77 2:00 PM 96 1:30 PM 30 3:00 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-59: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 567

Tuesday 487

Wednesday 648

Thursday 583

Friday 591

Saturday 224

Sunday 116

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-60: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

459 19,692 2.3

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 9/12/2013
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LOCATION 12 – CENTURY BOULEVARD, 
WEST OF NORMANDIE AVENUE 
(SOUTHSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Century 

Boulevard west of Normandie Avenue on the 

southern side of the roadway. A summary of 

the analysis may be seen in the following three 

tables. From Table C-61, it can be noted that 

more pedestrians are present during the week-

days than the weekend. The peak two-hour 

period with the highest number of pedestrian 

counts for weekdays and weekends tend to 

occur during afternoon hours between 2:30 – 

4:30 PM and 3:30 – 5:30 PM, respectively. The 

highest average pedestrian 24-hour volumes 

tend to occur on Thursday, which can be seen  

in Table C-62. Overall, the pedestrian volume 

contributes to roughly 0.4 percent of all trips  

that pass through this study location as seen in 

Table C-63.

Table C-61: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 126 136 102

AM Peak Hour 13 7:30 AM 14 7:30 AM 9 7:00 AM

PM Peak Hour 31 3:00 PM 37 2:30 PM 16 3:30 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 22 9:00 AM 23 8:30 AM 19 10:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 40 3:00 PM 46 2:30 PM 26 3:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-62: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 132

Tuesday 140

Wednesday 135

Thursday 147

Friday 127

Saturday 108

Sunday 96

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-63: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

126 32,507 0.4

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 9/12/2013
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LOCATION 13 – CENTURY BOULEVARD, 
EAST OF DENKER AVENUE (NORTHSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Century 

Boulevard east of Denker Avenue on the north-

ern side of the roadway. A summary of the 

analysis may be seen in the following three 

tables. From Table C-64, it can be noted that 

more pedestrians are present during the week-

days than the weekend. The peak two-hour 

period with the highest number of pedestrian 

counts for weekdays and weekends tend to 

occur during afternoon hours between 2:30 – 

4:30 PM and 1:00 – 3:00 PM, respectively. The 

highest average pedestrian 24-hour volumes 

tend to occur on Monday, which can be seen  

in Table C-65. Overall, the pedestrian volume 

contributes to roughly 0.2 percent of all trips  

that pass through this study location as seen in 

Table C-66.

Table C-64: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 67 69 60

AM Peak Hour 9 8:00 AM 10 8:00 AM 8 8:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 9 2:00 PM 9 2:30 PM 9 1:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 14 8:30 AM 15 8:00 AM 13 9:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 14 2:00 PM 15 2:30 PM 13 1:00 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-65: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 74

Tuesday 66

Wednesday 72

Thursday 70

Friday 67

Saturday 63

Sunday 57

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-66: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

67 32,507 0.2

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 9/12/2013
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LOCATION 14 – EL SEGUNDO BOULEVARD, 
WEST OF BUDLONG AVENUE (NORTHSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on El 

Segundo Boulevard west of Budlong Avenue 

on the northern side of the roadway. A summary 

of the analysis may be seen in the following 

three tables. From Table C-67, it can be noted 

that more pedestrians are present during the 

weekdays than the weekend. The peak two-hour 

period with the highest number of pedestrian 

counts for weekdays and weekends tend to 

occur during morning hours between 8:30 – 

10:30 AM and 9:30 – 11:30 AM, respectively. The 

highest average pedestrian 24-hour volumes 

tend to occur on Thursday, which can be seen  

in Table C-68. Overall, the pedestrian volume 

contributes to roughly 0.2 percent of all trips  

that pass through this study location as seen in 

Table C-69.

Table C-67: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 67 85 24

AM Peak Hour 12 8:30 AM 14 8:00 AM 8 9:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 9 2:00 PM 12 2:00 PM 4 3:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 19 9:00 AM 22 8:30 AM 10 9:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 13 1:30 PM 17 2:00 PM 5 1:00 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-68: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 75

Tuesday 71

Wednesday 77

Thursday 108

Friday 94

Saturday 29

Sunday 20

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-69: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

67 44,434 0.2

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 9/12/2013
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LOCATION 15 – EL SEGUNDO BOULEVARD, 
EAST OF BUDLONG AVENUE (SOUTHSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on El 

Segundo Boulevard east of Budlong Avenue on 

the southern side of the roadway. A summary 

of the analysis may be seen in the following 

three tables. From Table C-70, it can be noted 

that more pedestrians are present during the 

weekdays than the weekend. The peak two-hour 

period with the highest number of pedestrian 

counts for weekdays and weekends tend to 

occur during the hours between 2:00 – 4:00 PM 

and 9:00 – 11:00 AM, respectively. The highest 

average pedestrian 24-hour volumes tend to 

occur on Monday, which can be seen in Table 

C-71. Overall, the pedestrian volume contrib-

utes to roughly 0.5 percent of all trips that pass 

through this study location as seen in Table C-72.

Table C-70: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 212 254 108

AM Peak Hour 25 9:00 AM 30 9:00 AM 13 8:00 AM

PM Peak Hour 30 3:00 PM 37 2:00 PM 12 5:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 45 9:30 AM 54 9:30 AM 23 9:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 45 3:00 PM 55 2:00 PM 18 4:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-71: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 301

Tuesday 231

Wednesday 252

Thursday 259

Friday 228

Saturday 133

Sunday 83

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-72: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

212 44,434 0.5

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 9/12/2013
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LOCATION 16 – WESTERN AVENUE, SOUTH 
OF 106TH STREET (WESTSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Western 

Avenue south of 106th Street on the western side 

of the roadway. A summary of the analysis may 

be seen in the following three tables. From Table 

C-73, it can be noted that more pedestrians are 

present during the weekdays than the weekend. 

The peak 2-hour period with the highest number 

of pedestrian counts for weekdays and week-

ends tend to occur during the afternoon hours 

between 5:00 – 7:00 PM and 3:30 – 5:30 PM, 

respectively. The highest average pedestrian 

24-hour volumes tend to occur on Friday, which 

can be seen in Table C-74. Overall, the pedes-

trian volume contributes to roughly three percent 

of all trips that pass through this study location as 

seen in Table C-75.

Table C-73: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 807 823 767

AM Peak Hour 57 8:30 AM 58 7:30 AM 54 10:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 131 5:00 PM 142 5:30 PM 104 4:30 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 95 9:30 AM 88 8:30 AM 114 11:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 216 4:30 PM 233 5:00 PM 175 3:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-74: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 797

Tuesday 743

Wednesday 751

Thursday 816

Friday 1,010

Saturday 806

Sunday 729

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16

Table C-75: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

807 25,147 3.1

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 4/27/16 – 5/10/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 9/12/2013
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Pedestrian counts were conducted at 16 

locations in West Whittier-Los Nietos for two two-

week periods from September 29 to October 

12, 2016 and October 15 to October 28, 2016. 

Volumes were counted using an automatic 

machine. Data shows that peak pedestrian 

activity tends to occur in the afternoon hours 

during weekdays. Locations in the northern parts 

of the community have greater pedestrian to 

vehicle ratios. The greatest pedestrian volume 

was measured on Whittier Boulevard west of 

Norwalk Boulevard. Although Slauson Avenue 

near Millergrove Drive is adjacent to school and 

residential land-uses, the pedestrian volumes 

are very minimal compared to other locations. A 

summary of the data may be found in Table C-76. 

 

Table C-76: West Whittier-Los Nietos Pedestrian Counts Summary

Location Pedestrian Average Daily Traffic Peak Day of Week

Pioneer Boulevard, north of Floral Drive (west) 46 Thursday

Pioneer Boulevard, north of Floral Drive (east) 133 Saturday

Whittier Boulevard, north of Norwalk Boulevard 378 Tuesday

Norwalk Boulevard, south of Bexley Drive 120 Thursday

Norwalk Boulevard, north of Bexley Drive 271 Tuesday

Broadway, north of Aldrich Street 129 Wednesday

Norwalk Boulevard, south of Rivera Road 114 Tuesday

Norwalk Boulevard, west of Walnut Street 74 Tuesday

Slauson Avenue, east of Millergrove Drive (north) 52 Friday

Slauson Avenue, east of Millergrove Drive (south) 80 Tuesday

Washington Boulevard, west of Vicki Drive 168 Saturday

Washington Boulevard, west of Sorensen Avenue 230 Thursday

Source: LA County, 10/2016 – 11/2016

WEST WHITTIER-LOS NIETOS
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Figure C-4: Pedestrian count locations and transit access in West Whittier-Los Nietos
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LOCATION 1 – PIONEER BOULEVARD, 
NORTH OF FLORAL DRIVE (WESTSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Pioneer 

Boulevard north of Floral Drive on the western 

side of the roadway. A summary of the analysis 

may be seen in the following two tables. From 

Table C-77, it can be noted that more pedes-

trians are present during the weekdays than 

the weekend. The peak two-hour period with 

the highest number of pedestrian counts for 

weekdays and weekends tend to occur during 

morning hours between 7:00 – 9:00 AM and 

10:30 AM – 12:30 PM, respectively. The highest 

average pedestrian 24-hour volumes tend to 

occur on Thursday, which can be seen in Table 

C-78. 

Note: This location is not located within West 

Whittier or Los Nietos limits.

Table C-77: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 46 57 34

AM Peak Hour 12 7:30 AM 16 7:30 AM 7 8:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 10 2:30 PM 13 2:00 PM 6 2:30 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 18 8:30 AM 23 7:00 AM 11 10:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 13 2:00 PM 16 2:00 PM 8 2:00 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 9/29/16 – 10/12/16

Table C-78: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 62

Tuesday N/A

Wednesday N/A

Thursday 68

Friday 40

Saturday 28

Sunday 32

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 9/29/16 – 10/12/16 



108 Step by Step Los Angeles County

LOCATION 2 – PIONEER BOULEVARD, 
NORTH OF FLORAL DRIVE (EAST SIDE)*

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Pioneer 

Boulevard north of Floral Drive on the eastern 

side of the roadway. A summary of the analysis 

may be seen in the following two tables. From 

Table C-79, it can be noted that more pedestrians 

are present during the weekend than the week-

days. The peak two-hour period with the highest 

number of pedestrian counts for weekdays and 

weekends tend to occur during afternoon hours 

between 4:00 – 6:00 PM and 2:00 – 4:00 PM, 

respectively. The highest average pedestrian 

24-hour volumes tend to occur on Saturday, 

which can be seen in Table C-80. 

*Note: This location is not located within West 

Whittier or Los Nietos limits.

Table C-79: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 133 132 136

AM Peak Hour 15 8:00 AM 15 8:00 AM 16 8:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 28 3:30 PM 21 4:00 PM 38 2:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 29 8:00 AM 25 7:00 AM 37 9:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 36 3:00 PM 32 4:00 PM 43 2:00 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 9/29/16 – 10/12/16

Table C-80: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 125

Tuesday N/A

Wednesday N/A

Thursday 130

Friday 141

Saturday 155

Sunday 116

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 9/29/16 – 10/12/16 
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LOCATION 3 – WHITTIER BOULEVARD, 
WEST OF NORWALK BOULEVARD 
(SOUTHSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Whittier 

Boulevard west of Norwalk Boulevard on the 

southern side of the roadway. A summary of the 

analysis may be seen in the following two tables. 

From Table C-81, it can be noted that more 

pedestrians are present during the weekdays 

than the weekend. The peak two-hour period 

with the highest number of pedestrian counts for 

weekdays and weekends tend to occur during 

evening hours between 4:00 – 6:00 PM and 6:30 

– 8:30 PM, respectively. The highest average 

pedestrian 24-hour volumes tend to occur on 

Tuesday, which can be seen in Table C-82. 

Note: This location does not have associated 

vehicle counts.

Table C-81: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 378 399 326

AM Peak Hour 27 10:00 AM 27 10:00 AM 26 10:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 44 4:30 PM 48 3:30 PM 33 7:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 53 10:30 AM 57 10:30 AM 45 10:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 72 4:30 PM 77 4:00 PM 61 6:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 9/29/16 – 10/12/16

Table C-82: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 392

Tuesday 428

Wednesday 391

Thursday 383

Friday 401

Saturday 347

Sunday 304

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 9/29/16 – 10/12/16 



110 Step by Step Los Angeles County

LOCATION 4 – NORWALK BOULEVARD, 
SOUTH OF BEXLEY DRIVE (EASTSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Norwalk 

Boulevard south of Bexley Drive on the eastern 

side of the roadway. A summary of the analy-

sis may be seen in the following three tables. 

From Table C-83, it can be noted that more 

pedestrians are present during the weekdays 

than the weekend. The peak 2-hour period with 

the highest number of pedestrian counts for 

weekdays and weekends tend to occur during 

morning hours between 7:30 – 9:30 AM and 8:00 

– 10:00 AM, respectively. The highest average 

pedestrian 24-hour volumes tend to occur on 

Thursday, which can be seen in Table C-84. 

Overall, the pedestrian volume contributes to 

roughly 0.7 percent of all trips that pass through 

this study location as seen in Table C-85.

Table C-83: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 120 134 86

AM Peak Hour 24 7:30 AM 29 7:30 AM 12 8:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 20 2:00 PM 22 2:00 PM 15 2:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 33 7:30 AM 37 7:30 AM 21 8:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 29 2:30 PM 32 2:30 PM 21 2:00 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 9/29/16 – 10/12/16

Table C-84: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 139

Tuesday 135

Wednesday 124

Thursday 159

Friday 113

Saturday 85

Sunday 87

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 9/29/16 – 10/12/16 

Table C-85: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

120 17,329 0.7

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 9/29/16 – 10/12/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 6/11/2013
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LOCATION 5 – NORWALK BOULEVARD, 
NORTH OF BEXLEY DRIVE (WESTSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Norwalk 

Boulevard north of Bexley Drive on the western 

side of the roadway. A summary of the analysis 

may be seen in the following three tables. From 

Table C-86, it can be noted that more pedestri-

ans are present during the weekdays than the 

weekend. The peak two-hour period with the 

highest number of pedestrian counts for week-

days and weekends tend to occur during the 

hours between 7:30 – 9:30 AM and 2:30 – 4:30 

PM, respectively. The highest average pedes-

trian 24-hour volumes tend to occur on Tuesday, 

which can be seen in Table C-87. Overall, the 

pedestrian volume contributes to roughly 1.5 

percent of all trips that pass through this study 

location as seen in Table C-88.

Table C-86: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

4-Hour Volume 271 342 91

AM Peak Hour 75 8:00 AM 101 7:30 AM 10 9:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 56 1:30 PM 73 1:30 PM 13 2:30 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 90 7:30 AM 119 7:30 AM 17 9:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 73 1:30 PM 94 1:30 PM 19 2:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 9/29/16 – 10/12/16

Table C-87: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 370

Tuesday 373

Wednesday 372

Thursday 313

Friday 284

Saturday 100

Sunday 83

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 9/29/16 – 10/12/16 

Table C-88: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

271 17,329 105

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 9/29/16 – 10/12/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 6/11/2013
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LOCATION 6 – BROADWAY NORTH OF 
ALDRICH STREET (EASTSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Broadway 

north of Aldrich Street on the eastern side of 

the roadway. A summary of our analysis may be 

seen in the following three tables. From Table 

C-89, it can be noted that more pedestrians are 

present during the weekdays than the weekend. 

The peak 2-hour period with the highest number 

of pedestrian counts for weekdays and week-

ends tend to occur during the afternoon hours 

between 4:30 – 6:30 PM and 4:00 – 6:00 PM, 

respectively. The highest average pedestrian 

24-hour volumes tend to occur on Wednesday, 

which can be seen in Table C-90. Overall, the 

pedestrian volume contributes to roughly 1.5 

percent of all trips that pass through this study 

location as seen in Table C-91.

Table C-89: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 129 140 102

AM Peak Hour 15 7:30 AM 16 7:30 AM 12 8:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 18 5:30 PM 20 5:00 PM 15 5:30 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 23 7:00 AM 25 7:00 AM 20 8:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 29 4:30 PM 32 4:30 PM 22 4:00 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 9/29/16 – 10/12/16

Table C-90: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 141

Tuesday 139

Wednesday 160

Thursday 134

Friday 127

Saturday 101

Sunday 103

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 9/29/16 – 10/12/16 

Table C-91: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

129 11,814 1.1

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 9/29/16 – 10/12/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 6/11/2013



113pedestrian plans for unincorporated communities  APPENDICES

LOCATION 7 – NORWALK BOULEVARD, 
SOUTH OF RIVERA ROAD (EASTSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Norwalk 

Boulevard south of Rivera Road on the eastern 

side of the roadway. A summary of our analysis 

may be seen in the following three tables. From 

Table C-92, it can be noted that more pedestri-

ans are present during the weekdays than the 

weekend. The peak two-hour period with the 

highest number of pedestrian counts for week-

days and weekends tend to occur during the 

morning hours between 10:30 AM – 12:30 PM 

and 8:30 – 10:30 AM, respectively. The highest 

average pedestrian 24-hour volumes tend to 

occur on Tuesday, which can be seen in Table 

C-93. Overall, the pedestrian volume contrib-

utes to roughly 0.5 percent of all trips that pass 

through this study location as seen in Table C-94.

Table C-92: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 114 130 73

AM Peak Hour 13 9:30 AM 13 10:00 AM 12 9:00 AM

PM Peak Hour 16 1:30 PM 18 1:00 PM 10 2:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 25 10:00 AM 28 10:30 AM 16 8:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 23 1:00 PM 27 1:00 PM 15 1:30 PM
Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16

Table C-93: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 125

Tuesday 145

Wednesday 118

Thursday 134

Friday 131

Saturday 83

Sunday 62
Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16

Table C-94: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

114 23,065 0.5
Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 6/26/2014
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LOCATION 8 – NORWALK BOULEVARD, 
NORTH OF WALNUT STREET (WESTSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Norwalk 

Boulevard north of Walnut Street on the western 

side of the roadway. A summary of the analysis 

may be seen in the following three tables. From 

Table C-95, it can be noted that more pedestri-

ans are present during the weekdays than the 

weekend. The peak two-hour period with the 

highest number of pedestrian counts for week-

days and weekends tend to occur during the 

hours between 2:30 – 4:30 PM and 8:30 – 10:30 

AM, respectively. The highest average pedes-

trian 24-hour volumes tend to occur on Tuesday, 

which can be seen in Table C-96. Overall, the 

pedestrian volume contributes to roughly 0.3 

percent of all trips that pass through this study 

location as seen in Table C-97.

Table C-95: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 74 77 65

AM Peak Hour 9 8:30 AM 8 8:30 AM 14 8:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 15 2:30 PM 17 2:00 PM 8 4:30 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 14 8:30 AM 13 8:30 AM 18 8:30 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 20 2:30 PM 24 2:30 PM 11 3:00 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16

Table C-96: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 47

Tuesday 104

Wednesday 75

Thursday 86

Friday 76

Saturday 75

Sunday 55

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16

Table C-97: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

74 23,065 0.3

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 6/26/2014
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LOCATION 9 – SLAUSON AVENUE, EAST OF 
MILLERGROVE DRIVE (NORTHSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Slauson 

Avenue east of Milllergrove Drive on the northern 

side of the roadway. A summary of our analysis 

may be seen in the following three tables. From 

Table C-98, it can be noted that more pedestri-

ans are present during the weekdays than the 

weekend. The peak two-hour period with the 

highest number of pedestrian counts for week-

days and weekends tend to occur during the 

hours between 3:00 – 5:00 PM and 9:00 – 11:00 

AM, respectively. The highest average pedes-

trian 24-hour volumes tend to occur on Friday, 

which can be seen in Table C-99. Overall, the 

pedestrian volume contributes to roughly 0.2 

percent of all trips that pass through this study 

location as seen in Table C-100.

Table C-98: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 52 58 39

AM Peak Hour 7 8:00 AM 7 7:30 AM 6 9:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 10 2:00 PM 12 3:00 PM 5 12:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 11 8:30 AM 11 8:00 AM 10 9:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 14 2:30 PM 16 3:00 PM 8 2:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16

Table C-99: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 55

Tuesday 53

Wednesday 59

Thursday 58

Friday 65

Saturday 44

Sunday 35

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16

Table C-100: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

52 33,532 0.2

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 6/26/2014
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LOCATION 10 – SLAUSON AVENUE, EAST 
OF MILLERGROVE DRIVE (SOUTHSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on Slauson 

Avenue east of Milllergrove Drive on the south-

ern side of the roadway. A summary of the 

analysis may be seen in the following three 

tables. From Table C-101, it can be noted that 

more pedestrians are present during the week-

days than the weekend. The peak two-hour 

period with the highest number of pedestrian 

counts for weekdays and weekends tend to 

occur during the hours between 4:00 – 6:00 PM 

and 7:00 – 9:00 AM, respectively. The highest 

average pedestrian 24-hour volumes tend to 

occur on Tuesday, which can be seen in Table 

C-102. Overall, the pedestrian volume contrib-

utes to roughly 0.2 percent of all trips that pass 

through this study location as seen in Table 

C-103.

Table C-101: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 80 93 47

AM Peak Hour 12 7:30 AM 12 7:30 AM 12 7:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 14 4:00 PM 18 4:30 PM 6 3:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 16 7:00 AM 17 7:00 AM 15 7:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 20 3:30 PM 25 4:00 PM 9 2:00 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16

Table C-102: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 74

Tuesday 123

Wednesday 91

Thursday 81

Friday 98

Saturday 54

Sunday 41

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16

Table C-103: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

80 33,532 0.2

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 6/26/2014
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LOCATION 11 – WASHINGTON BOULEVARD, 
WEST OF VICKI DRIVE (SOUTHSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on 

Washington Boulevard west of Vicki Drive on 

the southern side of the roadway. A summary of 

our analysis may be seen in the following three 

tables. From Table C-104, it can be noted that 

more pedestrians are present during the week-

days than the weekend. The peak two-hour 

period with the highest number of pedestrian 

counts for weekdays and weekends tend to 

occur during the afternoon hours between 3:00 

– 5:00 PM and 1:30 – 3:30 PM, respectively. The 

highest average pedestrian 24-hour volumes 

tend to occur on Saturday, which can be seen 

in Table C-105. Overall, the pedestrian volume 

contributes to roughly 0.4 percent of all trips that 

pass through this study location as seen in Table 

C-106.

Table C-104: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 168 169 166

AM Peak Hour 13 9:00 AM 12 8:30 AM 16 9:30 AM

PM Peak Hour 25 3:00 PM 24 3:30 PM 26 1:30 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 30 10:30 AM 26 10:30 AM 41 11:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 38 2:30 PM 37 3:00 PM 43 1:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16

Table C-105: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 130

Tuesday 193

Wednesday 169

Thursday 170

Friday 182

Saturday 208

Sunday 124

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16

Table C-106: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

168 41,171 0.4

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 10/22/2014
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LOCATION 12 – WASHINGTON BOULEVARD, 
WEST OF SORENSEN AVENUE 
(SOUTHSIDE)

Pedestrian counts were conducted on 

Washington Boulevard west of Sorenson Avenue 

on the southern side of the roadway. A summary 

of the analysis may be seen in the following 

three tables. From Table C-107 it can be noted 

that more pedestrians are present during the 

weekdays than the weekend. The peak two-hour 

period with the highest number of pedestrian 

counts for weekdays and weekends tend to 

occur during the afternoon hours between 2:00 

– 4:00 PM and 1:30 – 3:30 PM, respectively. The 

highest average pedestrian 24-hour volumes 

tend to occur on Thursday, which can be seen 

in Table C-108. Overall, the pedestrian volume 

contributes to roughly 0.6 percent of all trips that 

pass through this study location as seen in Table 

C-109.

Table C-101: Summary of Pedestrian Volumes

Total Average Average Weekday Average Weekend

24-Hour Volume 230 245 190

AM Peak Hour 18 8:30 AM 18 8:00 AM 18 10:00 AM

PM Peak Hour 28 2:30 PM 28 2:00 PM 29 3:00 PM

AM Peak 2-Hour 35 10:30 AM 35 10:30 AM 35 10:00 AM

PM Peak 2-Hour 46 2:00 PM 47 2:00 PM 45 1:30 PM

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16

Table C-102: Pedestrian 24-Hour Volumes by Day of Week

Day of Week Average Pedestrian Volume

Monday 204

Tuesday 253

Wednesday 258

Thursday 266

Friday 246

Saturday 231

Sunday 150

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16

Table C-103: Pedestrian versus Vehicle Volume

Average Pedestrian Volume Average Vehicle Volume % of Pedestrians to Total in Area

230 36,650 0.6

Source: Data Collected by LA County, 10/15/16 – 10/28/16; Vehicle Data Collected by LA County, 5/17/2006
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FUNDING SOURCES
At the time this Plan was developed, there were 

numerous potential local, regional, and state 

funding sources available to the County to help 

implement the recommended projects and pro-

grams. Many of these sources may not continue 

to be available and new funding opportunities 

may arise. The County will update this appen-

dix periodically when adding new Community 

Pedestrian Plans to this Plan.

Local and Regional Sources

PROPOSITION A

The Proposition A sales tax, approved by voters 

in 1980, is a one-half of 1% tax on most retail sales 

in the County. As a condition of voter approval, 

twenty-five percent (25%) of the Proposition A 

tax revenues are earmarked to be used by the 

County and cities in developing and/or improv-

ing local public transit, paratransit and related 

transportation infrastructure. Los Angeles County 

receives almost $19 million in local returns from 

Proposition A each year. Local return funds are 

administered by the County with Metro oversight.

This appendix provides an overview of potential funding sources to the 
County for implementing pedestrian infrastructure improvements and 
programs. It also provides detailed prioritization scores for each project 
proposed in the Community Pedestrian Plan chapters.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Streets / roads, 

operations and maintenance, construction, 

transit-related pedestrian improvements, 

Transportation Demand Management (TDM), 

ADA-compliant street improvements in relation 

to public transit facilities (i.e., curb cuts, boarding/

alighting concrete pads)

PROPOSITION C 

Proposition C is a voter enacted (1990) one-half 

cent sales tax for public transit purposes and 

is administered by Metro. These funds can be 

leveraged by bonding for capital projects. Twenty 

percent of the revenue generated is allocated 

for the Local Return Fund, which is distributed to 

cities and the County on a per capita basis exclu-

sively for public transit purposes. These funds 

are intended to exclusively benefit public transit. 

Los Angeles County receives almost $16 million 

in local returns each year. Local return funds are 

administered by the County with Metro oversight. 

Eligible Projects/Programs: Congestion man-

agement programs, Transportation Demand 

Management (TDM), ADA-compliant street 

improvements in relation to public transit facilities 

(i.e., curb cuts, boarding/alighting concrete pads), 

Pavement Management System Projects.
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MEASURE M

Measure M sets aside 16 percent of Los Angeles 

County’s sales tax local return to pay for major 

public transit projects, such as extending light 

rail to LAX. Additionally, revenue funds street 

and sidewalk repairs throughout the county, new 

bike paths, and earthquake retrofits for bridges. 

Los Angeles County is estimated to receive an 

average of $14 million in Measure M local returns 

each year. Local return funds are administered by 

the County with Metro oversight.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Streets / roads, 

operations and maintenance, construction, tran-

sit-related pedestrian improvements

MEASURE R

Approved by voters in 2008, Measure R is a 

30-year countywide one-half cent sales tax that 

generates annual revenue for a variety of trans-

portation purposes. Local Returns can be used 

by the County to fund projects at the County’s 

discretion. The remainder of Measure R funding 

is allocated to regional transit and highway 

infrastructure construction projects overseen by 

Metro. Los Angeles County receives almost $13 

million in local returns each year. Local return 

funds are administered by the County with Metro 

oversight.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Pedestrian infrastruc-

ture, streetscape enhancements, signal upgrades

MEASURE A

Approved by voters in November 2016, Los 

Angeles County’s Measure A, the Safe, Clean 

Neighborhood Parks and Beaches Measure, 

is an annual parcel tax of 1.5 cents per square 

foot of development that is included on the 

annual property tax bill of a property. Measure 

A was developed to meet the needs identified 

in the Countywide Comprehensive Parks and 

Recreation Needs Assessment completed in 

May 2016 and is expected to generate $94 

million annually. The Needs Assessment pro-

vides detailed information from all 88 cities and 

unincorporated areas within Los Angeles County 

about the quality of local parks, access to parks 

and recreation facilities and overall park needs. 

It includes project lists developed and prioritized 

by members of each community. 

The County is estimated to receive about $4 

million each year in local return funding for park 

related projects for the unincorporated areas. 

This funding is allocated by Study Areas, of which 

47 are unincorporated areas. The funding gen-

erated in a Study Area is intended to be spent in 

that area. However, exceptions are possible if it 

can be demonstrated that the funding of a park 

project in an adjacent or nearby Study Area will 

benefit the Study Area where the funds are orig-

inally generated. Measure A local return funds 

for the unincorporated Study Areas are adminis-

tered by the Department of Parks and Recreation 

with oversight from the Regional Park and Open 
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Space District (RPOSD). The balance of Measure 

A dollars will be available to the County through 

competitive grant programs run by the RPOSD.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Trails, pedestrian 

improvements (i.e. – new or repaired sidewalks, 

new roadway crossings, pedestrian scale light-

ing) along roadways that connect to parks, the 

planting and maintenance of street trees, as well 

as programs that promote health such as walking 

clubs or programs that facilitate safe places to 

play such as Safe Passages to Parks programs. 

QUIMBY IN-LIEU FEES

The purpose of the 1975 Quimby Act is to 

ensure that communities have adequate parks 

and recreational amenities, including trails and 

walking paths, and require developers to help 

mitigate the impacts of property improvements 

within jurisdictions adopting the Quimby Act. 

It allows the County to acquire and/or develop 

adequate public park space to meet the addi-

tional demand generated by the new subdivision. 

The number of acres of park space obligation 

is based upon the residential density as mea-

sured by the average household size. The base 

fee is calculated using the acres of park space 

obligation, minus the amount of park space, if 

any, provided by the subdivider, multiplied by 

the representative land value for the appropriate 

PPA. The representative land values are adjusted 

annually by the Los Angeles County Department 

of Parks and Recreation, in consultation with the 

Auditor-Controller, based on the percentage 

movement in the Consumer Price Index (CPI) as 

published by the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics. 

The County only allows in-lieu fees to be used in 

the Park Planning Area (PPA) where the fees are 

collected.

Eligible Projects/Programs: To develop new or 

rehabilitate existing neighborhood or community 

park or recreational facilities, including trails and 

walking paths, in the PPA where the in-lieu fees 

are collected.

DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT FEES

Development Agreements are negotiated 

agreements between a jurisdiction and a private 

entity seeking vested development approvals. 

Payments or the construction of facilities are 

often negotiated and may include pedestrian 

improvements. In the past, sidewalk widening, 

transit station upgrades, wayfinding, lighting and 

crossing enhancements have been negotiated.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Los Angeles County 

has flexibility regarding pedestrian improvements 

in the project area often informed by adopted 

plans and policies.
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SPECIAL TAXING AUTHORITIES

Seventeen counties have approved local ballot 

measures that permit the collecting of additional 

local sales taxes for transportation purposes. Los 

Angeles County could develop a Transportation 

Demand Management (TDM) tax or special 

assessment to fund improvements and programs 

for non-motorized transportation, through a 

citizen vote 

Eligible Projects/Programs: If new ballot measures 

are approved, the County would have flexibility in 

choosing which projects and/or programs to fund.

MELLO-ROOS COMMUNITY FACILITIES ACT 

The Mello-Roos Community Facilities Act allows 

for special assessment or benefit districts to 

be created and special taxes assigned to fund 

infrastructure and other improvements in an area. 

These improvements can include pedestrian 

facilities, and other infrastructure such as that 

required for utilities. These special taxes must be 

approved by two-thirds of the voters in a pro-

posed district, unless the local agency is a school 

or community college district. The City of Davis, 

California has used the funds to create a pedes-

trian and bicycle overpass. 

Eligible Projects/Programs: Intersection spot 

improvements, sidewalk projects.

AB2766 AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT 
DISTRICT (AQMD) 

Since 1991, the AB2766 Subvention Program has 

provided a funding source for cities and counties 

to meet requirements of Federal and State Clean 

Air Acts and for implementation of motor vehicle 

measures in the AQMD Air Quality Management 

Plan (AQMP). AQMD administers funds which 

may be used for pedestrian projects, such as bus 

shelters, information access equipment, traffic 

calming, commute trip reduction and incen-

tive programs, multi-use paths, and education 

programs. Only the unincorporated communities 

located within the Los Angeles basin are part of 

the South Coast Air Quality Management District 

(unincorporated communities in Antelope Valley 

are not). 

Eligible Projects/Programs: The program has 

funded a number of employer-based trip reduc-

tion programs (TDM programs) in the past. 

While there is no pedestrian specific project 

category, these projects may fall under TDM or 

Miscellaneous Projects. 
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METRO EXPRESSLANES NET TOLL 
REVENUE RE-INVESTMENT GRANT 
PROGRAM 

State law requires the net toll revenues gener-

ated from the Metro ExpressLanes be reinvested 

in the corridor from which they were derived, 

pursuant to an approved expenditure plan. Gross 

toll revenues from the ExpressLanes program are 

first used to cover the direct expenses related to 

the maintenance, administration and operation, 

including marketing, toll collection, and enforce-

ment activities related to the ExpressLanes. 

Any remaining revenue produced is used in the 

corridor for which it was generated through the 

Net Toll Revenue Reinvestment Grant Program. 

A portion of the grants allocated through this 

program can be used for active transportation 

projects like pedestrian paths, Metro line connec-

tion improvements, and corridor revitalizations. 

Recent rounds of the grant program allocated 

over $10 million to active transportation.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Transit, system 

connectivity/active transportation, roadway 

improvements

METRO CALL-FOR-PROJECTS 

Metro periodically accepts Call-for-Projects 

applications in eight modal categories to promote 

pedestrian projects that promote walking as a 

viable form of transportation. Eligible projects 

may include: sidewalk construction, extensions 

and widening; curb ramps (as part of sidewalk 

reconstruction); enhanced pedestrian crossing 

features; landscaping; signage; lighting; and 

street furniture. Improvements must be for the 

use of the general public, located within a public 

right-of-way in a public easement, or some other 

guarantee of public use. Design and right-of-way 

acquisition are eligible expenses as long as they 

are directly related-to and part of the project's 

construction.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Transportation 

Demand Management (TDM); Bicycle 

Improvements; Pedestrian Improvements such as 

sidewalk construction, extensions and widening; 

curb ramps (as part of sidewalk reconstruction); 

enhanced pedestrian crossing features; landscap-

ing; signage; lighting; and street furniture

METRO OPEN STREETS PROGRAM

Metro will allocate up to $2 million annually, 

through a competitive application process, to 

fund local Open Streets events in Los Angeles 

County cities. The first cycle announced in 2014 

funded 12 open streets events to occur in 2015 

and 2016. 

Eligible Projects/Programs: Regional car-free 

events that are regionally diverse, connected 

to transit stations, regional bikeways and major 

activity centers. 
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METRO TRANSIT-ORIENTED 
DEVELOPMENT PLANNING GRANTS 

This is up to a $5 million fund to spur the adop-

tion of transit-supportive land use and other 

regulatory plans around station areas in order to 

increase access to and utilization of public transit. 

Eligibility is for Los Angeles County jurisdictions 

with land use authority within one-half mile of 

existing, planned, or proposed transit stations.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Transit oriented devel-

opment plans, streetscape plans, associated 

project-specific Environmental Impact Reports 

(EIRs).

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION 
OF GOVERNMENTS SUSTAINABILITY 
PLANNING GRANT PROGRAM

The Sustainability Planning Grants Program 

provides direct technical assistance to SCAG 

member jurisdictions to complete planning 

and policy efforts that enable implementation 

of the regional SCS. Typically, this funding is 

available after the Regional Transportation Plan/

Sustainable Communities Strategy is adopted 

every four years. 

Eligible Projects/Programs: Pedestrian and Safe 

Routes to School Plans, pop-up infrastructure 

demonstration projects and open street events, 

transit-oriented development plans and related 

types of transportation and land uses plans.

SPECIAL ROAD DISTRICT FUND

The Special Road District Fund is an ad-valorem 

property tax on Los Angeles County unincorpo-

rated area properties. Each Supervisor District 

received allocated money from this tax, for a total 

average annual revenue of $6 million.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Roadway operations, 

maintenance, and construction

LIGHTING MAINTENANCE DISTRICTS

There are 20 Lighting Maintenance Districts in 

Los Angeles County with over 99,000 street-

lights administered by Public Works. They include 

ad-valorem property taxes and assessment for 

operations and maintenance of street lighting for 

unincorporated areas and 19 cities in the County, 

which generates an average annual revenue of 

$25 million. 

Eligible Projects/Programs: Limited to street 

lighting, and include replacing old and outdated 

lighting systems, and upgrading existing light-

ing with LED lamps and other energy efficient 

systems. 

LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE DISTRICTS 

Landscape Maintenance Districts (LMDs) are 

formed by a special benefit assessment for 

operations and maintenance of designated 

landscaping improvements in some County 

unincorporated areas. LMDs provide enhanced 

landscaping improvements, maintenance, and 

services beyond those generally provided by the 
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County. LMDs currently exist within Landscaping 

and Lighting Act (LLA) District Numbers 1, 2, 

and 4. The County generates an average 

annual revenue of $22 million for landscaping 

improvements.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Uses are limited 

to landscaping, and include grading, clearing, 

removal of debris, and the installation of irrigation 

or electrical facilities, as well as the construction 

of facilities that are necessary or useful in provid-

ing these services.

State Sources

CALIFORNIA OFFICE OF TRAFFIC SAFETY 
(OTS) GRANT PROGRAM 

The Office of Traffic Safety’s mission is to obtain 

and effectively administer traffic safety grant 

funds to reduce deaths, injuries and economic 

losses resulting from traffic related collisions. 

Each October through November, OTS mails 

Requests for Concept Papers to more than 3,000 

eligible agencies outlining the opportunity to par-

ticipate in the program and the requirements to 

compete for available funds. Pedestrian safety is 

one of eight earmarked priority areas for funding. 

Enforcement and education programs and the 

development and distribution of materials to 

improve safety are all eligible under this program. 

Successful applications are often submitted by 

local police departments. 

Eligible Projects/Programs: Pedestrian safety, 

older driver programming, impaired or distracted 

driver programming, police traffic services, includ-

ing DUI checkpoints. 

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT 
ARTICLE III (SB 821) 

The Transportation Development Act (TDA) 

Article III (SB 821) uses monies collected from 

the state gasoline tax to provide grants through 

Regional Transportation Planning agencies to 

fund transportation improvements. The Los 

Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 

Authority (Metro) is responsible for allocating this 

money on a per capita basis to cities within Los 

Angeles County with a focus on active trans-

portation and public transit development. These 

cities have the option to either draw down the 

funds or to place them on reserve. Local allo-

cations of TDA funds are administered by the 

City with State oversight. The County is eligible 

to receive an average of $1.4 million from TDA 

Article III funding annually.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Supportive activities 

of pedestrian projects that are eligible including 

engineering expenses, right-of-way acquisition, 

construction and acquisition, construction and 

reconstruction, retrofitting existing pedestrian 

facilities, and installing pedestrian facilities such 

as benches, drinking fountains, rest rooms, and 

showers. 
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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM

The California State Legislature has consolidated 

a number of state-funded programs centered 

on active transportation into a single program 

after the consolidation of federal funding sources 

in MAP-21 and again under the FAST Act. The 

resulting, Active Transportation Program (ATP) 

consolidated the federal programs, the Safe 

Routes to Schools Program, and the Recreational 

Trails Program. ATP’s authorizing legislation 

(signed into law in 2013) includes placeholder 

language to allow ATP to receive funding from 

the newly established Cap-and-Trade Programs 

in the future. 

The Statewide Competitive ATP has $240 million 

available through the 2020/2021 fiscal cycles. 

California Transportation Commission scripts 

guidelines and allocates funds for the ATP, and 

Caltrans Division of Local Assistance administers 

the program. 

Goals of the ATP are currently defined as the 

following:

 f Increasing the proportion of trips accom-

plished by walking;

 f Increasing safety and mobility for active 

transportation users;

 f Advancing active transportation efforts of 

regional agencies to achieve the greenhouse 

gas reduction goals;

 f Enhancing public health;

 f Ensuring that disadvantaged communities 

fully share in the benefit of the program; and,

 f Providing a broad spectrum of projects to 

benefit many types of active transportation 

users.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Safe Routes to School 

Plans, Active Transportation Plans, bicycle path 

and pedestrian route improvements, traffic 

calming improvements, trail enhancements

STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM (STIP)

STIP funds are available for new construction 

projects that add capacity to the transportation 

network. Funding is a mix of state, federal, and 

local taxes and fees; and consists of two com-

ponents: Caltrans’ Interregional Transportation 

Improvement Program (ITIP) and regional 

transportation planning agencies’ Regional 

Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP). 

Pedestrian projects may be programmed under 

ITIP and RTIP.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Facilities for pedes-

trians and bicycles, safety and educational 

activities for pedestrians and bicyclists, and land-

scaping, and scenic beautification
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STATE HIGHWAY ACCOUNT

Section 157.4 of the Streets and Highways Code 

requires Caltrans to set aside $360,000 for the 

construction of non-motorized facilities that will 

be used in conjunction with the state highway 

system. Funding is divided into different project 

categories: Minor B projects (less than $42,000) 

are funded by a lump sum allocation by the CTC 

and are used at the discretion of each Caltrans 

District office; Minor A projects (estimated to 

cost between $42,000 and $300,000) must 

be approved by the CTC; and Major projects 

(more than $300,000) must be included in the 

State Transportation Improvement Program and 

approved by the CTC. 

STATE HIGHWAY OPERATIONS AND 
PROTECTION PROGRAM (SHOPP)

The SHOPP program includes projects designed 

to maintain the safety and operational integrity of 

the state highway system. Most of the projects 

are for pavement rehabilitation, bridge rehabil-

itation, and traffic safety improvements. Other 

projects may include such things as operational 

improvements (e.g. traffic signalization) and 

roadside rest areas. It does not include through 

lane addition projects meant to increase capacity. 

SHOPP projects are selected at the discretion of 

Caltrans.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Traffic calming 

improvements, pedestrian improvements such 

as curb ramps, sidewalks, lighting and drainage 

improvements, ADA facility upgrades, roadway 

improvements

STATE HIGHWAY USERS TAX

The State Highway Users tax is a per gallon gas 

tax that is apportioned by the State Controller 

and allocated directly to cities and counties and 

it is within their discretion to determine local 

priorities. This tax generates an average annual 

revenue of $145 million for the County.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Construction, improve-

ment, and maintenance of public streets and 

highways; research and planning for mass transit; 

construction and improvement of public mass 

transit guideways; pedestrian facilities

REGIONAL SURFACE TRANSPORTATION 
PROGRAM FEDERAL EXCHANGE AND 
STATE MATCH 

This program allows the County to exchange 

its annual apportionment of federal Regional 

Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) funds for 

state funds. The exchange maximizes the ability 

of Public Works to use the funds for a variety of 

projects including pedestrian improvements. The 

funds are distributed on a fair share and compet-

itive basis. The County is expected to receive an 

annual revenue of $1 million from this program. 

Federal Sources

FIXING AMERICA’S SURFACE 
TRANSPORTATION ACT (FAST ACT)

The FAST Act, which replaced Moving Ahead for 

Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21) in 2015, 

provides long-term funding certainty for surface 

transportation projects. More specifically, states 
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and local governments can move forward with 

critical transportation projects with the confi-

dence that they will have a federal partner over 

the long-term (at least five years).

FAST allows changes and reforms to many 

federal transportation programs, including 

streamlining the approval processes for new 

transportation projects and providing new safety 

tools. 

Eligible Projects/Programs: Access enhancements 

to public transportation, bridges/overpass for 

pedestrians and bicyclists, pedestrian improve-

ments such as crosswalks, curb cuts and ramps, 

streetscaping projects

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BLOCK 
GRANT PROGRAM (STBGP)

The FAST Act expanded the existing Surface 

Transportation Program (STP) into the Surface 

Transportation Block Grant Program (STBGP). 

The Program places more of the decision-making 

power in the hands of state and local gov-

ernments. The FAST Act simplifies the list of 

uses eligible for program funds and increases 

the number of ways that funds can be used 

for local roads and rural minor collectors. The 

Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) is a 

set-aside program of this block grant. The new 

program requires 55 percent of program funds 

be distributed within each state on the basis of 

population, compared to 50 percent under STP.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Pedestrian and bicycle 

facilities, recreational trails, safe routes to school 

projects, historic preservation and vegetation 

management, and environmental mitigation 

efforts

CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR 
QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 
(CMAQ)

The amount of CMAQ funds available to appli-

cants depends on the state’s population share, 

and on the degree of air pollution. Recent revi-

sions were made to bring CMAQ more in line with 

the new MAP-21 legislation. Studies that are part 

of the project development pipeline (e.g., prelim-

inary engineering) are eligible for funding. “An 

assessment of the project’s expected emission 

reduction benefits should be completed prior to 

project selection.”

Eligible Projects/Programs: Funds are available for 

transportation projects that are likely to contribute 

to reducing air pollution, and that are included in 

the regional MPO’s current transportation plan 

and transportation improvement program (TIP) 

or the current state transportation improvement 

program (STIP) in areas without an MPO
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BUS, AND BUS FACILITIES PROGRAM: 
STATE OF GOOD REPAIR

The Bus and Bus Facilities Program can be used 

for projects to provide access for pedestrians to 

public transportation facilities through improve-

ments such as building shelters, and installing 

wheelchair lifts on buses.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Public transportation 

improvements such as bus shelters and wheel-

chair lifts

HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM (HSIP)

HSIP is a data-driven funding program- eligible 

projects must be identified through analysis of 

crash experience, crash potential, crash rate, 

or other similar metrics. Both infrastructure 

and non-infrastructure projects are eligible for 

HSIP funds. Pedestrian safety improvements, 

enforcement activities, traffic calming projects, 

and crossing treatments for active transportation 

users in school zones are examples of eligible 

projects. All HSIP projects must be consistent 

with the respective states Strategic Highway 

Safety Plan. In California, HSIP is administered by 

Caltrans.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Safety improvement 

projects such as pedestrian safety improvements, 

enforcement activities, traffic calming projects, 

and crossing treatments for active transportation 

users in school zones

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK 
GRANTS

The Community Development Block Grants 

(CDBG) program provides money for streetscape 

revitalization, which may be largely comprised of 

pedestrian improvement projects. Federal CDBG 

grantees may use funds for activities that include 

(but are not limited to): 

 f Acquiring property

 f Building public facilities and improvements 

(such as streets, sidewalks, community 

and senior citizen centers and recreational 

facilities)

 f Planning and administrative expenses (such 

as costs related to developing a consolidated 

plan and managing Community Development 

Block Grant funds); 

 f Provide public services for youths, seniors, 

or the disabled; and 

 f Initiatives such as neighborhood watch 

programs

Paths, trails, and greenway projects that enhance 

accessibility are the best fit for this funding 

source. 

Eligible Projects/Programs: Community develop-

ment projects as identified above
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TRANSPORTATION INVESTMENTS 
GENERATING ECONOMIC RECOVERY 
(TIGER) PROGRAM

TIGER funds may be used for innovative, multi-

modal and multi-jurisdictional transportation 

projects that promise significant economic and 

environmental benefits to an entire metropoli-

tan area, a region, or the nation. These include 

pedestrian projects. The project minimum is $10 

million.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Streetscape improve-

ment projects, improvements to public transit 

access, connectivity projects

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY – BROWNFIELDS PROGRAM

Assessment grants provide funding for a grant 

recipient to inventory, characterize, assess, and 

conduct planning and community involvement 

related to brownfields sites. Revolving Loan Fund 

(RLF) grants provide funding for a grant recipient 

to capitalize a revolving loan fund and to provide 

sub-grants to carry out cleanup activities at 

brownfield sites.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Assessments of and 

cleanup activities at brownfield sites 

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY – SMART GROWTH PROGRAM

EPA’s Smart Growth Program helps communi-

ties improve their development practices and 

get the type of development they want. The 

Smart Growth Program works with local, state, 

and national experts to discover and encour-

age development strategies that protect human 

health and the environment, create economic 

opportunities, and provide attractive and afford-

able neighborhoods for people of all income 

levels. 

The program conducts research, produces 

reports and other publications and provides 

examples of outstanding smart growth communi-

ties and projects. It also works with tribes, states, 

regions, and communities through grants and 

technical assistance. These partnerships bring 

together diverse interests to encourage better 

growth and development. The program helps to 

support education and outreach by contributing 

to Smart Growth Online and the New Partners for 

Smart Growth conference.

Eligible Projects/Programs: Activities that improve 

the quality of development and protect human 

health and the environment

Other Sources

VOLUNTEER AND PUBLIC-PRIVATE 
PARTNERSHIPS

Volunteer programs may be developed to 

substantially reduce the cost of implementing 

some routes, particularly shared-use paths. For 

example, a local college design class may use a 

shared-use route as a student project by working 

with a local landscape architectural or engi-

neering firm. Work events could be formed to 

help clear the right -of- way for the route. A local 
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construction company may donate or discount 

services beyond what the volunteers perform.

A public-private partnership involves an agree-

ment between a public agency and a private 

party, in which the private party delivers a public 

service or project to the public agency. Projects 

can be funded solely by the private party or 

through a collection of private monies and tax-

payer dollars.

This section provides detailed prioritization 

scoring for the proposed project lists identified in 

each Community Pedestrian Plan chapter. Table 

D-1 shows the prioritization framework used, and 

tables D-2 to D-5 show the prioritization scoring 

breakdown for projects proposed in Lake Los 

Angeles, Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, 

and West Whittier-Los Nietos.

PRIORITIZATION 
SCORES
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Category Rationale Description
Maximum 

Possible Points

Equity

The community is a Focus Community 
(Disadvantaged Community). 
Disadvantaged communities are often 
disproportionately represented in severe 
and fatal injuries from traffic crashes. This 
criterion uses median household income 
and CalEnviroScreen data to prioritize 
disadvantaged areas.

Project is located in an area with a
median income less than 80% of
the statewide median (<$49,191)

5

Project is located in an area that
is among the most disadvantaged
25% in the state, according to
CalEnviroScreen 3.0

5

Disadvantaged communities often have 
less access to parks and open space. This 
criterion uses park deficiency to prioritize 
disadvantaged areas.

Community has less than the 
County's General Plan goal of four 
acres of local parkland per 1,000 
residents

5

Public Health

Improving health is a core goal of the 
plan.  Research has shown that there is a 
link between better health and moderate-
intensity aerobic activity, like brisk walking. 
Improvements to the pedestrian built 
environment can make walking more 
comfortable, convenient, and safe.  This 
criterion uses Health Disadvantaged Index 
data to prioritize areas with poor health.

Project is located in an area that is in 
the top 10%, according to the Health 
Disadvantage Index (10 points)

10Project is located in an area that is in 
the top 25%, according to the Health 
Disadvantage Index (5 points)

Safety

Safety is a core goal of the Pedestrian Plan 
and aligns with the County’s Vision Zero 
program. This criterion prioritizes fatal/
severe injury pedestrian-involved collision 
locations and corridors. 

In the past 5 years, more than 5 
pedestrian-involved collisions have 
occurred within 500 feet of the 
project (20 points)

20

In the past 5 years, 4-5 pedestrian-
involved collisions have occurred 
within 500 feet of the project (15 
points)

In the past 5 years, 2-3 pedestrian-
involved collisions have occurred 
within 500 feet of the project (10 
points)

In the past 5 years, 1 pedestrian-
involved collision has occurred within 
500 feet of the project (5 points)

In the past 5 years, at least 1 collision 
within 500 feet of the project resulted 
in a pedestrian fatality

5

Table D-1: Infrastructure Prioritization Framework
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Category Rationale Description
Maximum 

Possible Points

Roadway 
Classification

Major roadways generally have more lanes 
of traffic and higher speeds, increasing 
exposure to vehicles for crossing 
pedestrians and contributing to greater 
severity when crashes occur.  This criterion 
prioritizes projects located along major 
roads.

Project is located on an Arterial / 
Major Highway

5

Demand

Projects in areas of high demand provide 
benefit to a greater number of people.  
This criterion uses data about pedestrian 
activity generators to prioritize areas of 
higher demand.

Project is located within ¼-mile of a 
transit stop or station

5

Project is located within ¼-mile of a 
school

5

Project is located within ¼-mile of a 
senior center, park, and/or library

5

Project is located within ¼-mile of an 
area zoned for commercial use

5

Community 
Outreach

Community support is a critical element 
to getting projects implemented.  This 
criterion prioritizes projects that were 
identified during community outreach or 
identified in prior plans.

Project adds an improvement or 
addresses a concern identified 
during community outreach

5

Project is listed in an existing plan 5

Implementation

Lower cost projects can generally be 
implemented more rapidly, and allow 
limited resources to be distributed more 
widely.  Implementation is a strong focus of 
this plan, and this criterion prioritizes lower-
cost and less complex projects. 

Project is low-cost (<$100k) (10 points)

10
Project is medium-cost ($100k-
$200k) (5 points)

Project is high-cost (>$200k) (0 
points)

Project will be easy to construct (does 
not require environmental studies, 
sewer realignment, etc.)

5

Maximum Total Points 100
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Table D-2: Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Lake Los Angeles

Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in  

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

165th Street East Average Corridor Score:  45.0

County 165th Street East 
(Avenue N to 
Avenue O)

East side of street Install two-way shared-use path to 
connect to path along wash

$900,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 45.0

Install with physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies

170th Street East Average Corridor Score:  57.5

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue M

Southbound on 170th 
East Street, south of 
Avenue M

Install speed feedback sign $10,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue M8

West leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

North leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

East side of street at 
bus stop

Install sidewalk and curb ramp $10,000

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue N

South and west legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 40.0

South leg Install pedestrian signal $150,000 

North-south direction Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue N4

West leg Restripe as continental crosswalk and 
align with shared-use path

$2,500 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 40.0

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue N12

North and west legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 40.0

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue O

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA-compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

All Install wayfinding signage Varies

County 170th Street East / 
Town Center Plaza

Vacant Lot Turn vacant lot into pedestrian plaza Varies 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 75.0

County 170th Street East 
/ Park Valley 
Avenue

South and west legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

South leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

Northwest, 
southwest, and 
southeast corners

Install curb treatment with ADA-
compliant ramps

$24,000 
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Table D-2: Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Lake Los Angeles

Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in  

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

165th Street East Average Corridor Score:  45.0

County 165th Street East 
(Avenue N to 
Avenue O)

East side of street Install two-way shared-use path to 
connect to path along wash

$900,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 45.0

Install with physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies

170th Street East Average Corridor Score:  57.5

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue M

Southbound on 170th 
East Street, south of 
Avenue M

Install speed feedback sign $10,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue M8

West leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

North leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

East side of street at 
bus stop

Install sidewalk and curb ramp $10,000

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue N

South and west legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 40.0

South leg Install pedestrian signal $150,000 

North-south direction Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue N4

West leg Restripe as continental crosswalk and 
align with shared-use path

$2,500 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 40.0

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue N12

North and west legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 40.0

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue O

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA-compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

All Install wayfinding signage Varies

County 170th Street East / 
Town Center Plaza

Vacant Lot Turn vacant lot into pedestrian plaza Varies 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 75.0

County 170th Street East 
/ Park Valley 
Avenue

South and west legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

South leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

Northwest, 
southwest, and 
southeast corners

Install curb treatment with ADA-
compliant ramps

$24,000 
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in  

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County 170th Street East / 
Lake Los Angeles 
Avenue

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 45.0

All corners Install curb treatment with ADA-
compliant ramp

$24,000 

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

North-south direction Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000

County 170th Street East 
(Avenue M to 
Avenue P)

West side of street Convert existing bike easement 
to a Class I shared-use path and 
update markings / striping to include 
pedestrian access

Varies 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 80.0

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue P

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

Northeast and 
southwest corners

Install curb treatment with ADA-
compliant ramp

$24,000 

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

North-south direction Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000

County 170th Street 
East (Avenue 
P to Palmdale 
Boulevard)

Extend shared-use path to Palmdale 
Boulevard

$1,350,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

County 170th Street 
East / Palmdale 
Boulevard

Northbound on 170th 
Street East, north of 
Palmdale Boulevard

Install speed feedback sign $10,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County 170th Street 
East (Avenue 
M to Palmdale 
Boulevard)

West side of street Install  physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 80.0

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

180th Street East Average Corridor Score:  45.0

County 180th Street East / 
Glenfall Avenue

West leg Relocate stop bar behind pedestrian 
path

$500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County 180th Street East / 
Lake Los Angeles 
Avenue

West leg Relocate stop bar behind pedestrian 
path

$500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 45.0

County 180th Street East / 
Biglake Avenue

West leg Relocate stop bar behind pedestrian 
path

$500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 45.0

County 180th Street 
East (Avenue 
M to Palmdale 
Boulevard)

West and east sides 
of street

Install  physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 40.0

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Lake Los Angeles, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in  

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County 170th Street East / 
Lake Los Angeles 
Avenue

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 45.0

All corners Install curb treatment with ADA-
compliant ramp

$24,000 

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

North-south direction Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000

County 170th Street East 
(Avenue M to 
Avenue P)

West side of street Convert existing bike easement 
to a Class I shared-use path and 
update markings / striping to include 
pedestrian access

Varies 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 80.0

County 170th Street East / 
Avenue P

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

Northeast and 
southwest corners

Install curb treatment with ADA-
compliant ramp

$24,000 

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

North-south direction Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000

County 170th Street 
East (Avenue 
P to Palmdale 
Boulevard)

Extend shared-use path to Palmdale 
Boulevard

$1,350,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

County 170th Street 
East / Palmdale 
Boulevard

Northbound on 170th 
Street East, north of 
Palmdale Boulevard

Install speed feedback sign $10,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County 170th Street 
East (Avenue 
M to Palmdale 
Boulevard)

West side of street Install  physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 80.0

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

180th Street East Average Corridor Score:  45.0

County 180th Street East / 
Glenfall Avenue

West leg Relocate stop bar behind pedestrian 
path

$500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County 180th Street East / 
Lake Los Angeles 
Avenue

West leg Relocate stop bar behind pedestrian 
path

$500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 45.0

County 180th Street East / 
Biglake Avenue

West leg Relocate stop bar behind pedestrian 
path

$500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 45.0

County 180th Street 
East (Avenue 
M to Palmdale 
Boulevard)

West and east sides 
of street

Install  physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 40.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in  

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

Avenue N Average Corridor Score:  40.0

County Avenue N / 165th 
Street East

East and south legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 45.0

East leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

County Avenue N (155th 
Street East to 
180th Street East)

North side of street Install two-way shared-use path $2,250,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 35.0

Install  physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies

Avenue N8 Average Corridor Score:  43.8

County Avenue N8 / 165th 
Street East

East and north legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

County Avenue N8 / 170th 
Street East

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 40.0

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

North-south direction Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000

County Avenue N8 (165th 
Street East to 
180th Street East)

North side of the 
street

Install 2-way shared-use path $1,350,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 40.0

Install buffering treatment, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping, 
to prevent vehicle incursion

Varies

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

County Avenue N8 / 180th 
Street East

West leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 40.0

Avenue O Average Corridor Score:  53.2

County Avenue O / 145th 
Street East

Eastbound on Avenue 
O, east of 145th Street 
East

Install speed feedback sign $10,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 45.0

Install gateway signage indicating 
entrance to Lake Los Angeles 
community

$25,000 

County Avenue O / 162nd 
Street East

North and east legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

East leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County Avenue O (150th 
Street East to 
165th Street East)

North side of street Extend shared-use path $1,800,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 45.0

County Avenue O / 165th 
Street East

North and west legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

West leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County Avenue O / 165th 
Street East

Bridge Widen existing or construct new 
bridge over wash to accommodate 
extension of shared-use path west to 
145th Street East

Varies 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 45.0

County Avenue O / 172nd 
Street East

North and south legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Lake Los Angeles, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in  

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

Avenue N Average Corridor Score:  40.0

County Avenue N / 165th 
Street East

East and south legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 45.0

East leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

County Avenue N (155th 
Street East to 
180th Street East)

North side of street Install two-way shared-use path $2,250,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 35.0

Install  physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies

Avenue N8 Average Corridor Score:  43.8

County Avenue N8 / 165th 
Street East

East and north legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

County Avenue N8 / 170th 
Street East

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 40.0

North leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

North-south direction Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000

County Avenue N8 (165th 
Street East to 
180th Street East)

North side of the 
street

Install 2-way shared-use path $1,350,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 40.0

Install buffering treatment, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping, 
to prevent vehicle incursion

Varies

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

County Avenue N8 / 180th 
Street East

West leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 40.0

Avenue O Average Corridor Score:  53.2

County Avenue O / 145th 
Street East

Eastbound on Avenue 
O, east of 145th Street 
East

Install speed feedback sign $10,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 45.0

Install gateway signage indicating 
entrance to Lake Los Angeles 
community

$25,000 

County Avenue O / 162nd 
Street East

North and east legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

East leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County Avenue O (150th 
Street East to 
165th Street East)

North side of street Extend shared-use path $1,800,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 45.0

County Avenue O / 165th 
Street East

North and west legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

West leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County Avenue O / 165th 
Street East

Bridge Widen existing or construct new 
bridge over wash to accommodate 
extension of shared-use path west to 
145th Street East

Varies 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 45.0

County Avenue O / 172nd 
Street East

North and south legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in  

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Avenue O / 175th 
Street East

West leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

County Avenue O (150th 
Street East to 
180th Street East)

North side of street Install  physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

$350,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

County Avenue O (170th 
Street East to 
180th Street East)

North side of street Match striping on shared-use path to 
that west of 170th Street East

$2,500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Avenue O / 180th 
Street East

North leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 45.0

South leg Restripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500

East leg Install pedestrian signal $150,000 

Westbound on 
Avenue O, west of 
180th Street East

Install speed feedback sign $10,000 

All corners Install  physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

$75,000

East-west directions Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000

County E Avenue O / 185th 
Street E

Westbound on 
Avenue O, west of 
185th Street East

Install speed feedback sign $10,000 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 45.0

Install gateway signage indicating 
entrance to Lake Los Angeles 
community

$25,000 5.0 5.0 0.0

Avenue P Average Corridor Score:  55.0

County Avenue P (160th 
Street East to 
170th Street East)

North side of street Install two-way shared-use path $1,395,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 55.0

Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 

Avenue P8 Average Corridor Score:  48.8

County Avenue P8 (160th 
Street East to 
170th Street East)

North side of street Install two-way shared-use path $900,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 40.0

Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

County Avenue P8 / 163rd 
Street East

West and north legs Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

West leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Lake Los Angeles, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in  

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Avenue O / 175th 
Street East

West leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

County Avenue O (150th 
Street East to 
180th Street East)

North side of street Install  physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

$350,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

County Avenue O (170th 
Street East to 
180th Street East)

North side of street Match striping on shared-use path to 
that west of 170th Street East

$2,500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Avenue O / 180th 
Street East

North leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 45.0

South leg Restripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500

East leg Install pedestrian signal $150,000 

Westbound on 
Avenue O, west of 
180th Street East

Install speed feedback sign $10,000 

All corners Install  physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

$75,000

East-west directions Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000

County E Avenue O / 185th 
Street E

Westbound on 
Avenue O, west of 
185th Street East

Install speed feedback sign $10,000 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 45.0

Install gateway signage indicating 
entrance to Lake Los Angeles 
community

$25,000 5.0 5.0 0.0

Avenue P Average Corridor Score:  55.0

County Avenue P (160th 
Street East to 
170th Street East)

North side of street Install two-way shared-use path $1,395,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 55.0

Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 

Avenue P8 Average Corridor Score:  48.8

County Avenue P8 (160th 
Street East to 
170th Street East)

North side of street Install two-way shared-use path $900,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 40.0

Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

County Avenue P8 / 163rd 
Street East

West and north legs Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

West leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in  

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Avenue P8 / 165th 
Street East

West and south legs Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

West leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County Avenue P8 / 170th 
Street East

West leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

E Avenue Q Average Corridor Score:  42.5

County Avenue Q (150th 
Street East to 
163rd Street East)

North side of street Expand paved two-way shared-use 
path westward

$1,170,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 45.0

County Avenue Q / 163rd 
Street East

- Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 45.0

East leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system at existing crosswalk

$80,000 

County Avenue Q (165th 
Street East to 
170th Street East)

North side of street Expand paved two-way shared-use 
path eastward

$450,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 40.0

County Avenue Q (150th 
Street East to 
170th Street East)

North side of street Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

$50,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 45.0

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

Lake Los Angeles Avenue Average Corridor Score:  47.5

County Lake Los Angeles 
Avenue/180th 
Street East

West leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

Relocate stop bar behind path $500

County Lake Los Angeles 
Avenue (170th 
Street East to 
180th Street East)

South side of street Install two-way shared-use path $810,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 40.0

Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies

Sorensen Park Average Corridor Score:  48.3

County Avenue P / 
Sorensen Park 
entrances

Path, parking lot, and 
park entrances

Install signage to alert motorists of 
pedestrian crossing

$5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County New path (Lake 
Los Angeles 
Avenue to Avenue 
P)

All Install two-way shared-use path2 $270,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 45.0

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

County New path (Avenue 
O to Sorensen 
Park)

All Install two-way shared-use path2 $900,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 40.0

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Lake Los Angeles, continued

1All costs are based on 2018 estimates. Appropriate inflation and escalation increases may be applicable at time of implementation.
2Feasibility, design, and final path alignments, locations, materials, and connections would be determined by the Los Angeles County 
Department of Parks and Recreation through additional public/stakeholder outreach and engineering analysis when funding is available.
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in  

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Avenue P8 / 165th 
Street East

West and south legs Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

West leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County Avenue P8 / 170th 
Street East

West leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

E Avenue Q Average Corridor Score:  42.5

County Avenue Q (150th 
Street East to 
163rd Street East)

North side of street Expand paved two-way shared-use 
path westward

$1,170,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 45.0

County Avenue Q / 163rd 
Street East

- Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 45.0

East leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system at existing crosswalk

$80,000 

County Avenue Q (165th 
Street East to 
170th Street East)

North side of street Expand paved two-way shared-use 
path eastward

$450,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 40.0

County Avenue Q (150th 
Street East to 
170th Street East)

North side of street Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

$50,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 45.0

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

Lake Los Angeles Avenue Average Corridor Score:  47.5

County Lake Los Angeles 
Avenue/180th 
Street East

West leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

Relocate stop bar behind path $500

County Lake Los Angeles 
Avenue (170th 
Street East to 
180th Street East)

South side of street Install two-way shared-use path $810,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 40.0

Install physical buffering, such as 
western-style fencing or landscaping 
with guard rails, to prevent vehicle 
incursions

Varies

Sorensen Park Average Corridor Score:  48.3

County Avenue P / 
Sorensen Park 
entrances

Path, parking lot, and 
park entrances

Install signage to alert motorists of 
pedestrian crossing

$5,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County New path (Lake 
Los Angeles 
Avenue to Avenue 
P)

All Install two-way shared-use path2 $270,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 45.0

Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies

County New path (Avenue 
O to Sorensen 
Park)

All Install two-way shared-use path2 $900,000 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 40.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization Total 
Prioritization 

Score
Equity Public 

Health
Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

Broadway Average Corridor Score:  75.0

County Broadway between Santa 
Fe Avenue and Pacific 
Boulevard

Mid-block Stripe yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Install pedestrian-activated 
warning system

$80,000

County Broadway (Santa Fe 
Avenue to Seville Avenue)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $50,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

County Broadway (Santa Fe 
Avenue to Seville Avenue)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 75.0

Florence Avenue Average Corridor Score:  71.7

County Florence Avenue / Pacific 
Boulevard

Southwest corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

All legs Install accessible pedestrian push 
buttons

$12,000 

County Florence Avenue / Rita 
Avenue

South side of street 
(mid-block)

Install curb extension $40,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Florence Avenue (Pacific 
Boulevard to Seville 
Avenue)

South side of street Widen sidewalks and relocate 
obstructions

$56,250 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 70.0

Flower Street Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Flower Street (Seville 
Avenue to Mountain View 
Avenue)

- Install speed bumps $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Mountain View Avenue Average Corridor Score:  60.8

County 
/ City of 
Huntington 
Park

Mountain View Avenue / 
Florence Avenue

West, south, and east 
legs

Restripe as continental crosswalks $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Mountain View Avenue / 
Walnut Street

Northwest corner Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$8,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Mountain View Avenue / 
California Street

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Mountain View Avenue / 
Olive Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

North and west legs Stripe yellow continental 
crosswalks

$5,000 

- Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000

County Mountain View Avenue / 
Hill Street

West leg Relocate stop bar behind 
pedestrian path

$500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Table D-3: Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Walnut Park
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization Total 
Prioritization 

Score
Equity Public 

Health
Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

Broadway Average Corridor Score:  75.0

County Broadway between Santa 
Fe Avenue and Pacific 
Boulevard

Mid-block Stripe yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Install pedestrian-activated 
warning system

$80,000

County Broadway (Santa Fe 
Avenue to Seville Avenue)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $50,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

County Broadway (Santa Fe 
Avenue to Seville Avenue)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 75.0

Florence Avenue Average Corridor Score:  71.7

County Florence Avenue / Pacific 
Boulevard

Southwest corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

All legs Install accessible pedestrian push 
buttons

$12,000 

County Florence Avenue / Rita 
Avenue

South side of street 
(mid-block)

Install curb extension $40,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Florence Avenue (Pacific 
Boulevard to Seville 
Avenue)

South side of street Widen sidewalks and relocate 
obstructions

$56,250 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 70.0

Flower Street Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Flower Street (Seville 
Avenue to Mountain View 
Avenue)

- Install speed bumps $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Mountain View Avenue Average Corridor Score:  60.8

County 
/ City of 
Huntington 
Park

Mountain View Avenue / 
Florence Avenue

West, south, and east 
legs

Restripe as continental crosswalks $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Mountain View Avenue / 
Walnut Street

Northwest corner Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$8,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Mountain View Avenue / 
California Street

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Mountain View Avenue / 
Olive Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

North and west legs Stripe yellow continental 
crosswalks

$5,000 

- Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000

County Mountain View Avenue / 
Hill Street

West leg Relocate stop bar behind 
pedestrian path

$500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization Total 
Prioritization 

Score
Equity Public 

Health
Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Mountain View Avenue / 
Broadway

North and west legs Stripe yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

Pacific Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  80.6

County Pacific Boulevard / 
California Street

North leg Install pedestrian-activated 
warning system

$80,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 85.0

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extensions at 
crosswalk

$80,000 

County Pacific Boulevard / Live 
Oak Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 70.0

Northwest corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$10,000 

County Pacific Boulevard / Grand 
Avenue

Southeast corner Install bus bulb: extend entire area 
of bus zone as curb extension 
to create additional space for 
pedestrian travel, work with Metro 
to install bus shelters

$150,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 70.0

Make driveway ADA-compliant2 $10,000 

Northwest, 
southwest, and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $120,000 

County Pacific Boulevard / Olive 
Street

South leg Stripe yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

Install traffic signal with 
pedestrian signal head

$300,000 

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Pacific Boulevard / 
Broadway

All legs Restripe to yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 85.0

Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 

Modify signal timing to increase 
crossing interval

$3,500 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Pacific Boulevard / 
Cudahy Street

North leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 80.0

Install pedestrian-activated 
warning system

$80,000

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

North-south 
directions

Install advance yield marking $1,000 

County Pacific Boulevard 
(Florence Avenue to 
Cudahy Street)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $50,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 100.0

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Walnut Park, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization Total 
Prioritization 

Score
Equity Public 

Health
Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Mountain View Avenue / 
Broadway

North and west legs Stripe yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

Pacific Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  80.6

County Pacific Boulevard / 
California Street

North leg Install pedestrian-activated 
warning system

$80,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 85.0

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extensions at 
crosswalk

$80,000 

County Pacific Boulevard / Live 
Oak Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 70.0

Northwest corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$10,000 

County Pacific Boulevard / Grand 
Avenue

Southeast corner Install bus bulb: extend entire area 
of bus zone as curb extension 
to create additional space for 
pedestrian travel, work with Metro 
to install bus shelters

$150,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 70.0

Make driveway ADA-compliant2 $10,000 

Northwest, 
southwest, and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $120,000 

County Pacific Boulevard / Olive 
Street

South leg Stripe yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

Install traffic signal with 
pedestrian signal head

$300,000 

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Pacific Boulevard / 
Broadway

All legs Restripe to yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 85.0

Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 

Modify signal timing to increase 
crossing interval

$3,500 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Pacific Boulevard / 
Cudahy Street

North leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 80.0

Install pedestrian-activated 
warning system

$80,000

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

North-south 
directions

Install advance yield marking $1,000 

County Pacific Boulevard 
(Florence Avenue to 
Cudahy Street)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $50,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 100.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization Total 
Prioritization 

Score
Equity Public 

Health
Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Pacific Boulevard 
(Florence Avenue to 
Cudahy Street)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will 
vary for 

study, 
design, and 
implemen-

tation

5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 90.0

Santa Fe Avenue Average Corridor Score:  70.4

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
Florence Avenue

Southwest corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal at gas station2

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

All legs Modify signal timing to increase 
crossing interval

$3,500 

Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
California Street

South and east legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

South leg Install traffic signal with 
pedestrian signal head

$300,000 

Northeast and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / Hope 
Street

East, west, and north 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000

Northeast corner Reduce driveway width at Diaz 

Market2

$10,000 

All legs Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / Leota/
Olive Street

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 85.0

South leg Install traffic signal with 
pedestrian signal head

$300,000 

South leg Install median refuge island in 
existing crosswalk

$30,000 

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Walnut Park, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization Total 
Prioritization 

Score
Equity Public 

Health
Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Pacific Boulevard 
(Florence Avenue to 
Cudahy Street)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will 
vary for 

study, 
design, and 
implemen-

tation

5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 90.0

Santa Fe Avenue Average Corridor Score:  70.4

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
Florence Avenue

Southwest corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal at gas station2

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

All legs Modify signal timing to increase 
crossing interval

$3,500 

Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
California Street

South and east legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

South leg Install traffic signal with 
pedestrian signal head

$300,000 

Northeast and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / Hope 
Street

East, west, and north 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000

Northeast corner Reduce driveway width at Diaz 

Market2

$10,000 

All legs Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / Leota/
Olive Street

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 85.0

South leg Install traffic signal with 
pedestrian signal head

$300,000 

South leg Install median refuge island in 
existing crosswalk

$30,000 

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization Total 
Prioritization 

Score
Equity Public 

Health
Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
Broadway

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 65.0

Modify signal timing to increase 
crossing interval

$3,500 

Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 

Southeast corner Install ADA Detectable Warning 
surface at crossing island

$500 

Northeast and 
southwest corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

Northwest and 
southeast corners

Reconfigure intersection so 
right turn channels are closed at 
northwest and southeast corners 
to reduce pedestrian crossing 
distances and reduce corner curb 
radii

$200,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / Cudahy 
Street

South and east legs Stripe yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 60.0

South leg Install traffic signal with 
pedestrian signal head

$300,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / Palm 
Place

South and east legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 60.0

Southeast corner and 
southwest leg

Install curb extension $80,000 

South leg Install pedestrian signal $150,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / Sale 
Place

Southeast corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Santa Fe Avenue / Cass 
Place

Northwest and 
northeast corner

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 65.0

East leg Relocate stop bar behind 
pedestrian path

$500 

North leg (both sides 
of street)

Install pedestrian-activated 
warning system at existing 
crosswalk

$80,000 

Northeast corner Install curb extension $40,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / Poplar 
Place

South and east legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000

South leg Install traffic signal with 
pedestrian signal head

$300,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
Independence Avenue

East leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
Southern Pacific Railroad

West side of the 
street

Install sidewalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Walnut Park, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization Total 
Prioritization 

Score
Equity Public 

Health
Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
Broadway

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 65.0

Modify signal timing to increase 
crossing interval

$3,500 

Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 

Southeast corner Install ADA Detectable Warning 
surface at crossing island

$500 

Northeast and 
southwest corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

Northwest and 
southeast corners

Reconfigure intersection so 
right turn channels are closed at 
northwest and southeast corners 
to reduce pedestrian crossing 
distances and reduce corner curb 
radii

$200,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / Cudahy 
Street

South and east legs Stripe yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 60.0

South leg Install traffic signal with 
pedestrian signal head

$300,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / Palm 
Place

South and east legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 60.0

Southeast corner and 
southwest leg

Install curb extension $80,000 

South leg Install pedestrian signal $150,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / Sale 
Place

Southeast corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Santa Fe Avenue / Cass 
Place

Northwest and 
northeast corner

Install new ADA compliant curb 
ramp where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 65.0

East leg Relocate stop bar behind 
pedestrian path

$500 

North leg (both sides 
of street)

Install pedestrian-activated 
warning system at existing 
crosswalk

$80,000 

Northeast corner Install curb extension $40,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / Poplar 
Place

South and east legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000

South leg Install traffic signal with 
pedestrian signal head

$300,000 

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
Independence Avenue

East leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Santa Fe Avenue / 
Southern Pacific Railroad

West side of the 
street

Install sidewalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization Total 
Prioritization 

Score
Equity Public 

Health
Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Santa Fe Avenue 
(Florence Avenue to 
Southern Pacific Railroad)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $50,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 100.0

County Santa Fe Avenue 
(Florence Avenue to 
Southern Pacific Railroad)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will 
vary for 

study, 
design, and 
implemen-

tation

5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 85.0

Seville Avenue Average Corridor Score:  70.7

County Seville Avenue / Florence 
Avenue

All legs Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Seville Avenue / Live Oak 
Street

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Seville Avenue / Grand 
Avenue

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Seville Avenue / Olive 
Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

County Seville Avenue / Hill Street Median Install median refuge island $30,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

Southeast corner Install curb extension $40,000 

East leg Relocate stop bar before 
pedestrian path

$500 

County Seville Avenue / Broadway All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

Southeast corner Install curb extension $40,000 

All legs Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 

County Seville Avenue (Florence 
Avenue to Cudahy Street)

East side of street Plant street trees $25,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 90.0

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Walnut Park, continued

1All costs are based on 2018 estimates. Appropriate inflation and escalation increases may be applicable at time of implementation
2Driveway related projects are contingent upon the County developing a process to consolidate, reduce widths of, or close 
excessive driveways, where feasible and appropriate, in accordance with Los Angeles County Code Title 16, and considering prior 
planning approval. See Chapter 4, Driveways section for more detail.
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization Total 
Prioritization 

Score
Equity Public 

Health
Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 3.0

Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Santa Fe Avenue 
(Florence Avenue to 
Southern Pacific Railroad)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $50,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 100.0

County Santa Fe Avenue 
(Florence Avenue to 
Southern Pacific Railroad)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will 
vary for 

study, 
design, and 
implemen-

tation

5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 85.0

Seville Avenue Average Corridor Score:  70.7

County Seville Avenue / Florence 
Avenue

All legs Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Seville Avenue / Live Oak 
Street

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Seville Avenue / Grand 
Avenue

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Seville Avenue / Olive 
Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

County Seville Avenue / Hill Street Median Install median refuge island $30,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

Southeast corner Install curb extension $40,000 

East leg Relocate stop bar before 
pedestrian path

$500 

County Seville Avenue / Broadway All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

Southeast corner Install curb extension $40,000 

All legs Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000 

County Seville Avenue (Florence 
Avenue to Cudahy Street)

East side of street Plant street trees $25,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 90.0



156 Step by Step Los Angeles County

Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

98th Street Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County 98th Street (Halldale 
Avenue to Vermont Avenue)

Median Install shared-use path / community 
path along the median

$540,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 60.0

110th Street Average Corridor Score:  65.0

County 110th Street mid-block 
(between Denker Avenue 
and Normandie Avenue)

Mid-block Install raised/enhanced crossing $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Berendo Avenue Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Berendo Avenue / 120th 
Street

West leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

Northwest and 
southwest corners

Install curb extension $80,000

Budlong Avenue Average Corridor Score:  65.0

County Budlong Avenue / 88th 
Street

All Install traffic circle $300,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 60.0

County Budlong Avenue / 89th 
Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

County Budlong Avenue / 92nd 
Street

Northeast and 
northwest corners

Install curb extension $80,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Budlong Avenue / 94th 
Street

North, east, and west 
legs

Stripe continental crosswalk $7,500* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

South leg Restripe continental crosswalk $2,500*

County Budlong Avenue / 95th 
Street

North, east, and south 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

West leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 

County Budlong Avenue / 96th 
Street

North, east, and south 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

West leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 

County Budlong Avenue / 98th 
Street

East leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

North, south, and west 
legs

Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $7,500 

County Budlong Avenue / Century 
Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Northeast corner Remove right-turn slip lane $60,000* 

County Budlong Avenue / 102nd 
Street

West leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 55.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000* 

County Budlong Avenue / 104th 
Street

West and east legs Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$1,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Table D-4: Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Westmont/West Athens

*Project is partially or fully funded and will be implemented by Public Works
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

98th Street Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County 98th Street (Halldale 
Avenue to Vermont Avenue)

Median Install shared-use path / community 
path along the median

$540,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 60.0

110th Street Average Corridor Score:  65.0

County 110th Street mid-block 
(between Denker Avenue 
and Normandie Avenue)

Mid-block Install raised/enhanced crossing $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Berendo Avenue Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Berendo Avenue / 120th 
Street

West leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

Northwest and 
southwest corners

Install curb extension $80,000

Budlong Avenue Average Corridor Score:  65.0

County Budlong Avenue / 88th 
Street

All Install traffic circle $300,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 60.0

County Budlong Avenue / 89th 
Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

County Budlong Avenue / 92nd 
Street

Northeast and 
northwest corners

Install curb extension $80,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Budlong Avenue / 94th 
Street

North, east, and west 
legs

Stripe continental crosswalk $7,500* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

South leg Restripe continental crosswalk $2,500*

County Budlong Avenue / 95th 
Street

North, east, and south 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

West leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 

County Budlong Avenue / 96th 
Street

North, east, and south 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

West leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 

County Budlong Avenue / 98th 
Street

East leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

North, south, and west 
legs

Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $7,500 

County Budlong Avenue / Century 
Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Northeast corner Remove right-turn slip lane $60,000* 

County Budlong Avenue / 102nd 
Street

West leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 55.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000* 

County Budlong Avenue / 104th 
Street

West and east legs Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$1,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Budlong Avenue / 106th 
Street

East and west legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Budlong Avenue / 107th 
Street

North, south, and east 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

West leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 

County Budlong Avenue / 109th 
Place

East and west legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

County Budlong Avenue / 109th 
Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Budlong Avenue / 110th 
Street

All Install traffic circle $300,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

County Budlong Avenue / 112th 
Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

County Budlong Avenue / 119th 
Street

South leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Budlong Avenue / 120th 
Street

North, east, and south 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

County Budlong Avenue / 122nd 
Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 55.0

County Budlong Avenue / 124th 
Street

All Install traffic circle $300,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

County Budlong Avenue / 127th 
Street

All Install traffic circle $300,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

East and west legs Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$1,000* 

County Budlong Avenue / El 
Segundo Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 75.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Budlong Avenue (87th 
Street to El Segundo 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 85.0

Century Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  76.0

County / City 
of Inglewood

Century Boulevard / Van 
Ness Avenue

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

County Century Boulevard / Haas 
Avenue

Frontage road 
intersection (east of 
driveway)

Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Westmont/West Athens, continued

*Project is partially or fully funded and will be implemented by Public Works
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Budlong Avenue / 106th 
Street

East and west legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Budlong Avenue / 107th 
Street

North, south, and east 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

West leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 

County Budlong Avenue / 109th 
Place

East and west legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

County Budlong Avenue / 109th 
Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Budlong Avenue / 110th 
Street

All Install traffic circle $300,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

County Budlong Avenue / 112th 
Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

County Budlong Avenue / 119th 
Street

South leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Budlong Avenue / 120th 
Street

North, east, and south 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

County Budlong Avenue / 122nd 
Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 55.0

County Budlong Avenue / 124th 
Street

All Install traffic circle $300,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

County Budlong Avenue / 127th 
Street

All Install traffic circle $300,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

East and west legs Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$1,000* 

County Budlong Avenue / El 
Segundo Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 75.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Budlong Avenue (87th 
Street to El Segundo 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 85.0

Century Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  76.0

County / City 
of Inglewood

Century Boulevard / Van 
Ness Avenue

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

County Century Boulevard / Haas 
Avenue

Frontage road 
intersection (east of 
driveway)

Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Century Boulevard / Wilton 
Place

South leg, west leg of 
frontage road

Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

Southwest frontage 
road median

Extend median to reduce corner curb 
radii

$30,000 

County Century Boulevard / 
Gramercy Place

East leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Southeast corner, 
northeast mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Century Boulevard / Denker 
Avenue

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 70.0

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 

Chester Washington Fitness Path    Average Corridor Score:  75.0

County Chester Washington Golf 
Course (Van Ness Avenue, 
El Segundo Boulevard, 
Western Avenue, Southern 
Pacific Rail Corridor)

Around golf course Install a fitness path around the golf 
course, using pedestrian-friendly 
surface material like rubber or 
decomposed granite

Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 75.0

Denker Avenue    Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Denker Avenue / 103rd 
Street

North and south legs Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

County Denker Avenue / 105th 
Street

North and south legs Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

County Denker Avenue / 108th 
Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Denker Avenue / 109th 
Place

North and south legs Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

County Denker Avenue / 110th 
Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 70.0

All legs Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $10,000 

County` Denker Avenue / 111th 
Street

North and south legs Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

County Denker Avenue (Century 
Boulevard to Imperial 
Highway)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 75.0

Imperial Highway    Average Corridor Score:  73.8

County / City 
of Hawthorne

Imperial Highway / Van 
Ness Avenue

North, south, and east 
legs

Restripe as continental crosswalk $7,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

Northeast and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Imperial Highway / Haas 
Avenue

Frontage road 
intersection (west 
mid-block)

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$8,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Westmont/West Athens, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Century Boulevard / Wilton 
Place

South leg, west leg of 
frontage road

Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

Southwest frontage 
road median

Extend median to reduce corner curb 
radii

$30,000 

County Century Boulevard / 
Gramercy Place

East leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Southeast corner, 
northeast mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Century Boulevard / Denker 
Avenue

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 70.0

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 

Chester Washington Fitness Path    Average Corridor Score:  75.0

County Chester Washington Golf 
Course (Van Ness Avenue, 
El Segundo Boulevard, 
Western Avenue, Southern 
Pacific Rail Corridor)

Around golf course Install a fitness path around the golf 
course, using pedestrian-friendly 
surface material like rubber or 
decomposed granite

Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 75.0

Denker Avenue    Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Denker Avenue / 103rd 
Street

North and south legs Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

County Denker Avenue / 105th 
Street

North and south legs Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

County Denker Avenue / 108th 
Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Denker Avenue / 109th 
Place

North and south legs Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

County Denker Avenue / 110th 
Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 70.0

All legs Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $10,000 

County` Denker Avenue / 111th 
Street

North and south legs Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

County Denker Avenue (Century 
Boulevard to Imperial 
Highway)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 75.0

Imperial Highway    Average Corridor Score:  73.8

County / City 
of Hawthorne

Imperial Highway / Van 
Ness Avenue

North, south, and east 
legs

Restripe as continental crosswalk $7,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

Northeast and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Imperial Highway / Haas 
Avenue

Frontage road 
intersection (west 
mid-block)

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$8,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Imperial Highway / Denker 
Avenue

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

County Imperial Highway / 
Raymond Avenue

East leg Stripe new continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

County Imperial Highway / Budlong 
Avenue

East jog Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $12,500

Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000

East and west legs Install advance stop marking $2,000

East jog - all corners Install curb extension $160,000

County Imperial Highway / Berendo 
Avenue

West leg of east jog Stripe new continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 75.0

Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

County Imperial Highway (Vermont 
Avenue to Western Avenue)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $50,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 95.0

County Imperial Highway (Vermont 
Avenue to Western Avenue)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will vary 
for study, 

design, and 
implemen-

tation

5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 80.0

Normandie Avenue Average Corridor Score:  75.3

County Normandie Avenue / 87th 
Street

Northwest and 
southwest corners

Install ADA compliant curb ramp $16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Normandie Avenue / 90th 
Place

Southeast corner Install pocket park, per Parks Plan Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

County Normandie Avenue / 94th 
Street

Southwest corner Realign curb ramp to align with 
existing crosswalk

$8,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

Southwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 95th 
Street

Northwest mid-block Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$8,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 70.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 97th 
Street

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 75.0

North leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500* 

Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 
Century Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Westmont/West Athens, continued

*Project is partially or fully funded and will be implemented by Public Works
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Imperial Highway / Denker 
Avenue

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

County Imperial Highway / 
Raymond Avenue

East leg Stripe new continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

County Imperial Highway / Budlong 
Avenue

East jog Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $12,500

Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$12,000

East and west legs Install advance stop marking $2,000

East jog - all corners Install curb extension $160,000

County Imperial Highway / Berendo 
Avenue

West leg of east jog Stripe new continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 75.0

Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

County Imperial Highway (Vermont 
Avenue to Western Avenue)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $50,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 95.0

County Imperial Highway (Vermont 
Avenue to Western Avenue)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will vary 
for study, 

design, and 
implemen-

tation

5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 80.0

Normandie Avenue Average Corridor Score:  75.3

County Normandie Avenue / 87th 
Street

Northwest and 
southwest corners

Install ADA compliant curb ramp $16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Normandie Avenue / 90th 
Place

Southeast corner Install pocket park, per Parks Plan Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

County Normandie Avenue / 94th 
Street

Southwest corner Realign curb ramp to align with 
existing crosswalk

$8,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

Southwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 95th 
Street

Northwest mid-block Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$8,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 70.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 97th 
Street

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 75.0

North leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500* 

Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 
Century Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Normandie Avenue / 102nd 
Street

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

South leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500* 

South leg Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 105th 
Street

South leg of north jog Install new continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 95.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 107th 
Street

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

North leg of south jog Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500* 

Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

East leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500 

Northeast corner and 
southwest mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 108th 
Street

South and west legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

County Normandie Avenue / 110th 
Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

County Normandie Avenue / 112th 
Street

North and west legs Stripe new continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

North leg Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

Northwest and 
southwest corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 
Imperial Highway

All legs Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

County Normandie Avenue / 121st 
Street

East leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

County Normandie Avenue / 122nd 
Street

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

South leg Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500* 

South leg Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Westmont/West Athens, continued

*Project is partially or fully funded and will be implemented by Public Works
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Normandie Avenue / 102nd 
Street

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

South leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500* 

South leg Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 105th 
Street

South leg of north jog Install new continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 95.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 107th 
Street

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

North leg of south jog Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500* 

Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

East leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500 

Northeast corner and 
southwest mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 108th 
Street

South and west legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

County Normandie Avenue / 110th 
Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

County Normandie Avenue / 112th 
Street

North and west legs Stripe new continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

North leg Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

Northwest and 
southwest corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Normandie Avenue / 
Imperial Highway

All legs Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

County Normandie Avenue / 121st 
Street

East leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

County Normandie Avenue / 122nd 
Street

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

South leg Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500* 

South leg Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Normandie Avenue / 124th 
Street

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

North leg Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500*

North leg Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County / City 
of Gardena

Normandie Avenue / El 
Segundo Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

County Normandie Avenue (87th 
Street to El Segundo 
Avenue)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $50,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 95.0

County Normandie Avenue (87th 
Street to El Segundo 
Avenue)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will vary 
for study, 

design, and 
implemen-

tation

5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 85.0

Southern Pacific Rail Corridor Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Southern Pacific Rail 
Corridor (Van Ness Avenue 
to Vermont Avenue)

South side of rail Install shared-use path / community 
path

$1,350,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 60.0

Van Ness Avenue Average Corridor Score:  52.5

County / City 
of Inglewood

Van Ness Avenue / 108th 
Street

East leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County / City 
of Inglewood

Van Ness Avenue / Cullivan 
Street

Northeast and 
northwest corners

Install curb extension $80,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

East and west legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $5,000

Vermont Avenue    Average Corridor Score:  73.6

County Vermont Avenue / 89th 
Street

Southwest and 
northwest corners

Install curb extension $120,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 70.0

County Vermont Avenue / 90th 
Street

All legs Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

County Vermont Avenue / 92nd 
Street

Northeast corner, 
north and south 
mid-block

Install curb extension $120,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 75.0

County Vermont Avenue / 94th 
Street

All legs Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 85.0

County Vermont Avenue / Colden 
Avenue

Northeast and 
southeast corners, 
north and south 
mid-block

Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 70.0

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Westmont/West Athens, continued

*Project is partially or fully funded and will be implemented by Public Works
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Normandie Avenue / 124th 
Street

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

North leg Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500*

North leg Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County / City 
of Gardena

Normandie Avenue / El 
Segundo Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

County Normandie Avenue (87th 
Street to El Segundo 
Avenue)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $50,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 95.0

County Normandie Avenue (87th 
Street to El Segundo 
Avenue)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will vary 
for study, 

design, and 
implemen-

tation

5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 85.0

Southern Pacific Rail Corridor Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Southern Pacific Rail 
Corridor (Van Ness Avenue 
to Vermont Avenue)

South side of rail Install shared-use path / community 
path

$1,350,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 60.0

Van Ness Avenue Average Corridor Score:  52.5

County / City 
of Inglewood

Van Ness Avenue / 108th 
Street

East leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County / City 
of Inglewood

Van Ness Avenue / Cullivan 
Street

Northeast and 
northwest corners

Install curb extension $80,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

East and west legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $5,000

Vermont Avenue    Average Corridor Score:  73.6

County Vermont Avenue / 89th 
Street

Southwest and 
northwest corners

Install curb extension $120,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 70.0

County Vermont Avenue / 90th 
Street

All legs Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

County Vermont Avenue / 92nd 
Street

Northeast corner, 
north and south 
mid-block

Install curb extension $120,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 75.0

County Vermont Avenue / 94th 
Street

All legs Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 85.0

County Vermont Avenue / Colden 
Avenue

Northeast and 
southeast corners, 
north and south 
mid-block

Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 70.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Vermont Avenue / 98th 
Street

All legs Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

West and east legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $5,000 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Vermont Avenue / Century 
Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 80.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Vermont Avenue / 103rd 
Street

Northwest corner and 
northeast mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 75.0

All legs Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

West leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500 

County Vermont Avenue / 105th 
Street

Southwest corner and 
southeast mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

County Vermont Avenue / 108th 
Street

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

County Vermont Avenue / 110th 
Street

Southwest corner and 
southeast mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

All legs Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

County Vermont Avenue / 112th 
Street

All legs Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

Northeast mid-block, 
both sides of median

Install new ADA compliant curb ramps 
where nonexistent

$24,000 

Northwest corner and 
northeast mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 

Median Install paved path across median at 
existing crosswalk

$22,500 

County Vermont Avenue / Imperial 
Highway

Southwest Corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 80.0

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 

Northeast corner Reconfigure corner (at Southwest 
Boulevard) to minimize pedestrian 
crossing distances and improve line 
of sight

$200,000 

All legs Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$15,000 

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Westmont/West Athens, continued

*Project is partially or fully funded and will be implemented by Public Works
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Vermont Avenue / 98th 
Street

All legs Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

West and east legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $5,000 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Vermont Avenue / Century 
Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 80.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Vermont Avenue / 103rd 
Street

Northwest corner and 
northeast mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 75.0

All legs Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

West leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500 

County Vermont Avenue / 105th 
Street

Southwest corner and 
southeast mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

County Vermont Avenue / 108th 
Street

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

County Vermont Avenue / 110th 
Street

Southwest corner and 
southeast mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

All legs Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 

County Vermont Avenue / 112th 
Street

All legs Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal head

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

Northeast mid-block, 
both sides of median

Install new ADA compliant curb ramps 
where nonexistent

$24,000 

Northwest corner and 
northeast mid-block

Install curb extension $80,000 

Median Install paved path across median at 
existing crosswalk

$22,500 

County Vermont Avenue / Imperial 
Highway

Southwest Corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 80.0

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 

Northeast corner Reconfigure corner (at Southwest 
Boulevard) to minimize pedestrian 
crossing distances and improve line 
of sight

$200,000 

All legs Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$15,000 

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / I-105 
eastbound and westbound 
ramps

West, north, and east 
legs

Restripe as continental crosswalk $7,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

County Vermont/Athens Metro 
Green Line Station

Mid-block (Vermont 
Avenue)

Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 116th 
Place

West and east leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $5,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County/
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 120th 
Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 75.0

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 

Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$15,000

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

County Vermont Avenue / 124th 
Street

North leg Install advance yield marking $2,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Vermont Avenue / 125th 
Street

Southwest mid-block 
and southeast corner

Install curb extension $80,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles / City 
of Gardena

Vermont Avenue / El 
Segundo Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

County Vermont Avenue (87th 
Street to El Segundo 
Boulevard)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration per 
future Bus Rapid Transit plans

Cost will vary 
for study, 

design, and 
implemen-

tation

5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 85.0

Western Avenue Average Corridor Score:  77.9

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Western Avenue / 104th 
Street

Northwest, northeast, 
and southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramps 
where currently nonexistent

$24,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 

County Western Avenue / 106th 
Street

West leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

East leg Restripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500

North leg Install pedestrian signal $150,000 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Western Avenue / 107th 
Street

East leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Western Avenue / 108th 
Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 85.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Westmont/West Athens, continued

*Project is partially or fully funded and will be implemented by Public Works
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / I-105 
eastbound and westbound 
ramps

West, north, and east 
legs

Restripe as continental crosswalk $7,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

County Vermont/Athens Metro 
Green Line Station

Mid-block (Vermont 
Avenue)

Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 116th 
Place

West and east leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $5,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County/
City of Los 
Angeles

Vermont Avenue / 120th 
Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 75.0

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 

Install accessible pedestrian push 
button

$15,000

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

County Vermont Avenue / 124th 
Street

North leg Install advance yield marking $2,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Vermont Avenue / 125th 
Street

Southwest mid-block 
and southeast corner

Install curb extension $80,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles / City 
of Gardena

Vermont Avenue / El 
Segundo Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

County Vermont Avenue (87th 
Street to El Segundo 
Boulevard)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration per 
future Bus Rapid Transit plans

Cost will vary 
for study, 

design, and 
implemen-

tation

5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 85.0

Western Avenue Average Corridor Score:  77.9

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Western Avenue / 104th 
Street

Northwest, northeast, 
and southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramps 
where currently nonexistent

$24,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 

County Western Avenue / 106th 
Street

West leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

East leg Restripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500

North leg Install pedestrian signal $150,000 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Western Avenue / 107th 
Street

East leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Western Avenue / 108th 
Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 85.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Western Avenue / 110th 
Street

East and west legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 85.0

South leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Western Avenue / 111th 
Street

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 65.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Western Avenue / Imperial 
Highway

All legs Install high-visibility crossing and 
modify signal timing to include 
a Leading Pedestrian Interval or 
semi-exclusive/exclusive pedestrian 
movements as appropriate

$50,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 80.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

Northeast corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$10,000 

County Western Avenue / LA 
Southwest College (south 
of Imperial Highway)

North, west, and east 
legs

Stripe as yellow continental crosswalk $7,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

County Western Avenue / 120th 
Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 80.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles / City 
of Gardena

Western Avenue / El 
Segundo Boulevard

North leg Modify median to end before or at 
crosswalk line

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 75.0

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Western Avenue (104th 
Street to El Segundo 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 90.0

County Western Avenue (104th 
Street to El Segundo 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $100,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 90.0

Restripe outside lanes to include 
8-foot parking lane, 5-foot bicycle 
lane, and 10-foot vehicle travel lanes 
to slow vehicle traffic

$200,000 

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in Westmont/West Athens, continued

*Project is partially or fully funded and will be implemented by Public Works

1All costs are based on 2018 estimates. Appropriate inflation and escalation increases may be applicable at time of implementation
2Driveway related projects are contingent upon the County developing a process to consolidate, reduce widths of, or close 
excessive driveways, where feasible and appropriate, in accordance with Los Angeles County Code Title 16, and considering prior 
planning approval. See Chapter 4, Driveways section for more detail.
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Western Avenue / 110th 
Street

East and west legs Stripe continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 85.0

South leg Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Western Avenue / 111th 
Street

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 65.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles

Western Avenue / Imperial 
Highway

All legs Install high-visibility crossing and 
modify signal timing to include 
a Leading Pedestrian Interval or 
semi-exclusive/exclusive pedestrian 
movements as appropriate

$50,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 80.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

Northeast corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$10,000 

County Western Avenue / LA 
Southwest College (south 
of Imperial Highway)

North, west, and east 
legs

Stripe as yellow continental crosswalk $7,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

County Western Avenue / 120th 
Street

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 80.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County / 
City of Los 
Angeles / City 
of Gardena

Western Avenue / El 
Segundo Boulevard

North leg Modify median to end before or at 
crosswalk line

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 75.0

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 

Modify signal timing to include a 
Leading Pedestrian Interval

$3,500 

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Western Avenue (104th 
Street to El Segundo 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 90.0

County Western Avenue (104th 
Street to El Segundo 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Plant street trees $100,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 90.0

Restripe outside lanes to include 
8-foot parking lane, 5-foot bicycle 
lane, and 10-foot vehicle travel lanes 
to slow vehicle traffic

$200,000 
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

Aeolian Street Average Corridor Score:  63.9

County Aeolian Street / Vicki Drive Northwest and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Aeolian Street / Morrill 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Aeolian Street / Flallon 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Aeolian Street / Alburtis 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Aeolian Street / Decosta 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Aeolian Street / Sanger 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Aeolian Street / Boer Avenue All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Aeolian Street / Vanport 
Avenue

Northwest, northeast, 
and southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$24,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

County Aeolian Street (Millergrove 
Drive to Norwalk Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $475,200 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

Bexley Drive Average Corridor Score:  56.9

County Bexley Drive / Danby Avenue Northeast and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Bexley Drive / Milna Avenue Northwest and 
Northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Bexley Drive / Rockne 
Avenue

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Bexley Drive / Glengarry 
Avenue

Northwest and 
southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County Bexley Drive (Danby Avenue 
to Glengarry Avenue)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $580,800 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

County Bexley Drive / Thornlake 
Avenue

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Bexley Drive / Gretna Avenue Northwest and 
southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Bexley Drive (Broadway to 
Gretna Avenue)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $264,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

Broadway Average Corridor Score:   72.1

County Broadway / Keith Drive West leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Broadway / Reichling Lane West, south, and east 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Table D-5: Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in West Whittier-Los Nietos
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

Aeolian Street Average Corridor Score:  63.9

County Aeolian Street / Vicki Drive Northwest and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Aeolian Street / Morrill 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Aeolian Street / Flallon 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Aeolian Street / Alburtis 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Aeolian Street / Decosta 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Aeolian Street / Sanger 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Aeolian Street / Boer Avenue All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Aeolian Street / Vanport 
Avenue

Northwest, northeast, 
and southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$24,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

County Aeolian Street (Millergrove 
Drive to Norwalk Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $475,200 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

Bexley Drive Average Corridor Score:  56.9

County Bexley Drive / Danby Avenue Northeast and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Bexley Drive / Milna Avenue Northwest and 
Northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Bexley Drive / Rockne 
Avenue

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Bexley Drive / Glengarry 
Avenue

Northwest and 
southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County Bexley Drive (Danby Avenue 
to Glengarry Avenue)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $580,800 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

County Bexley Drive / Thornlake 
Avenue

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Bexley Drive / Gretna Avenue Northwest and 
southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Bexley Drive (Broadway to 
Gretna Avenue)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $264,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

Broadway Average Corridor Score:   72.1

County Broadway / Keith Drive West leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Broadway / Reichling Lane West, south, and east 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Broadway / Mines Boulevard All Legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Broadway / Saragosa Street North and south legs Install advance yield marking $2,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

South Leg Install curb extensions at crosswalk $80,000 

County Broadway / Washington 
Boulevard

Northwest corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$20,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

County Broadway, between 
Washington Boulevard and 
Norwalk Boulevard

West side of street, 
mid-block

Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 90.0

East side of street, 
mid-block

Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$10,000 

County Broadway (Washington 
Boulevard to Norwalk 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 80.0

Cully Avenue Average Corridor Score:  51.7

County Cully Avenue / Mines 
Boulevard

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Reduce corner curb radii $100,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 50.0

County Cully Avenue / Phelan 
Language Academy

Mid-block crossing Realign crosswalk to align with 
existing curb ramps

$2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Cully Avenue / Balfour Street East-west directions Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

North leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 

East leg Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500 

Dunlap Crossing Road Average Corridor Score:  50.0

County Dunlap Crossing Road (San 
Gabriel River Trail to Norwalk 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $316,800 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

Glengarry Avenue Average Corridor Score:  51.3

County Glengarry Avenue (Rincon 
Drive to Loch Lomond Drive)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $158,400 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 45.0

County Glengarry Avenue / Loch 
Lomond Drive

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County Glengarry Avenue / Aldrich 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Glengarry Avenue (Reichling 
Lane to Mines Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $211,200 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

Gretna Avenue Average Corridor Score:  59.5

County Gretna Avenue / Loch 
Lomond Drive

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in West Whittier-Los Nietos, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Broadway / Mines Boulevard All Legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Broadway / Saragosa Street North and south legs Install advance yield marking $2,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

South Leg Install curb extensions at crosswalk $80,000 

County Broadway / Washington 
Boulevard

Northwest corner Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$20,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

County Broadway, between 
Washington Boulevard and 
Norwalk Boulevard

West side of street, 
mid-block

Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 90.0

East side of street, 
mid-block

Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$10,000 

County Broadway (Washington 
Boulevard to Norwalk 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 80.0

Cully Avenue Average Corridor Score:  51.7

County Cully Avenue / Mines 
Boulevard

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Reduce corner curb radii $100,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 50.0

County Cully Avenue / Phelan 
Language Academy

Mid-block crossing Realign crosswalk to align with 
existing curb ramps

$2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Cully Avenue / Balfour Street East-west directions Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

North leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500 

East leg Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500 

Dunlap Crossing Road Average Corridor Score:  50.0

County Dunlap Crossing Road (San 
Gabriel River Trail to Norwalk 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $316,800 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

Glengarry Avenue Average Corridor Score:  51.3

County Glengarry Avenue (Rincon 
Drive to Loch Lomond Drive)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $158,400 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 45.0

County Glengarry Avenue / Loch 
Lomond Drive

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County Glengarry Avenue / Aldrich 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Glengarry Avenue (Reichling 
Lane to Mines Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $211,200 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

Gretna Avenue Average Corridor Score:  59.5

County Gretna Avenue / Loch 
Lomond Drive

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization
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in 
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County Gretna Avenue / Havenwood 
Drive

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Gretna Avenue / Bexley Drive Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Gretna Avenue / Rose Hedge 
Drive

Southeast and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Gretna Avenue / Bradhurst 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Gretna Avenue / Aldrich 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Gretna Avenue / Dicky Street Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Gretna Avenue / Clive 
Avenue (north)

Northeast and 
Southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Gretna Avenue / Clive 
Avenue (south)

Northeast and 
Southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Gretna Avenue / Westman 
Avenue

All legs Install a roundabout, traffic circle, or 
mini-roundabout if appropriate

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

Stripe continental crosswalk $7,500

County Gretna Avenue (Keith Drive to 
Washington Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $893,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

Hadley Street Average Corridor Score:  53.3

County Hadley Street / Glengarry 
Avenue

Northeast corner Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$8,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Hadley Street / Boer Avenue All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County Hadley Street / Duchess 
Drive

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Hadley Street / Loch Avon 
Drive

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Hadley Street / Alley west of 
Broadway

Northwest and 
Northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Hadley Street (Glengarry 
Avenue to Broadway)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $316,800 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

Loch Avon Drive Average Corridor Score:  61.4

County Loch Avon Drive (Redman 
Avenue to Norwalk 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $211,200 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

County Loch Avon Drive / McNees 
Avenue

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in West Whittier-Los Nietos, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Gretna Avenue / Havenwood 
Drive

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Gretna Avenue / Bexley Drive Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Gretna Avenue / Rose Hedge 
Drive

Southeast and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Gretna Avenue / Bradhurst 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Gretna Avenue / Aldrich 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Gretna Avenue / Dicky Street Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Gretna Avenue / Clive 
Avenue (north)

Northeast and 
Southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Gretna Avenue / Clive 
Avenue (south)

Northeast and 
Southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Gretna Avenue / Westman 
Avenue

All legs Install a roundabout, traffic circle, or 
mini-roundabout if appropriate

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

Stripe continental crosswalk $7,500

County Gretna Avenue (Keith Drive to 
Washington Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $893,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

Hadley Street Average Corridor Score:  53.3

County Hadley Street / Glengarry 
Avenue

Northeast corner Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$8,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Hadley Street / Boer Avenue All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County Hadley Street / Duchess 
Drive

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Hadley Street / Loch Avon 
Drive

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Hadley Street / Alley west of 
Broadway

Northwest and 
Northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Hadley Street (Glengarry 
Avenue to Broadway)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $316,800 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

Loch Avon Drive Average Corridor Score:  61.4

County Loch Avon Drive (Redman 
Avenue to Norwalk 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $211,200 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 65.0

County Loch Avon Drive / McNees 
Avenue

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Loch Avon Drive / Rockne 
Avenue

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

County Loch Avon Drive / Morrill 
Avenue

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Loch Avon Drive / 
Glencannon Drive

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County Loch Avon Drive (Norwalk 
Boulevard to Glengarry 
Avenue)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $264,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

County Loch Avon Drive / Glengarry 
Avenue

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

Millergrove Drive Average Corridor Score:  65.0

County Millergrove Drive / Benavon 
Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

West and south legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000

County Millergrove Drive (Benavon 
Street to Rivera Road)

Both sides of street Fill in gaps in sidewalk network $105,600 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 70.0

County Millergrove Drive / Wheelock 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Mines Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Mines Boulevard / Glengarry 
Avenue

North and south legs Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $5,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

All legs Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal heads

$300,000*

County Mines Boulevard / Cedarcliff 
Avenue

All Corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 65.0

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000

County Mines Boulevard / Gretna 
Avenue

All corners Install curb extension $160,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

- Install mini roundabout $300,000*

County Mines Boulevard / Lambert 
Road / Sorensen Avenue

North and west legs Restripe to continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Northeast corner and 
northwest mid-block

Install curb extensions with plastic 
delineators

$80,000*

County Mines Boulevard (Norwalk 
Boulevard to Washington 
Boulevard)

- Study for cycle track Cost will 
vary for 

study, 
design, and 
implemen-

tation

5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 75.0

Norwalk Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  69.6

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Holbrook Street

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

North leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
at new crosswalk

$8,000 

Table D-4: Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in West Whittier-Los Nietos, continued

*Project is partially or fully funded and will be implemented by Public Works
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Loch Avon Drive / Rockne 
Avenue

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

County Loch Avon Drive / Morrill 
Avenue

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Loch Avon Drive / 
Glencannon Drive

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County Loch Avon Drive (Norwalk 
Boulevard to Glengarry 
Avenue)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $264,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

County Loch Avon Drive / Glengarry 
Avenue

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

Millergrove Drive Average Corridor Score:  65.0

County Millergrove Drive / Benavon 
Street

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

West and south legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000

County Millergrove Drive (Benavon 
Street to Rivera Road)

Both sides of street Fill in gaps in sidewalk network $105,600 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 70.0

County Millergrove Drive / Wheelock 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Mines Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Mines Boulevard / Glengarry 
Avenue

North and south legs Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $5,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

All legs Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal heads

$300,000*

County Mines Boulevard / Cedarcliff 
Avenue

All Corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 65.0

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000

County Mines Boulevard / Gretna 
Avenue

All corners Install curb extension $160,000* 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

- Install mini roundabout $300,000*

County Mines Boulevard / Lambert 
Road / Sorensen Avenue

North and west legs Restripe to continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Northeast corner and 
northwest mid-block

Install curb extensions with plastic 
delineators

$80,000*

County Mines Boulevard (Norwalk 
Boulevard to Washington 
Boulevard)

- Study for cycle track Cost will 
vary for 

study, 
design, and 
implemen-

tation

5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 75.0

Norwalk Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  69.6

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Holbrook Street

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

North leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
at new crosswalk

$8,000 
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Norwalk Boulevard / Loch 
Lomond

North and east legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 65.0

Northwest mid-block, 
northeast and southeast 
corners

Install curb extensions at crosswalk $120,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / Bexley 
Drive

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000

North and south legs Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$160,000

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Reichling Lane

West, south, and east 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

West mid-block of south 
jog, southeast corner

Install curb extensions at crosswalk $80,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / Mines 
Boulevard

All legs Restripe to continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / Balfour 
Avenue

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Northeast and 
southeast corners

Install curb extensions at crosswalk $80,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Saragosa Street

West and south legs Restripe to continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Broadway

All Legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $12,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

East leg Stripe continental crosswalk to cross 
frontage road

$2,500 

East side of intersection Study intersection for reconfiguration $200,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / Aeolian 
Street

South and east legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

North and west legs, 
north leg of frontage 
road

Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $7,500

Southwest, northeast, 
and southeast corners

Install curb extension $120,000

County Norwalk Boulevard / Slauson 
Avenue

All legs Restripe to continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

County Norwalk Boulevard (Whittier 
Boulevard to Slauson 
Avenue)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will 
vary for 

study, 
design, and 
implemen-

tation

5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 80.0

County Norwalk Boulevard / Rivera 
Road

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

South leg Study for traffic signal $300,000 

Northwest and 
southeast corners

Reduce corner curb radii $100,000 

Table D-4: Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in West Whittier-Los Nietos, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Norwalk Boulevard / Loch 
Lomond

North and east legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 65.0

Northwest mid-block, 
northeast and southeast 
corners

Install curb extensions at crosswalk $120,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / Bexley 
Drive

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000

North and south legs Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$160,000

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Reichling Lane

West, south, and east 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

West mid-block of south 
jog, southeast corner

Install curb extensions at crosswalk $80,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / Mines 
Boulevard

All legs Restripe to continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / Balfour 
Avenue

North-south direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

Northeast and 
southeast corners

Install curb extensions at crosswalk $80,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Saragosa Street

West and south legs Restripe to continental crosswalk $5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Norwalk Boulevard / 
Broadway

All Legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $12,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

East leg Stripe continental crosswalk to cross 
frontage road

$2,500 

East side of intersection Study intersection for reconfiguration $200,000 

County Norwalk Boulevard / Aeolian 
Street

South and east legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

North and west legs, 
north leg of frontage 
road

Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $7,500

Southwest, northeast, 
and southeast corners

Install curb extension $120,000

County Norwalk Boulevard / Slauson 
Avenue

All legs Restripe to continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

County Norwalk Boulevard (Whittier 
Boulevard to Slauson 
Avenue)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will 
vary for 

study, 
design, and 
implemen-

tation

5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 80.0

County Norwalk Boulevard / Rivera 
Road

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 70.0

South leg Study for traffic signal $300,000 

Northwest and 
southeast corners

Reduce corner curb radii $100,000 
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Prioritization Prioritization
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3.0
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in 
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County Norwalk Boulevard / Walnut 
Street

All legs Restripe to continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 65.0

Northwest and 
Southwest corners, east 
side of street at north 
leg, west side of street 
at south leg

Install curb extensions at existing 
crosswalks

$160,000 

Pioneer Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  69.3

County Pioneer Boulevard / 
Saragosa Street

South leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 65.0

North leg (605 ramp) Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Reduce corner curb radii $100,000 

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Pioneer Boulevard / 605 
ramp (north of Washington 
Boulevard)

West leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

Southwest corner Reduce corner curb radii $50,000 

County Pioneer Boulevard / 605 
ramp (south of Washington 
Boulevard)

West leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 65.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

Northwest corner Reduce corner curb radii $50,000 

County Pioneer Boulevard / Waddell 
Street

West and north legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

All corners Install curb extension $120,000

County Pioneer Boulevard / 605 
ramp (north of Slauson 
Avenue)

West leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 80.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

Southwest corner Reduce corner curb radii $50,000 

County Pioneer Boulevard / Slauson 
Avenue

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

County Pioneer Boulevard / Rivera 
Road

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 70.0

North and south legs Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$160,000 

Reichling Lane Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Reichling Lane / Glengarry 
Avenue

Southeast corner Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$8,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Reichling Lane / Boer Avenue Northeast corner Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$8,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Reichling Lane (Glengarry 
Avenue to Vanport Avenue)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $105,600 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

Table D-4: Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in West Whittier-Los Nietos, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Norwalk Boulevard / Walnut 
Street

All legs Restripe to continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 65.0

Northwest and 
Southwest corners, east 
side of street at north 
leg, west side of street 
at south leg

Install curb extensions at existing 
crosswalks

$160,000 

Pioneer Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  69.3

County Pioneer Boulevard / 
Saragosa Street

South leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 65.0

North leg (605 ramp) Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Reduce corner curb radii $100,000 

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install curb extension $80,000 

County Pioneer Boulevard / 605 
ramp (north of Washington 
Boulevard)

West leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

Southwest corner Reduce corner curb radii $50,000 

County Pioneer Boulevard / 605 
ramp (south of Washington 
Boulevard)

West leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 65.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

Northwest corner Reduce corner curb radii $50,000 

County Pioneer Boulevard / Waddell 
Street

West and north legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

All corners Install curb extension $120,000

County Pioneer Boulevard / 605 
ramp (north of Slauson 
Avenue)

West leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 80.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

Southwest corner Reduce corner curb radii $50,000 

County Pioneer Boulevard / Slauson 
Avenue

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

County Pioneer Boulevard / Rivera 
Road

All legs Stripe continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 70.0

North and south legs Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$160,000 

Reichling Lane Average Corridor Score:  60.0

County Reichling Lane / Glengarry 
Avenue

Southeast corner Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$8,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Reichling Lane / Boer Avenue Northeast corner Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$8,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Reichling Lane (Glengarry 
Avenue to Vanport Avenue)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $105,600 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

Rivera Road Average Corridor Score:   50.0

County Rivera Road / Decosta 
Avenue

East-west directions Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

Saragosa Street Average Corridor Score:  48.3

County Saragosa Street / Duchess 
Drive

Northwest, northeast, 
and southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$24,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County Saragosa Street / Vanport 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County Saragosa Street (Duchess 
Drive to Broadway)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $105,600 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 45.0

Slauson Avenue Average Corridor Score:  70.0

County Slauson Avenue / 605 ramp 
(west of Pioneer Boulevard)

North leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

County Slauson Avenue / Millergrove 
Drive

All corners Install ADA compliant curb ramps $32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 75.0

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000

West and east legs Install median refuge islands to 
reduce crossing distance

$60,000

County Slauson Avenue / Morill 
Avenue 

North side of street Remove fencing blocking pedestrian 
path

$500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Slauson Avenue / Alburtis 
Avenue

North side of street Remove fencing blocking pedestrian 
path

$500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

West, south, and east 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500

West and east legs Install median refuge islands to 
reduce crossing distance

$60,000

County Slauson Avenue / Decosta 
Avenue

North side of street Remove fencing blocking pedestrian 
path

$500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Slauson Avenue / Duchess 
Drive

East leg Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal heads

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 60.0

Install median refuge island $30,000

North, south, and east 
legs

Stripe continental crosswalk $7,500

County Slauson Avenue / Sanger 
Avenue

North side of street Remove fencing blocking pedestrian 
path

$500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Slauson Avenue (San Gabriel 
River Trail to Norwalk 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 75.0

County Slauson Avenue (Pioneer 
Boulevard to Norwalk 
Boulevard)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will 
vary for 

study, 
design, and 
implemen-

tation

5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 70.0

Table D-4: Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in West Whittier-Los Nietos, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

Rivera Road Average Corridor Score:   50.0

County Rivera Road / Decosta 
Avenue

East-west directions Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

Saragosa Street Average Corridor Score:  48.3

County Saragosa Street / Duchess 
Drive

Northwest, northeast, 
and southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$24,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County Saragosa Street / Vanport 
Avenue

All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 50.0

County Saragosa Street (Duchess 
Drive to Broadway)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $105,600 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 45.0

Slauson Avenue Average Corridor Score:  70.0

County Slauson Avenue / 605 ramp 
(west of Pioneer Boulevard)

North leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000 

County Slauson Avenue / Millergrove 
Drive

All corners Install ADA compliant curb ramps $32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 75.0

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000

West and east legs Install median refuge islands to 
reduce crossing distance

$60,000

County Slauson Avenue / Morill 
Avenue 

North side of street Remove fencing blocking pedestrian 
path

$500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Slauson Avenue / Alburtis 
Avenue

North side of street Remove fencing blocking pedestrian 
path

$500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

West, south, and east 
legs

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$7,500

West and east legs Install median refuge islands to 
reduce crossing distance

$60,000

County Slauson Avenue / Decosta 
Avenue

North side of street Remove fencing blocking pedestrian 
path

$500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Slauson Avenue / Duchess 
Drive

East leg Install traffic signal with pedestrian 
signal heads

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 60.0

Install median refuge island $30,000

North, south, and east 
legs

Stripe continental crosswalk $7,500

County Slauson Avenue / Sanger 
Avenue

North side of street Remove fencing blocking pedestrian 
path

$500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County Slauson Avenue (San Gabriel 
River Trail to Norwalk 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 75.0

County Slauson Avenue (Pioneer 
Boulevard to Norwalk 
Boulevard)

- Study for roadway reconfiguration Cost will 
vary for 

study, 
design, and 
implemen-

tation

5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 70.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

Sorensen Avenue Average Corridor Score:  54.0

County Sorensen Avenue / 
Havenwood Drive

Southwest corner Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$8,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Sorensen Avenue / Townley 
Drive

Northeast and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Sorensen Avenue / Rose 
Hedge Drive

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

North leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County Sorensen Avenue 
(Havenwood Drive to Rose 
Hedge Drive)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $211,200 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

County Sorensen Avenue / Lambert 
Road

East side of intersection Close right turn channel onto 
Sorensen Avenue

$50,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Vicki Drive Average Corridor Score:  55.0

County Vicki Drive / Godoy Street Northeast and 
southeast corners, 
northwest mid-block

Install curb extension $120,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

North leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500

East leg Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500

County Vicki Drive / Abbotsford Road All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Vicki Drive / Aeolian Street East-west directions Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

West and south legs Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $5,000 

County Vicki Drive (Waddell Street to 
Slauson Avenue)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $264,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

Waddell Street Average Corridor Score:  68.8

County Waddell Street / Sanger 
Avenue

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Waddell Street / Rexall 
Avenue

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Waddell Street / Boer Avenue Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Waddell Street (Decosta 
Avenue to Norwalk 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $158,400 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 65.0

Table D-4: Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in West Whittier-Los Nietos, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

Sorensen Avenue Average Corridor Score:  54.0

County Sorensen Avenue / 
Havenwood Drive

Southwest corner Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$8,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Sorensen Avenue / Townley 
Drive

Northeast and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Sorensen Avenue / Rose 
Hedge Drive

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

North leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500

Install pedestrian-activated warning 
system

$80,000

County Sorensen Avenue 
(Havenwood Drive to Rose 
Hedge Drive)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $211,200 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

County Sorensen Avenue / Lambert 
Road

East side of intersection Close right turn channel onto 
Sorensen Avenue

$50,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Vicki Drive Average Corridor Score:  55.0

County Vicki Drive / Godoy Street Northeast and 
southeast corners, 
northwest mid-block

Install curb extension $120,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 60.0

North leg Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $2,500

East leg Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$2,500

County Vicki Drive / Abbotsford Road All corners Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$32,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Vicki Drive / Aeolian Street East-west directions Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

West and south legs Stripe yellow continental crosswalk $5,000 

County Vicki Drive (Waddell Street to 
Slauson Avenue)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $264,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 50.0

Waddell Street Average Corridor Score:  68.8

County Waddell Street / Sanger 
Avenue

Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Waddell Street / Rexall 
Avenue

Northwest and 
northeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Waddell Street / Boer Avenue Southwest and 
southeast corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County Waddell Street (Decosta 
Avenue to Norwalk 
Boulevard)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $158,400 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 65.0
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Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

Walnut Street Average Corridor Score:  40.0

County Walnut Street / Orange Street - Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 40.0

Washington Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  74.5

County Washington Boulevard / 
Pioneer Boulevard

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

West and east legs Install median refuge island $60,000 

County Washington Boulevard / 
Danby Avenue

South leg Consider eliminating turn channel 
to reduce corner curb radius from 
Washington Boulevard to Pioneer High 
School

$50,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

County Washington Boulevard / 
Millergrove Drive

West leg and frontage 
road

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

South and east legs, 
east leg of frontage 
road

Stripe continental crosswalk $7,500

County Washington Boulevard / Vicki 
Drive

South leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

County Washington Boulevard / 
Norwalk Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

West and east legs Install median refuge island $60,000 

County Washington Boulevard / 
Broadway

West leg Modify median curb to end behind 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

All Legs Restripe to continental crosswalk $10,000 

Northwest and 
southwest corners

Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$10,000 

County Washington Boulevard / 
Sorensen Avenue

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 55.0

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 

County Washington Boulevard 
(San Gabriel River Trail to 
Sorensen Avenue)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 80.0

County Washington Boulevard / 
Appledale Avenue

Northeast corner Stripe continental crosswalk to mark 
path from frontage road sidewalk

$2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Washington Boulevard / 
Crowndale Avenue

Northeast corner Stripe continental crosswalk to mark 
path from frontage road sidewalk

$2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Median ramp Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$8,000 

Westman Avenue Average Corridor Score:  57.0

County Westman Avenue / Lochinvar 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

Table D-4: Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in West Whittier-Los Nietos, continued
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

Walnut Street Average Corridor Score:  40.0

County Walnut Street / Orange Street - Install a roundabout, traffic circle, 
or mini-roundabout if appropriate; 
alternatively, install an all-way stop

$300,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 40.0

Washington Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  74.5

County Washington Boulevard / 
Pioneer Boulevard

All legs Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

West and east legs Install median refuge island $60,000 

County Washington Boulevard / 
Danby Avenue

South leg Consider eliminating turn channel 
to reduce corner curb radius from 
Washington Boulevard to Pioneer High 
School

$50,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

County Washington Boulevard / 
Millergrove Drive

West leg and frontage 
road

Restripe as yellow continental 
crosswalk

$5,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

South and east legs, 
east leg of frontage 
road

Stripe continental crosswalk $7,500

County Washington Boulevard / Vicki 
Drive

South leg Stripe continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

County Washington Boulevard / 
Norwalk Boulevard

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 85.0

West and east legs Install median refuge island $60,000 

County Washington Boulevard / 
Broadway

West leg Modify median curb to end behind 
crosswalk

$10,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 80.0

All Legs Restripe to continental crosswalk $10,000 

Northwest and 
southwest corners

Evaluate driveway relocation or 

removal2
$10,000 

County Washington Boulevard / 
Sorensen Avenue

All corners Install curb extension $160,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 55.0

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $10,000 

County Washington Boulevard 
(San Gabriel River Trail to 
Sorensen Avenue)

Both sides of street Install pedestrian-scale lighting Varies 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 20.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 80.0

County Washington Boulevard / 
Appledale Avenue

Northeast corner Stripe continental crosswalk to mark 
path from frontage road sidewalk

$2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Washington Boulevard / 
Crowndale Avenue

Northeast corner Stripe continental crosswalk to mark 
path from frontage road sidewalk

$2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

Median ramp Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$8,000 

Westman Avenue Average Corridor Score:  57.0

County Westman Avenue / Lochinvar 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Westman Avenue / Nan 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Westman Avenue / Waddell 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Westman Avenue / Wakeman 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Westman Avenue 
(Washington Boulevard to 
Aeolian Street)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $264,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

Whittier Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  69.4

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard/ I-605 
Northbound Ramp

East-west direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

North leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard/ I-605 
Southbound Ramp

East-west direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

South leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / 
Lockhead Avenue

East leg Restripe crosswalk to align with curb 
ramp on southeast corner

$2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / Norwalk 
Boulevard

East leg Restripe as continental crosswalk to 
align with curb ramps

$2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / 
Glengarry Avenue

South leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / 
Broadway

East leg Restripe crosswalk to align with curb 
ramp on southeast corner

$2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / Western 
Avenue

South leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / Hadley 
Street

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $12,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

South leg Shorten median curb to end behind 
crosswalk

$10,000 

Table D-4: Proposed pedestrian improvements and cost estimates in West Whittier-Los Nietos, continued

1All costs are based on 2018 estimates. Appropriate inflation and escalation increases may be applicable at time of implementation
2Driveway related projects are contingent upon the County developing a process to consolidate, reduce widths of, or close 
excessive driveways, where feasible and appropriate, in accordance with Los Angeles County Code Title 16, and considering prior 
planning approval. See Chapter 4, Driveways section for more detail.
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Jurisdiction Location Corner/Leg Project Description Estimated 
Cost1

Prioritization Prioritization

Total 
Prioritization 

Score

Equity Public 
Health

Safety Roadway Demand Community Outreach Implementation

Median 
Income

CalEnviro-
Screen 

3.0
Acres of 
parkland Collisions Fatality Transit School

Park or 
Library

Commercial 
Activity

Community 
Identified

Identified 
in 

Previous 
Plan Cost Ease

County Westman Avenue / Nan 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Westman Avenue / Waddell 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 55.0

County Westman Avenue / Wakeman 
Street

Northwest and 
Southwest corners

Install new ADA compliant curb ramp 
where nonexistent

$16,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County Westman Avenue 
(Washington Boulevard to 
Aeolian Street)

Both sides of street Install sidewalks $264,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 55.0

Whittier Boulevard Average Corridor Score:  69.4

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard/ I-605 
Northbound Ramp

East-west direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

North leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard/ I-605 
Southbound Ramp

East-west direction Install advance yield marking $1,000 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

South leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / 
Lockhead Avenue

East leg Restripe crosswalk to align with curb 
ramp on southeast corner

$2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / Norwalk 
Boulevard

East leg Restripe as continental crosswalk to 
align with curb ramps

$2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / 
Glengarry Avenue

South leg Restripe as continental crosswalk $2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 60.0

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / 
Broadway

East leg Restripe crosswalk to align with curb 
ramp on southeast corner

$2,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 75.0

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / Western 
Avenue

South leg Relocate stop bar before beginning 
curb return

$500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 65.0

County/
Caltrans

Whittier Boulevard / Hadley 
Street

All legs Restripe as continental crosswalk $12,500 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 10.0 5.0 70.0

South leg Shorten median curb to end behind 
crosswalk

$10,000 
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The following table provides a potential frame-

work for prioritizing planning areas for future 

Community Pedestrian Plans as resources 

Category Rationale Description
Maximum 

Possible Points

Equity

The community is a Focus Community 
(Disadvantaged Community). 
Disadvantaged communities are often 
disproportionately represented in severe 
and fatal injuries from traffic crashes. This 
criterion uses median household income 
and CalEnviroScreen data to prioritize 
disadvantaged areas.

Project is located in an area with a
median income less than 80% of
the statewide median (<$49,191)

15

Project is located in an area that
is among the most disadvantaged
25% in the state, according to
CalEnviroScreen 3.0

15

Disadvantaged communities often have 
less access to parks and open space. 
This criterion uses park deficiency to 
prioritize disadvantaged areas.

Community has less than the 
County's General Plan goal of four 
acres of local parkland per 1,000 
residents

10

Public Health

Improving health is a core goal of the 
plan.  Research has shown that there is a 
link between better health and moderate-
intensity aerobic activity, like brisk 
walking. Improvements to the pedestrian 
built environment can make walking more 
comfortable, convenient, and safe.  This 
criterion uses Health Disadvantaged 
Index data to prioritize areas with poor 
health.

Project is located in an area that is in 
the top 10%, according to the Health 
Disadvantage Index (10 points)

30
Project is located in an area that is in 
the top 25%, according to the Health 
Disadvantage Index (5 points)

Safety

The National Highway Transportation 
Safety Administration computes 
pedestrian fatalities per 100,000 
residents by state in an annual Traffic 
Safety Facts report. This criterion uses 
the standard federal population-adjusted 
rate to prioritize areas with relatively 
high rates of pedestrian-involved fatal 
collisions.

Community has a higher average 
annual rate of pedestrian fatalities 
per 100,000 residents compared to 
the annual average rate for all of the 
unincorporated areas combined. (The 
average annual rate of pedestrian 
fatalities per 100,000 residents for 
the unincorporated areas combined 
is 2.0, using 2014 TIMS & Census 
data)

30

Maximum Total Points 100

Table D-2: Future Pedestrian Plan Communities Prioritization Framework

become available. Additional factors may be 

incorporated or considered in addition to those 

described below.

PRIORITIZING FUTURE PEDESTRIAN PLAN 
COMMUNITIES
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COST ESTIMATES

This appendix contains information about cost estimates associated with recommended pedestrian 

infrastructure projects in Lake Los Angeles, Walnut Park, Westmont/West Athens, and West Whittier-Los 

Nietos.

Table E-1: Proposed Pedestrian Facilities Unit Cost Assumptions

Treatment Unit Unit Price

Accessible Pedestrian Push Buttons Each $1,500 

Advance Yield Markings Each $1,000 

Buffering Treatment Linear Mile Varies

Bus Bulb Each $150,000 

Continental Crosswalks Each $2,500 

Curb Extensions Each $40,000 

Curb Ramp (ADA Compliant) Each $8,000 

Driveway Relocation or Removal Each $10,000 

Gateway Signage Each $25,000

Median Refuge Island Each $30,000 

Mini Roundabout / Traffic Circle Each $500,000 

Modify Signal Timing (including scramble crosswalks) Per Intersection Varies

Pedestrian-Activated Warning System Each $80,000 

Pedestrian Crossing Signage / Markings Each $5,000

Pedestrian Plaza - Varies

Pedestrian-Scale Lighting - Varies

Pedestrian Signal Each $150,000 

Pocket Park Each Varies

Reconfigure Intersection Each $200,000 

Relocate Stop Bar Each $500 

Sidewalks Square Feet $25 

Shared-Use Path Linear Mile $900,000

Speed Bumps Each $2,500 

Speed Feedback Sign Each $10,000

Street Trees Linear Mile $53,000 

Study for Roadway Reconfiguration - Varies

Traffic Signal Each $300,000

Wayfinding Signage - Varies

COST ASSUMPTIONS
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Table E-2: Total Cost Estimates

Cost Category Cost

Lake Los Angeles Capital Cost $16,706,500*

Walnut Park Capital Cost $4,101,250 *

Westmont/West Athens Capital Cost $15,652,500*

West Whittier-Los Nietos Capital Cost $12,708,000*

Total Capital Cost Across All Communities $37,731,050*

Contingency (20% of Total Capital Cost) $7,546,210

Total P.E. (30% of Total Capital Cost) $11,319,315

Total Construction Engineering (50% of Total Capital Cost) $18,865,525

Total Cost (Total Capital + Contingency + P.E. + Construction Engineering) $75,462,100

*Cost does not include treatments for which unit prices are listed as "Varies," such as pedestrian-scale lighting and studies for 
roadway reconfiguration. Costs for these treatments can vary widely depending on design and implementation.

TOTAL COST ESTIMATES
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III. General Plan Elements

Mobility Element

The Mobility Element provides an overview of the transportation infrastructure and strategies for
developing an efficient and multimodal transportation network. The Highway Plani a+~d the
Bicycle Master Plan, and the Pedestrian Plan are sub-components of the Mobility Element.

12



SCAG's Compass Blueprint Growth Vision

The Land Use Element goals and policies are consistent with the SCAG's Compass Blueprint Growth Vision, which
contains a set of land use strategies that SCAG encourages local governments to implement:

• Focusing growth in existing and emerging centers and along major transportation corridors.

• Creating significant areas of mixed-use development and walkable, "people-scaled" communities.

• Providing new housing opportunities that respond to the region's changing demographics.

• Targeting growth in housing, employment, and commercial development within walking distance of existing
and planned transit stations.

• Injecting new life into under-used areas by creating vibrant new business districts, redeveloping old
buildings, and building new businesses and housing on vacant lots.

• Preserving existing, stable, single family neighbofioods.

• Protecting important open space, environmentally sensitive areas and agricultural lands from development.
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Community Pedestrian Plans

The County is committed to improving the environment to allow for increased alternative
transportation uses. The 6e~e~al--Rla~--+~elt+de~-~~eg~ar~---~e—p~epa~e—Pedestrian Plan outlines
actions, policies, procedures and programs that the County will consider to enhance walkability
across unincorporated communities. It also includes community pedestrian plans for ~~e ps ecific
unincorporated areas that wfl~e~—standa~ds—#s~ propose pedestrian facilities and actions and
programs related to sidewalks, street crossings, sidewalk continuity, street connectivity, and
topography. The community pedestrian plans will emphasize the connectivity of pedestrian paths to
and from public transportation, major employment centers, shopping centers, and government
buildings.

For more information on community pedestrian plans, please refer to Program M-2, Community
Pedestrian Plans in Chapter 16: General Plan Implementation Programs and visit
www.publichealth.lacountv.gov/place/stepbystep/lacounty.htm.
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