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The large amounts of land within the LACDA system are an important resource to an area such as

~ the Los Angeles basin that has a great need for recreation facilities and open space convenient to its
urban population centers. This study highlights opportunities for providing for these needs through
the use of flood control fand.

Because the Corps of Engineers acts in cooperation with local agencies to plan and develop recre- ,
ational facilities, it has been the intent of this study to present information about opportunities

for recreational use in such a way that local planners and citizens will be encouraged to consider i
such projects for their own communities. The study will hopefully serve as a catalog of ideas and l
opportunities that will stimulate imaginative projects.

- Regional recreation planning is often hampered by the difficulty of coordinating the efforts of the
many agencies and jurisdictions involved. The Corps of Engineers has an excellent opportunity to
provide leadership in developing improved methods of coordination among the area’s recreational
planners. This opportunity derives from the Corp's existing relationships with many regional and
local agencies, and from the recreation potential of the LACDA system. It is hoped that the infor-
mation provided in this study will be useful in encouraging such improved regional coordination.
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CHAPTER 1
SUMMARY

The large amount of land within the Los Angeles
County Drainage Area flood control system constitutes
a significant portion of the remaining open space in the
Los Angeles urban region. There is excellent potential
for using parts of this land for recreational facilities,
such as regional trails, linear parks, wildlife sanctuaries,
ard facilities for water-related recreation. The purpose
of this study is to investigate the potential of the

LACDA system for such recreational development. The

study includes the flood channel system, spreading
grounds, and debris basins. The major flood controt
basins and reservoirs are not included, since master
plans are done for these areas on an individual basis.

There exist at present in the Los Angeles region only
the beginnings of a regional network of trails for
bicyclists and equestrians. Rapid urbanization, the
construction ot freeways and flood channels, and grow-
ing volumes of traffic on city streets have made rec-
reational travel through the region increasingly difficuit
in recent years, especially for equestrians. Redevelop-
ment of a regional trail system through the use of flood
channel corridors and other available rights-of-way
would encourage the use of bicycles for both recreation
and commuting and would be a major stimulus to
equestrian activity in the area.

The existing LARIO and San Gabriel trails, together
with trails along the Los Angeles River and San Jose
Creek channels, could form the backbone of a regional
trail network linking the major areas of the basin and
many of the basin’s major recreational facilities. Sec-
ondary trails along the Tujunga Wash, Arroyo Seco,
Arroyo Calabasas, Thompson Creek, and the Dayton
Creek/Chatsworth Creek/Bell Creek channels would
fink the backbone trails to other major recreational
areas and trails in the basin and would extend access to
the system to a much larger portion of the area’s
population.

Other conncctors that would significantly increase
bicycle access to the system could be developed along
a nuinber of other channels, particularly Coyote Creek
and Laguna Dominguez. Other channels with good
potential for regional eguestrian traiis include the

Burbank Western/La Tuna Canyon/Hansen Heights
system, Brown Creek, Aliso Creek, and Sawpit Wash.

Since the flood control system is the focus of this
study, the regional trail system described here is based
almost entirely on the use of flood channel corridors.
It would be possible to develop a reasonably effective
regional trail system using primarily the channel cor-
ridors and existing trails. Many parts of this system
would be quite expensive, however, and it is likely
that on-street routes or other alternative corridors
would be preferable in some cases. !n order to obtain
the most comprehensive and cost-effective regionat
trail network that is possible for the area, information
about on-street routes and other potential corridors
should be considered along with the potential channe!
routes described here. Improved methods should be
developed for coordinating the regional trail planning
efforts of the agencies and citizens' groups now involved
in this planning.

Further study is needed in a number of important areas
to provide reliable information for the selection of
routes and the design of trail facilities:

s User studies of the LARIO San Gabriel trails should
be done to provide more accurate information on
service areas, distances traveled, and types of users
(e.g., recreational versus commuter}. information
is also needed about problems experienced during
use of the trails, such as poor signing, glass or debris
on trails, and safety problems at tunnels or ramps.

= Studies are needed to improve equestrian ramps and
crossings of the river bottom such as those at Griffith
Park. A study should be done to develop a trail sur
face suitable for equestrian use on extended lengths
of trail along the floors of channels. A concrete sur-
face might be designed. that would trap silt so that
the impact of horses’ hooves would be lessened.

= A method of bridging low-fiow channels must be
devised if trails are to be located on channel floors
for significant distances.
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There is also potential for the development of a wide
variety of non-trail recreational projects on flood con-
trol system land. Land within flood channel rights-of-
way could be developed as linear parks to provide much
needed open spaces for urban neighborhoods. These
linear parks might have hiking and jogging paths, exer-
cise courses, and small picnic areas, as well as landscap-
ing, murals, and other aesthetic improvements. Portions
of the Los Angeles River channel between the Tujunga
Wash and Sepulveda Basin offer excellent potential for
such development.

The attractive artificial streambed which replaced the
previously existing culverted channel in Burbank'’s
Buena Vista Park is one of the best examples of pos-
sible park uses for flood channels. It may also be
possible to remove short sections of channel in some
parks to allow natural riparian areas to develop. There
is potential for both of these kinds of development
along the Arroyo Seco channel, portions of which have
some of the most attractive settings within the flood
control system.

Many parks lie adjacent to flood control channels that
could serve as lead-in strips to extend the park into
adjacent neighborhoods and, in some cases, to improve
access to the park. There may be some potential for
motorized access to parks through these lead-in strips,
using jitneys or trams; however, this possibility appears
to be quite limited.

Inflatable rubber dams might be used in a number of
parks to provide ponds for activities such as wading,
swimming, or boating. Spreading grounds or ponds in
debris basins could be used for hiking.

The large amounts of open space within the flood con-
trol system have excellent potential for conservation
uses. Wildlife sanctuaries could be created in spreading
grounds and debris basins, along with nature study
facilities. Land within the flood channel rights-of-way
could be landscaped with plants that provide food and
shelter for urban wildlife.

Many other recreational activities, such as skating and
court games, have potential for application within the
LACDA system. Given the extent and diversity of
facilities within the system, there is much room for
creative thought in applying the ideas investigated here
to additional locations, or in developing new concepts
for recreational use of the system.
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CHAPTER 2
INTRODUCTION

The Los Angeles County Drainage Area (LACDA)
includes all of Los Angeles County south of the water-
shed divide of the San Gabriel Mountains. The area
contains an extensive network of flood control chan-
nels, which carry runoff from the urban region and the
surrounding mountains to the ocean or to spreading
grounds and percolation basins. These channels fo!-
low the approximate courses of the area’s natural
streambeds but are straightened and lined with con-
crete or rock.

The primary function of the system is to prevent
flooding. The Los Angeles urban area could not exist
in its present form without such flood protection,
since many regions of heavy urban activity lie in areas
that were previously subject to damaging floods. The
Los Angeles River, in particular, has shifted its course
several times during periods of heavy fiooding and
would have the potential for great destruction were

it not channelized.

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers began work on the
Los Angeles River flood channel in 1938, Since that
time, most of the rivers and streams in the basin have
been channelized by the Corps and the Los Angeles
County Flood Control District, and an extensive net-
work of reservoirs, flood basins, debris basins, spreading
grounds, channels, and storm drains has been construc:
ted to control flooding and conserve water for beneficial
uses. Figure 1 indicates the major flood control facilities
in the LACDA system. Underground channels and storm
drains are not shown in the figure,

The system has eliminated the danger of flooding in
most parts of the region and has made much previ-
ously unusable land available for development. it has
had negative effects as well, however. Attractive
streamside areas have been replaced with concrete
channels; much riparian vegetation and animal habitat
has been lost; and barriers have been created by the
channels that isolate and divide communities.

As the availability of land in the basin has decreased in
recent years, interest has grown in possible secondary
uses of the large amounts of land contained within the

23

fiood control system. Much of this land serves little
useful purpose during normal periods of low water
flow, and a number of compatible secondary uses
have been demonstrated or suggested.

For the purpose of maintenance access, flood chan-
nels usually have strips of land from 10 to 30 feet
or more in width along each side. The linear nature
of the channel system gives much of this land
potential for trail use or for use as neighborhood
green space/open space corridors. Other suggested
uses involve water-related recreation, wildlife con-
servation, or aesthetic improvements. Such pro-
ductive secondary uses can make flood control
facilities useful resources to their neighborhood com-
munities and can often mitigate to some extent the
negative effects of the system.

Flood channels may be either trapezoidal in section
with sloping sides, or rectangular with vertical sides.
Rectangular channels are usually all concrete. Trape-
zoidal channels may have concrete or stone sides, and
paved or unpaved bottoms. The larger channels often
have low-flow ditches, which carry the small amounts
of water usually present. This leaves most of the chan-
nel floor dry on a normal basis and concentrates wear
in a small area of the channel. Fencing along the chan-
nels varies, but rectangular channels are usually fenced
at both the channel edge and the right-of-way boundary,
while trapezoidal channels are generally fenced only
along the right-of- way.

EXISTING MULTIPLE-USE PROJECTS IN THE
LOS ANGELES AREA

Regional Parks in Flood Control Basins

Several of the basin’s major recreational parks are
located in flood control basins. These include the
Whittier Narrows, Hansen Dam, Bonelli Park, Santa Fe
Dam, and Sepulveda Basin Recreational Areas. Recre-
ational areas have also been proposed for the
Chatsworth and Devil's Gate Reservoirs. The large




amounts of 1and available in these basins have been
used for a wide variety of recreational and conservation
facilities.

Bicycle and Equestrian Trails (Ref 2-1, -2, -3)

The LARIO trail system includes both hizycle and
equestrian trails along the lower Los Angeles River
tiood channel and the Rio Hondo channel. There are
also bicycle and equestrian trails along most of the
length of the San Gabrie! River. These are major
regional trails that traverse the width of the Los
Angeles basin from the San Gabriel foothills to the
coastal area. They provide improved access to recre-
ational facilities in these areas and at the Whittier Nar-
rows. They include rest and staging areas and ramps
or tuanels for crossing major ohstructions ta the chan-
nel rights-of-way, such as streets and railroads.

Bicycle trails also exist along portions of the Tujunga
Wash, Thompson Creek, and Brown Creek channels,
along a short length of the Burbank Western channel,
and in the Sepulveda Basin. A major regional bicycle
trail is under construction along the Ballona Creek
channel.

There are existing equestrian trails along portions of the
Marshall Creek, Walnut Creek, Brown Creek, Winery
Canyon, Flint Canyon, and Gould Canyon channels,
and ajong the Los Angeles River channel in the area of
Griffith Park.

Buena Vista Park (Ref 2-4, -5)

The flood channel that passes through Burbank's Buena
Vista Park was formerly a typical concreted culvert,
which was replaced with an artificial streambed that
carries the creek’s normal flows. The artificial stream
has a winding, rocky bed similar in appearance to a
natural streambed. There are grass benches along either
side of the stream. These grassy areas are about three
feet Jower than the elevation of the park and carry
higher water flows when they occur. Thcy are bounded
by artificial rock ledges, which act as walls of the new
channel during flood periods.

The artificial streambed is a vast improvement
aesthetically over the old concrete culvert and is a
major attraction of Buena Vista Park. The project won
an American Society of Landscape Architects design
award for park and recreational planning.

2.4

Nature Centers and Wildlife Sanctuaries

Wildlife sanctuaries and nature study facilities cur-
rently exist on flood controf land in the Whittier
Narrows (Ref 2-6), Santa Fe Dam, and Eaton Dam
flood basins. A wildlife sanctuary is also planned for
the Rio Hondo spreading grounds (Ref 2-1). Besides
protected wildlife habitat, the existing sanctuaries
include such facilities as interpretive centers, nature
trails, and observation blinds. Wildlife and vegetation
studies have been done of portions of the Los Angeles
River Channel and of several debris basins and spreading
grounds by biologists of the Los Angeles County
Department of Parks and Recreation.

Tujunga Wash Greenbelt Area (Ref 2-7)

Besides the existing one-mile segment of bicycle trail
already mentioned, which lies adjacent to Los Angeles
Velley Junior College, a 13-acre greenbelt, a hiking
traif, and a farge murai have also been constructed in
the same area. The trails serve the junior college and
an adjacent high school. The development includes

a rest area for bicyclists and an attractive timber
bridge that spans the channel.

Walnut Creek Regional Park

An unchanneled portion of Walnut Creek near
Puddingstone Reservoir has been developed as a
natural park. The park contains an equestrian

trail, parking facilities, and rest rooms but has other-
wise been left in a relatively natural riparian condition,
The topography of the area provides natural protection
from flood damage, and channelization therefore has
been unnecessary in this area. This portion of Walnut
Creek is one of the few unchannelized streams
remaining in the basin below the foothill areas.

Flint Canyon Linear Park

A portion of Flint Canyon Creek in La Canada near
Devil’s Gate Reservoir has been similarly retained in a
natural riparian state. An equestrian trail is located
along the creek corridor. Farther to the west the eques-
trian trail continues through a linear park built within
the channel right-of-way over a covered portion of the
Flint Canyon channel. The park is attractively land
scaped and is an excellent example of the potential for
use of channel corridors.




Bicycle path along thé Tujunga Wash Channel at Los Angeles Valley
Junior College.

ol
!,‘.
ca e e o
R Ty AN
. e




? - , e
# ’ '.' v ’ e
1+ Buena Vista Park in Burbank.
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The LACDA vytem includes farge amounts of open space with natural
vegetation thai provides halitat areas for wildlife. Top photo: Little
Dalton Debnis Basin Bottum photo. Los Angeles River Channel

Mural v 1t v Wash Chano 1 gt L os Angeles Valley Jumor College.




Walnut Creek and Peck Reservoir Fishing Ponds

Fishing ponds exist at the Wainut Creek spreading grounds
(the Walnut Creek ’Fishing Hole'’} and at the Peck Res-

ervoir Conservation Park. There are also fishing ponds
at the Whittier Narrows Recreation Area.

CONSTRAINTS TO SECONDARY USES OF THE
FLOOD CONTROL SYSTEM

While there is considerable opportunity for recreational
use of land within the flood control system, this oppor-

tunity is limited by a number of practical constraints.

Regulatory Constraints

The major constraint to secondary uses of the flood con-

trol system is the requirement that such uses not inter-
fere with the flood control function of the system. No
structural changes can be made in any flood system

facility that significantly would alter its ability to hold

or carry water. Any obstructions such as dams or fences

placed in a channel for recreational use must be remov-

able (or deflatable, in the case of dams). Structural modi-

fications such as ramps under street obstructions and
bridges over low-flow channels must be engineered to
satisfy hydraulic as well as recreational parameters.
Both the Corps of Engineers and the Los Angeles
County Flood Control District review all plans for sec-
ondary uses hefore permits are granted.

Other Corps and Flood District regulations are primarily

concerned with safety. For example, fences must be
provided along the sides of channels where there is a
danger of injury from falls, and trails along channel
corridors must be closed during rain.

Other requlatory constraints may be applied by any of
the local jurisdictions or agencies involved in the plan-

ning, maintenance, and operation of recreational facili-
ties on flood control land.

Physical Constraints

Major physical constraints limit the use of many flood
channel corridors. Channels are crossed trequently by
bridges that carry streets, freeways, and railroads. In

some cases, these bridges are built above grade with suf-

ficient vertical and horizontal clearance underneath for
paths, Usually, however, the bridges obstruct access
along the corridor, and trail users must cross the

obstruction at grade or cross under it through
tunnels or on ramps.

Trapezoidai channels are better suited to most
recreational uses than rectangular channels. Ramps
usually can be cut into walls of trapezoidal channels
so that trails along a channel side can continue under
an obstructing bridge. Undercrossings along vertical
channels must be through tunnels, which are more
expensive and sometimes difficult to construct
because of underlying utility lines.

It is usually not desirable to locate trails within the
channels themselves. The recreational experience

is decreased by restricted visibility from the channel
floor, and the aesthetic environment is generally poor.
However, in cases where it is necessary to use the
channel floor, it is much preferable that the channel
be trapezoidal in section rather than rectangular.
Safety concerns are increased if the floor of a rect-
angular channel must be used, because escape from a
rectangular channel might be difficult in the event of
an unexpected release of water. Any use of channel
floors requires safety procedures to ensure that the
trails are closed before water is released into the
channels,

Inlets where other channels enter obstruct access
along the side of a channel, and these must be
bridged across to provide a continuous path. Pipes
and pedestrian bridges cross channels in many places,
but these usually do not interrupt access. Other sec
ondary uses of the channel right-of-way - such as
industrial structures, parking lots, and rail yards —
also physically obstruct passage along the right-of-
way in many places.

In places where the channel right-of-way is partially
obstructed, suitability for trail use was judged on the
basis of minimum recreational trail standards. The
CALTRANS standards for bikeways {(Ref 2 8)
specify a minimum width of eight teet for a two way
bike path and five feet for a one way path. Minimum
vertical clearance is eight feet. The Equestrian Trails,
Inc. manual on equestrian trail design (Ref 2-9}
specifies a desirable two-way width of at least twelve
feet, and a minimum of five feet, with a minimum
vertical clearance of ten feet.




Typical obstacles to potential trails along flood channels. Top photo:
Tujunga Wash inlet (on the right) obstructs the access road along the
north side of the Los Angeles River Channel. Bottom photo: industrial
structures within the right-of-way of the Los Angeles River Channel
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Railyards lie along both sides ot the Los Angeles River near downtows
Los Angeles. Bridge abutments are the most frequent obstructions to
access along flood channels. Power lines frequently share right of -way
space with flood channiels, and the suppurts sometimes obstruct aceess.
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Ownership

Some of the land within flood channel corridors is
owned by the Corps of Engineers or by the County
Flood Control District. Much, however, is only leased
for flood control purposes, and these leases usually do
not include rights for secondary uses such as recreation.
Determination of ownership of the many parcels along
the channel right-of-way can be a lengthy and expensive
process. After ownership is determined, owners must
be located. This is sometimes difficult or impossible,
and rights to use of the land must be purchased or
acquired through condemnation. The time and cost
required to obtain the necessary right-of-way agree-
ments is a major detriment to secondary uses of land
within the flood channel corridors.

Jurisdictional Coordination

Most flood controi channels pass through the boundaries

of a number of incorporated cities and through unincor-
porated parts of the county. Each of these local juris-
dictions has several agencies that may be involved in
recreation planning, such as departments of parks and
recreation, roads, engineering, transportation, and dis-
trict planning. The Southern California Association of
Governments, CALTRANS, the State Department of
Parks and Recreation, the National Park Service, and
other regional, state, and federal agencies may be
involved in certain cases. Both the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers and the Los Angeles County Flood Control
District have jurisdictional authority over most flood
channels.

To complete a regional recreational trail along a flood
channe! corridor, jurisdictionai agreements must be
reached on the design, funding, and maintenance of
the trail facilities. This can be a lengthy process in

the case of a single trail and could be a major problem
in the development of an effective regional network of

trails. There may be disagreement on methods, priorities,

and in some cases or. the most desirable secondary
uses for the available land. For example, there is a
potential for conflict over the development of recrea-
tional trails along portions of the Los Angeles River
channel that have been recommended for use as mass
transit corridors.

The roles of various agencies involved in recreation
planning in the Los Angeles region are discussed
further in Chapter 6.

Safety

The need for fencing along rectangular channels to
prevent falls has already been mentioned, as has the
need for safety procedures to prevent the release of
water from dams while people are on the floors of
channels, should future trails make use of segments
of channel floor.

There are also concerns about the safety of trail users
from assult or robbery, particularly in and near tun-
nels or underpasses. Incidents of this type have
occurred on trails within the channel system and could
be expected to increase if new trails are added, partic-
ularly along rectangular channels where tunnels would
be required. Regular police patrols and effective pro-
cedures for locating and designing tunnels are neces-
sary to minimize this problem.

Safety hazards also arise from the unauthorized use
of trails by motorcyclists. While this can be a prob-
lem for slower-moving bicyclists, it is especially
dangerous on equestrian trails, where frightened
horses can throw riders. Problems of this nature
have been most frequent on trails along the Los
Angeles River in the Griffith Park Area.

Conflicts with Channel Neighbors

Some owners of homes adjacent to flood channels
object to the development of trails along the chan-
nels. They fear a loss of privacy, vandalism, or use
of the channel corridor by thieves to gain access to
their property. Complaints of this type have been
most frequent in places where trails lie on top of
levees higher in elevation than the adjacent yards.
High walls and/or heavy vegetative screening are
usually required in these cases. The problem is
usually not significant in places where adjacent yards
are several feet higher in elevation than the trail sur-
face, as is more often the case.

Funding

Funds available for recr2ation and transportation
projects (bicycle paths are often partially financed
through transportation funds) are quite limited,
particularly since Proposition 13 cutbacks. Sufficient
funds are never available for all the high-priority
recreation and transportation needs of the region, and
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there is always competition among projects for the
money available. This is a basic constraint to the devel-
opment of recreational facilities within the flood con-
trol system and is closely related to each of the con-
straints listed above. In particular, the high cost of

the maintenance of recreational facilities has become

a significant problem.

The Corps of Engineers’ Code 710 Program is a major
source of potential funds for recreation projects. The
availability of this money could have a significant
influence on the development of a network of
regional trails in the area. This and ather sources of
funding are discussed in Chapter 6.

THE LACDA SYSTEM RECREATION STUDY:
AIMS AND METHODS

The purpose of this study is to conduct an analysis of
the recreation potential of land within the LACDA
system. Because of the linear nature of the channel
system, emphasis is placed on determining the poten-
tial for recreational trail development within channel
corridors, and on establishing a method for assigning
priorities for development among those channels having
such potential. The conclusions of this portion of the
analysis are contained in Chapter 4.

Chapter 5 contains a discussion of potential projects
other than recreational trails that appear to be feasible
for implementation within the LACDA system, and pos-
sible locations within the system for such projects.

Land Included in the Study

Flood control basins and reservoirs are not considered

in this analysis, since master plans are prepared for each
of these areas on an individual basis. All other parts of
the LACDA system, including flood channels, spreading
grounds, and debris basins, are considered in the study

as potential locations for recreational activities. Ballona
Creek, the San Gabriel River, the Rio Hondo River, and
the Los Angeles River south of the Rio Hondo confluence
are not included because these channels have already been
studied for the design of existing trails or traifs now under
construction. The study includes about 230 miles of
flood channel.

As indicated in Figure 1, most flood channels in the Los
Angeles srez are owned by the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers. These channels are leased to the Los Angeles
County Flood Control District. Some channels, however,
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were constructed and are owned by the Flood Control
District. These channels are not currently part of the
LACDA system; therefore, they are not eligible at

present for Corps of Engineers Code 710 Program funds.

Nonetheless, these channels are included in the study.
Some of the District channels are now being studied
by the Corps for flood control deficiencies and may
be incorporated into the LACDA system. The Arroyo
Seco, Los Cerritos, and the upper portion of Laguna
Dominguez are included in this category.

Methodology

The study was divided into three major phases: data
gathering, a visual survey of the flood channel system,
and analysis.

Data gathering activities consisted primarily of a lit-
erature search and meetings with agencies and local
citizens' groups. Information was collected on:
existing and proposed secondary uses of flood con-
tro! lands, physical characteristics of the flood con-
trol system, recreational facilities in the Los Angeles
area, significant ecological areas, fault zones, traffic
attractors and generators, recreation needs in the

Los Angeles area, roles played by the various agencies
involved in recreation planning, design standards for
recreational facilities, and possible sources of funding.

The visual survey of the flood channel system resuited
in information needed to determine the suitability of
each channel for the various types of recreational
activity being considered. Survey information is con-
tained in Appendix 1.

The analysis made use of information gathered during
the first two phases of the study in order to determine
specific projects recommended for implementation:

a Information from the literature search and from
agency meetings was used to determine possible
secondary uses.

» The list of potential secondary uses was refined on
the basis of information from the channel survey.

= Information from the literature search and from
agency meetings was used 10 determine recreation
needs of the Los Angeles area. This included an
analysis of the existing trail systems, location of
recreational facilities, and locations of traffic
attractors and generators to determine where
regional trails are most needed.




®» The list of possible secondary uses; information on
the recreation needs of the region, including needed
trail segments; and survey data indicating physical
capabilities of system facilities were then used to
determine specific projects most suitable for imple-
mentation in the LACDA system.
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CHAPTER 3

RECREATION IN THE LOS ANGELES REGION:

A FRAMEWORK FOR PLANNING

Southern California is one of the nation’s leading
vacation and recreation areas. The mild climate and
rare combination of ocean, mountain, and desert
environments provide abundant resources for leisure
activities. However, the Los Angeles metropolitan
area has grown at such a rapid rate that the develop-
ment of outdoor recreational resources in the urban
area has not kept pace with the growth of the popula-
tion. There is a need for open space — including tand
suitable for recreational use — in areas easily accessible
to the region’s population centers. Much of the area’s
committed open space lies within the National Forests
or on the Channel Islands and is not conveniently situ-
ated for the daily use of large numbers of people.

Since elements of the flood control system are distrib-
uted throughout the region and often lie in or near
densely populated parts of the basin, there is excetfent
potential for use of land within the system to help
satisfy the open space and recreational needs of the
area. A number of the major regional parks within the
urban area are located in flood control basins or at res-
ervoirs, and others are planned for similar locations.
The channel corridors, because of their linear nature and
the fact that they lead to and from major regional parks
in flood basins and reservoirs, have exceilent potential
for regional trail development.

REGIONAL TRAILS

In planning for a regional trail network hased partly on
the use of flood channel rights-of -way, it is first neces-
sary to establish basic concepts that lend themselves to
the development of criteria and a system of priorities
that determine which channels have the best potential
for trast development.

There has been much recent debate concerning the merits
ot local or commuter bicycle routes versus those of
regional or recreational routes, and over a formuta for
encouraging a desirable ratio of development of the two
types. Commuter routes are usually on-street trails
which may he separated physically from traffic (Class

Il trails) or separated only by street markings (Class |11).
Regional routes are often off-street trails (Class 1).
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There is an obvious need for both types of development.

Because of the potential for linking most major areas
of the basin through use of the channel corridors and
for providing trails completely separated from auto
traffic, the emphasis in this study will be on developing
an interconnected regional network of trails that pro-
vides for rapid long-distance trave! through the area,
rather than shorter local trails oriented toward com-
muter use. Therefore, a major criterion for route
selection is that trails should extend or connect
existing lengths of regional trail rather than add new
isolated segments. In terms of cost/benefit considera-
tions, potential benefits are greatly increased by con-
necting new trails to existing trails, since each will
feed the other and increase the other’s service
area.

A second maijor consideration is that routes should be
selected to provide access to and from major origins
and destinations. Trails that neither lead to desirable
destinations nor provide access from populated areas
will generally not be heavily used. Destinations,
the case of hicycle trails, should include not on'y
recreational facilities but also schools, business dis-
tricts, shopping centers, and other points of interest
to both commuters and recreational riders.

Basic information needed for trail planning is provided
in Figures 2, 3, and 4.

Figure 2 shows major regional recreation faciltties in
the area that might serve as destir:ations for trai} users.
It also indicates the location of the National Forest
boundary and of all neighborhood parks adjacent to
flood channels. Names of the recreation facilities are
given in Table 3-1, and additional information about
each is provided in Appendix 2.

Figure 3 indicates many of the major traffic attractors
and generators in the LACDA area. Secondary schools
are shown if within one mile of a flood channel; co!-
leges, universities, shopping centers, and business dis-
tricts if within two miles. Two miles are considered

to be the maximum distance most users would travel
from a trail to a destination considering that the




distance 1o the trail and along the trail must be included
in the total trip’s length. One mile is used for secondary
schools because these schools are often located less than
a mile apart and students rarely ride a longer distance.
Primary schools are not shown in Figure 3 because they
are so evenly distributed throughout the region that
they would not help to distinguish between potential
channel routes. Names of the colleges and universities
shown in Figure 3 are in Table 3-2.

Figure 4 shows the major existing and proposed trails

in the area, as well as equestrian facilities and major con-
centrations of horses. Proposed trails are shown only
where there is a strong likelihood that they will actually
be built, such as the existence of Los Angeles City
Capital Improvement Project Requests. The Ballona
Creek Bicycle Trail is shown as an existing trail since
contracts had been let for its construction at the time

of pubtication of this report. This is also true of sections
of the LAR1O Trail. All existing bicycle trails shown in
Figure 4 are Class | except the San Vicente Bikeway
{north of Santa Monica), the John S. Gibson Bike Path
{east of Palos Verdes), the Arroyo Seco Bike Path, and
the Heartwell Park/Palo Verde/Los Coyotes Diagonal
Bike Routes (north of Los Cerritos Channel in Long
Beach).

The State Trail Corridars shown in Figure 4 are part of
a statewide system of bicycle, hiking, and equestrian
trails planned by the State Department of Parks and
Recreation. Actual locations of trails within the cor-
ridors shown have not been determined except for the
South Bay Bike Trail along the west coast of the region
and the proposed lengths of bicycle trail shown along
the south coast (Ref. 3-1).

Figure 5 shows a concept for regional trail development
based upon the goal of a network of trails linking the
major parts of the region through the flood channel cor-
ridors. The existing LARIO and San Gabriel trails
together with eastern and western extensions from these
trails through the San Gabriel and San Fernando Valleys
would form the backbone of this system. Secondary
connectors would provide access to the backbone trails
from residential areas and would link the backbone to
major trail destinations and to other trails, including
those within the state trail corridors. Major connections
needed woulid be those to the South Bay Bike Traii
through the heavily urbanized southern Los Angeles
City area; to the Santa Manica Mountains trail corridor,
and to the northern foothills of both the San Gabriel
and San Fernando Valleys. In Chapter 4 this concept

is developed further into specific trail projects.

FAULT ZONES AND SIGNIFICANT ECOLOGICAL
AREAS

Figure 6 indicates the location of major faults and
significant ecological areas within the LACDA region.

Fault zones are not a major constraint to most types

of development being considered here, such as trails
and linear parks. Their locations are included, however,
to encourage concentrations of recreational activity,
such as rest areas and wading pools, to be placed out-
side these zones when alternative locations are available.

Significant ecological areas are both constraints and
opportunities to recreational planners. These areas
have potential for conservation and interpretive facili-
ties and they often contain open space that is attractive
for trail use and other recreational purposes. Great care
must be exercised in the use of these areas, however, to
prevent degradation of their biological resources. The
areas shown have been designated as ecologically sig-
nificant by the Los Angeles County Department of
Regional Planning. The numbers given are those used
on the County's designation system. A key to the
names of these areas is provided in Table 3-3, and
information about the biological resources of each

of the areas is contained in Appendix 3.
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TABLE 3-1. REGIONAL RECREATION FACILITIES IN THE LACDA AREA

{Keoy to Figure 2}
. Chatsworth Reservoir Regional Park 28. Santa Fe Dam Recreation Area
. Porter Ranch Park 30. South Hills Park
Devonshire Downs 31, San Dimas Canyon Park
Van Norman Lakes 32. Marshall Canyon County Park
San Fernando Mission 33. Rancho Santa Ans Botenical Gardens
. El Cariso Regional Park 34. Los Angeles County Fairgrounds
Roger Jessup Park 35. Frank G. Bonelli Regional County Park
. California Busch Gardens 38. Ganesha Park
. Hansen Dam Recreation Area 37. Claude Osteen Motorbike Park
. Sepulveds Dam Recreation Area 38. Walnut Creek County Park
. Van Nuys Sherman Oaks Park 39. Kellog Arabian Horse Farm
. Verdugo Mountain Park 40. industry Hills Civic Recreation Conservation Area
. Stough Park 41. Oftferbein State Recreation Area
. Brand Park 42. Whittier Narrows Dam Recreation Area
. John Anson Ford Theater 43. Great Western Exhibit Center
. Griffith Park 44. South Gate Park
. Echo Park 45. €l Dorado Park
. Los Angeles Civic Center 46. Long Beach Recreation Park
. Elysian Park 47. Baldwin Hills Regional Park
. Ernest E. Debs Regional Park 48. Tompkins Way Reservoir
. Scholl Canyon Regional Park 49. Dockweiler State Beach
. Brookside Park 50. Santa Monica State Beach
. Norton Simon Museum 51. Will Rogers State Beach
. Huntington Library, Art Gallery, and Botanical Gardens 52. Rivas Canyon Park
. San Gabriel Plaza Area 53. Will Rogers State Park
. Eaton Canyon Park 54. Rustic Canyon Park
. Los Angeles County Arboretum 55. Topanga State Park
. Arcadia County Park 56. Sylvia Park

TABLE 3-2. COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES
(Key to Figure 3}

Pierce College

California State University, Northridge
Los Angeles Valley College

Glendale College

Qccidental College

Art Center College of Design
Ambassador College

Calitornia institute of Technology
Pasadena City College

Citrus College

La Verne College

Claremont Colleges

California State Polytechnic University, Pomona
Mt. San Antonio College

Long Beach State University

Compton College

E| Camino College

Los Angeles Southwest College

Loyoia Marymount University

University of California, Los Angeles

Hv3pPOo2ZICr X
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TABLE 3-3. SIGNIFICANT ECOLOGICAL AREAS
{Key to Figure 8)

The number given each area is the same as its number within the Los Angeles County Department of Regionsl Planning designation system
for significant ecological aress.

PONO G AW

. Malibu Coastline

Point Dume

. Zuma Canyon

Upper La Sierra Canyon
Malibu Canyon/Malibu Lagoon
Las Virgenes

. Hepatic Gulch

. Malibu Creek State Park Buffer Area
. Coid Creek

. Tuna Canyon

. Temescal-Rustic-Sullivan Canyons
. Palo Comado Canyon

. Chatsworth Reservoir

. Simi Hilly

. Tonner Canyon/Clinic Hills

. Bu2zard Peak/San Jose Hills

. Powder Canyon/Puente Hills

. Way Hill

. Santa Susana Mountains

. Santa Susana Pass

. Santa Fe Dsm Floodplsin

24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
3
32.
33.
34
35.
36.
37
30.
40.
42.
43,
44,
45,
62.

Tujunga Vatley/Hansen Dam
San Dimas Canyon

San Antonio Canyon Mouth
Partuguese Bend Landslide

El Segundo Dunes

Baliona Creek

Alamitos Bay

Rolling Hiils Canyons

Agua Amarga Canyon

Terminal Istand

Palos Verdes Peninsula Coastiine
Harbor Lake Regional Park
Madrons Marsh

Griffith Park

Encino Reservoir

Verdugo Mountains

Whittier Narrows Dam County Recreation Area
Rio Hondo Coliege Wildlife Sanctuary
Sycamare and Turnball Canyons
Dudleya densiflora Population
Galium grande Population
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3-1.  Summary, California Recreational Trails Plan. Sacramento, CA: California Department of Parks and
Recreation, 1978.
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CHAPTER 4
POTENTIAL TRAIL PROJECTS

The extensive length of the LACDA channel system
and the distribution of channels throughout the Los
Angeles region give the system great potential for con-
tributing to the development of a regional network of
trails for bicyclists and equestrians. Such a trail net-
work, however, would be expensive to construct
because of frequent obstructions to corridor rights-of-
way in the urban area.

General concepts related to the planning and design of
trail projects are discussed below. These are followed
by descriptions of potential channe! projects that could
comprise a regional trail system for bicyclists and
equestrians.

PLANNING AND DESIGN OF TRAIL PROJECTS

CLASSIFICATION OF POTENTIAL TRAIL
PROJECTS

Information from the field survey of the channel sys-
tem {see Appendix 1) was used to determine those
channels that have suitable space for trails within their
rights-of-way. Such suitability required either sufficient
access space along the side of the channel, or a reason-
ably wide channel floor with a flat, paved bottom that
remains dry most of the year. Those channels found to
have such characteristics were then classified on the
basis of their ability to satisfy regional trail system
needs. These needs, which were discussed in Chapter 3
and summarized in Figure 5, form the basis for the
classification system used here.

The purpose of this classification system is to indicate
those channels that should receive priority for develop-
ment, based on the goal of completing a regional trail
system for bicyclists and equestrians, Such a trail net-
work would be structured around regional backbone!

! The regional “"backbore’ system proposed here should not be confused
with local traif backbones, such as the City of Los Angeles’ bicycie back-
bone system or the city’s Twelfth District backbone equestrian trail The
term is commonly used to indicate 8 network of trails thet serves gs the
base of a targer system of secondary and tertiary connectors

trails that would permit easy movement through the
urban area, would be readily accessible to a large
amount of the area’s population, and would provide
access to major recreational facilities or to trails con-
necting to such facilities. Secondary trails connecting
to the backbone would be classified according to their
regional significance and their ability to extend the
usefulness of the backbone.

Each channel was placed in one of the following classes,
based on the function it would best serve within the
regional system (see Figure 7):

a Class A — Proposed additions to the regional trail
backbone {the LARIO and San Gabriel trails form an
existing north-south regional backbone, connecting
the San Gabriel Mountains to the south coast at
Long Beach)

w Class B — Proposed connections between the back-
bone system and major recreational areas

» Class C — Proposed connections that would improve
regional access to the backbone, but would not lead
t0 major recreational areas

s Class D — Proposed projects of local significance only,
but with a connection to the regional backbone

= Class E ~ Proposed projects of local significance only,
not connected to the regional backbone.

In determining which of the channels in an area would
best function as a part of the backbone or as a major
connector, it was necessary to compare the channels on
the basis of their relative suitability for trail develop-
ment. The following factors were used to judge this
suitability:

w The location and alignment of a channel relative to
the trail needs of an area

s The number and kinds of obstructions along the
route (principal items in determining the cost of a
project).

1)
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e The proximity of other channels or other trail corri-
dors, and their relative ability to perform the same
function within the regional trail scheme as that of
the channel being considered

= Recreational facilities and traffic destinations
{schools, shopping centers, etc.) along the route.

Beyond the basic standards for trail design discussed in
Chapter 2, it was not possible, given the number of
variables within each of these factors, to develop rigid
criteria based on the factors for classifying or compar-
ing potential trail projects. Instead, it was necessary to
evaluate each channel on a case-by-case basis, weighing
its physical suitability for trails against the need for
trails in that area and the availability of suitable options.

As a result, a channel may be classed in an A or B cate-
gory despite numerous obstructions or marginal access,
if there is a great need for a regional trail in that area
and no suitable options. Similarly, a C or D rating might
be given despite relative ease of development, if other
trail corridors in the area would serve regional purposes
better.

The scope of this project did not allow more than a
cursory consideration of nonchannel trail corridors,
Exception was made in cases where certain corridors
had obvious potential, or where there were obstacles
along channel routes that necessitated detours from
the channel right-of-way. Also, there was generally very
little information available from other agencies about
routes designated by those agencies as potential trail
corridors. Many of these routes are tentative and have
not been studied in detail.

The classifications given here, therefore, are based gen-
erally on the use of channe! rights-of-way for regional
trails, whenever channels exist in suitable locations and
have sufficient potential for accommodating trails.
However, close coordination with local agencies is rec-
ommended when trail projects are planned in order to
ensure that better routes are not overlooked.

Class A Projects

Trails along the Los Angeles and San Jose Rivers would
extend the proposed regional trail backbone west and
east from the existing LARIO and San Gabriel Trails.
The regional trail system would then link the Sepulveda
Recreational Area, Griffith Park, the central urban area,
the south central industrial area, the south coast at
Long Beach, the Whittier Narrows Recreational Area,
the Santa Fe Dam Recreational Area, the vicinity of
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the Puddingstone Recreational Area, and the Angeles
National Forest. These channels would extend the
regional trail system to the large populations of the
San Fernando Valley and the central Los Angeles area,
as well as to the rapidly developing eastern San Gabriel
Valley area.

Los Angeles River trails are included as Class A projects
despite major segments with numerous obstructions or
insufficient space along the channel side for trails. These
trails would be expensive to develop and would require
use of the channel floor for extended distances in some
places. The Class A rating reflects both the great need
for an extension of the regional trail system into the
heavily populated central city and San Fernando Valley
areas and the lack of alternative routes. Any major gaps
in the Los Angeles River trails that could not be circum-
vented using other trail corridors would separate the
eastern and western halves of the region, and would
prevent the completion of a truly regional trail system.

Either San Jose Creek or Walnut Creek could serve as
an eastern extension of the backbone system. The area
along Walnut Creek currently has a larger population,
and Walnut Creek would provide a more direct route to
Puddingstone. San Jose Creek, however, would extend
the backbone farther to the east and uitimately would
serve as large a population as Walnut Creek due to the
rapid development occurring along it. This route also
has less frequent obstructions.

Class B Projects

Channels with Class 8 traiis would connect the back-
bone system to the following major recreational areas:
Hansen Dam (Tujunga Wash}, Arroyo Seco Park System,
the proposed Devil’s Gate Recreational Area (Arroyo
Seco}, the San Gabrie! Mountains {Arroyo Seco and
Thompson Creek), Santa Monica Mountains {(Arroyo
Calabasas), and the proposed Chatsworth Recreational
Area (Dayton/Chatsworth/Bell Creek Channel system).
Together, Arroyo Calabasas and the Dayton/Chats-
worth/Bell system would connect the extensive eques-
trian trail system in the western San Fernando Valley
with proposed equestrian trails in the Santa Monica
Mountains. Such a connection is currently a major goal
of equestrians in that area.

Buena Vista/Santa Fe Diversion Channel trails would
provide a much needed connection between the LARIO
and San Gabriel trails and would complete a major trail
loop.
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Most of the Class B trails would greatly increase the
area and population served by the regional trail sys-
tem. They would also improve access to the back-

bone system, thus increasing the usefulness of those
trails.

Walnut Creek is not proposed as a Class B connector to
the Puddingstone Recreational Area, because it is
obstructed frequently. (One of the obstructions is a
shopping center that covers the channel for a fong dis-
tance.) {n addition, the San Jose Creek trails would
bring riders to the vicinity of Puddingstone, from which
local trails or city streets could be used to reach the
park.

Similarty, Caballero Creek is not recommended as a
major connector to the Santa Monica Mountains
because of frequent obstructions.

Class C Projects

The Class C projects would extend access to the regional
trail system to a significantly larger area. However, these
projects would not provide through routes between
major points or connect major recreational areas to the
backbone system.

The Class C channels are often recommended for either
bicycle or equestrian trails rather than both, since the
local areas served may not have both needs.

Among the bicycle projects in this class, Coyote Creek/
Coyote Creek North Fork and Laguna Dominguez have
the most evident potential. Both would be lengthy trails
serving large areas. Coyote Creek/North Fork is espe-
cially appealing because of its trapezoidal section;
Laguna Dominguez is also trapezoidal for about half

its length. Both of these projects would provide trans-
portation routes to schools and businesses, and would
improve bicycle access to the coastal area from heavily
populiated regions.

The Laguna Dominguez project would have a much
greater regional significance if a connection were com-
pleted from its terminus in Hawthorne to the Ballona
Creek Bicycle Trail. This would achieve 2 much needed
crosstown route through the heavily urbanized area
between the LARIO backbone and the South Bay
Bicycle Trail.

The Burbank Western/La Tuna Canyon/Hansen Heights
equestrian trail would provide access to Griffith Park
from an area of heavy equestrian use, and from Griffith
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Park to the Verdugo Mountain trail system. It is also
likely that a major equestrian loop could be developed
incorporating this trail, the Tujunga Wash, part of the
Los Angeles River, Griffith Park, and Hansen Dam, with
connections to the Verdugo Mountains and San Gabriel
Mountain trail systems,

Other attractive equestrian projects in this class include
trails along Brown, Aliso, Limekiln, and Sawpit chan-
nels. These trails would serve a large number of eques-
trians in those areas and would create trail loops improv
ing the use of local trail systems.

Bull Creek trails would provide improved equestrian
and bicycle access to the Sepulveda Basin Recreational
Area.

Class D and E Projects

Class D and E projects would have no regional signifi-
cance but could provide trails useful for local transpor-
tation or recreational purposes. Class D projects would
provide locally beneficial access to the regional system,
but the number of people affected would not be signifi-
cant regionally.

All of the Class D and E projects are bicycle trails except
the equestrian trail on the upper Verdugo Wash. These
potential projects are short and are usually located in
urban areas where they would be of little benefit to
equestrians. The bicycle trails, while short, might serve
useful transportation or recreational purposes in local
urban areas.

The classification system used here reflects the study’s
focus on regional priorities. However, this does not
indicate that projects serving only local needs might
not be attractive to individual communities and have
high local priorities within those communities.

While the Corps’ planning efforts should have a

regional focus, smaller projects initiated at a local level
and having strong local support shouid be considered
carefully, particularly those with possible application

in other parts of the system.

Smaller segments of many Class A, B, and C projects
would make excelient local projects, even if the remain-
der of the regional trail were not built. Such projects
might be built as the first phase of the laryger develop-
ment. Segments of the Laguna Dominguez Bicycle
Trail would provide excellent commuter routes to the
Datsun office complex north of Main Street, to

E! Camino Co!lege, or to the Northrop complex in
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Hawthorne. Many sections of the Los Angeles River
could be used as local commuter routes, or as bicycle
routes to commercial areas. The La Tuna Canyon chan-
nel, separate from its Burbank western connection,
would provide a much needed local trail for equestrians.
Riders in this area must now walk their horses along
the side of La Tuna Canyon Road, which carries heavy
auto traffic. Many similar local projects could be struc-
tured from other proposed regional trail projects.

BICYCLE TRAILS

A basic fact to be considered in the design of bicycle
trails is that the city streets always offer an alternative
to their use. The main advantages that a trail offers over
the use of streets are separation from traffic and fewer
delays due to traffic lights and stop signs. The streets
are almost always more direct, however, and the bicy-
clist will weigh the advantages of separation from traffic
and time saved en route against the time required to get
to and from the trail. The aesthetics of the trail relative
to those of the alternative streets are also a significant
consideration.

There are three main categories of users of bicycle trails:

s Serious recreational bicyclists who make frequent
long-distance trips. This group, which includes orga-
nized bicycle clubs, generally consists of highly
skilled bicyclists who ride comfortably and safely in
automobile traffic. These riders will use off-street
trails only when they are very convenient, offer
obvious advantages in reduced obstruction to travel,
lead to desirable destinations such as major recre-
ational areas, and offer easy access to restaurants or
food stands. They almost always ride with a specific
destination in mind rather than only for the bicycling
experience itself,

® L ess avid or less skilled cyclists who make shorter
trips, principally on weekends, for shopping or recre-
ation. These riders are more concerned about separa-
tion from traffic and are apt to go farther out of their
way to make use of a bicycle trail. Though they usu-
ally ride with a specific destination in mind, they are
the only one of the three groups likely to take lei-
surely rides. For example, a family with children
might use the trail with no specific destination in
mind.

s Commuters bicycling to work or to school. There has
been increasing emphasis recently on providing bicy-
cle trails for commuters in order to offer an alterna-

tive to automobile travel. ldeally, bicycle trails would

be located to serve both recreational riders and com-
muters, providing rapid through transit of an area for
both, and access to schools and businesses as well as
recreational facilities.

The following conclusions can be drawn regarding the
planning of bicycle trails for these three groups ot users:

s Trails should be of sufficient length to make the time
needed to gain access to them worthwhile and they
should include major destination points along their
length for both recreational users and commuters.
Trails that are short and do not lead to desirable
destinations generally will seidom be used.

® in deciding whether a bicycle trail should be built
along a channel, careful consideration should be
given to alternative street routes in the area. if adja-
cent streets afford safe and easy travel to cyclists,
the trail probably would not be heavily used. Such
consideration would require a certain amount of
coordination among planners from different agencies.

» |n order for commuting by bicycle to be regarded as
a serious option by a significant number of people,
it probably will be necessary to provide shower facili-
ties for cyclists. 1t will also be necessary to provide
improved methods of securing bicycles, such as
lockers or vertical racks. Security must be given ade-
quate consideration in the design of any facility
intended for use by bicyclists, either for recreation
or commuting.

The Bikeway Design Atlas (Ref 4-1} is recommended
as an excellent source of ideas and information on
urban bicycle paths.

EQUESTRIAN TRAILS

The situation facing equestrians with regard to the use
of separated trails is very much different from that
described for bicyclists. The equestrian has littie or no
alternative to the separated trail, since the use of city
streets by horses is impractical for more than short
distances.

Rapid urbanization, and particularly the construction
of freeways and flood channels, has created impassable
barriers that have made much of the previously existing
regional trail system of Los Angeles County unusable.
Owners of horses in specially zoned equestrian areas
find themselves increasingly isolated from trails of any
significant length by surrounding development. They
are forced to resort to trailering horses to places where
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good bridle paths exist. As a result, horse ownership in
many of these areas has declined steadily in recent years.

A trail system that would permit travel through the
entire region could have a major effect on equestrian
activity in the area. The trails proposed here for the
LACDA channel system would form an effective
regional network, linking areas of equestrian ownership,
major equestrian centers, and all of the major trail sys-
tems of the area, including existing and proposed trail
systems in the western San Fernando Valley, the Santa
Monica Mountains, Verdugo Hills, the San Gabriel
Mountains, and the San Gabriel Valiey.

While the concept has never been adopted by any
agency, proposals have been made for the development
of a Rim-of-the Valley equestrian trail that would circle
the San Fernando Valiey (Ref 4-2). Mulholland Drive
or the Los Angeles River would serve as the base for
this system, which would tink trails in the western San
Fernando Valley, the Hansen Dam area, La Tuna Can-
yon, the Verdugo Mountains, the San Rafael Mountains,
and the Arroyo Seco. Channels that might be included
in this trail system are the Los Angeles River, Arroyo
Caiabasas, Bell Creek, Chatsworth Creek, Dayton Creek,
Hansen Heights, La Tuna Canyon, the upper Verdugo
Wash, Winery, Flint, and the Arroyo Seco.

Because there is such a need for through routes for
equestrian travel, and because of the lack of any alter-
native such as the streets, equestrians are often willing
to tolerate trail conditions far less than ideal in order
to ride to an area where there are good trail systems.
As long as the distance is not excessive, use of a poor
trail is generally preferable to trailering horses. This is
an important consideration, since several segments of
the trail system proposed (especially along the Los
Angeles River) requive travel on the channel floor for
extended periods of time. Travel on the floor is unde-
sirable because views are restricted by the channel walls
and because the channel floor itself is sometimes
unappealing aesthetically.

The major problem in the proposed equestrian trail sys-
tem is that segment of the Los Angeles River from
Atlantic Boulevard north to Figueroa Street. Part of
this distance would be along a concrete bench cut into
the side of the channel, and 6.3 miles would be on the
floor of the channel. This 6.3 miles would require from
two to four hours to travel, depending on the kind of
surfacing used for the trail. This segment of the trail
would have low visual appeal, and lack of space along
the sides would require that rest stops be limited to
minimal facilities.

The justification for including such a long length of
trail in such an undesirable setting is that this cegment
is necessary to link the western half of the systein 1o
the eastern half. {tis also necessary to complaete a
through trip across the regional area fron: the San Fer
nando Valley to the southern coast or to the southeast
into Orange County.

An alternative to travel on the chiannel tloor for the
length of this segment might be the use of a vt shuaithe
for equestrians, since the Los Angeles rail cards b along

this portion of the river. This idca 1s discussed i the
Los Angeles River trail project descriptions, which fol
low later in this chapter.

Based on numerous complaints and 1epotts of injuries
heard during the course of this analysis, 1t would appear
that further study is nceded by recreational planners to
improve the safety of equestrian facilitios used 1n the
channel system. The maost frequent compiaints con
cerned dirt ramps leading to the channel fluor and nver
crossings where horses must wade across the channef.
Studies should be done to determine: how ramps could
be designed 1o atford riders the most safety; what kinds
of surfacing would provide the best footing on concrete
ramps cut into the channel side; and whether some kind
of fencing along the upper part ot the ramps (possibiy a
breakaway type that would not obstruct fiood flows)
could be used to break the fall of a rider thrown on a
ramp. Study is also needed 1o find rethods of unprov
ing footing at river crossings. Thc growth of algae on
concrete surfaces can make these crossings very slippery
and dangerous to riders.

Finally, there are frequent complaints of tunnels being
too small for safe passage. The tunnel into Griffith Park
north of Los Feliz, for example, is abuut 3 feet high
and 9-1/2 feet wide. A frightened horse can throw a
rider against the wall or ceiling of the tunnel. Tunnels
should be 12 feet high and 12 feet wide whenever
possible.

USE OF THE CHANNEL FLOOR FOR TRAILS

Since rainfall in the Los Angeles area is very seasonal,
the volume of water that flows through the channcls
varies greatly throughout the year. During most of the
year, flows in the larger channels are small and are con
tained entirely within low-flow channels along the cen-
ter of the channel floar, leaving most of the floor dry
and available for other uses. These farger channels, par
ticularly those with trapezoidal sections, are generally
wide enough to prevent the rider from having an
unpleasantly constricted feeling in them.




Equestrian ramp near Griffith Park on the Los Angeles River.

The Aliso Creek Channel is an example of a channel floor with good
potential tor trail use or other recreational activity.
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The smaller channels often have no low-flow structures.
They carry no appreciable amounts of water during
most of the year but always contain small amounts of
“nuisance” flow from sources such as focal irrigation
runoff. These small flows are sufficient to keep the
channel floor {usually called the invert) wet and slippery
with algae in many places. Many of the smaller channels
are also narrow enough to create an unpleasant tunnel-
like atmosphere for the rider.

Use of the invert for recreational purposes has been
rare in the past and generally has been discouraged by
flood control officials. The following factors must be
considered when planning for such use:

a Any recreational use of the channel floor would be
interrupted for several weeks each year during peak
water flows. During such periods, it would be neces-
sary for bicyclists to use city streets to detour around
the obstructed section, and equestrians would not be
able to use the trail at all. The amount of time during
which a section of trail would be unusable wou'd
vary at different locations. A brief analysis of 1977
flow data indicates that the invert of the Los Angeles
River near Vineland would have been unusable for
about seven days from October 1976 to September
1977. The invert of the Los Angeles River near
Downey would have been unusable for 18 days dur-
ing that same period.

s Such use could not require any structure or modifi-
cation that would interfere with the flood control
function of the channel.

» Safety procedures would be required to ensure care-
ful coordination among operational and maintenance
personnel, so that trails would be closed and the
invert inspected before release of water into the chan-
nel. This is particularly important in the case of verti-
cal channels, since the vertical walls could prevent
escape from the channel floor.

e Riders’ views from the invert would be restricted by
the channel walls, thus reducing the quality of the
recreational experience afforded by the trail. In some
places {primarily where no low-flow channel exists),
dampness, growths of algae, deposits of siit and debris,
garbage, and odors create an unpleasant atmosphere.

While the use of the invert is not desirable, there appears
to be no reason why it should not be considered in

cases where there is no apparent alternative. However,
further study is needed to establish the feasibility of

the idea. In order to determine the amount of time
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during the year that & trail would be closed, water flow
data for a period of several years should be examined at

each location where use of the invert is being considered.

An analysis should be done to determine whether there
is ever enough water released by local sources down-
stream of the Corps’ dams to interfere with use of the
trails or to create a hazard to trail users. The Corps has
no knowledge or control of such releases, and if the
closing of trails were necessary, it would not be possible
now to coordinate with the agencies responsible. Such
releases are generally insignificant compared to releases
of water from the dams, and they are not expected to
be a problem. However, any major sources of iarge flows
should be identified, and responsible agencies should be
requested to provide warnings of such releases. Use of
the invert for trails should be kept to a minimum to
avoid the need for extensive coordination and closing
of trails before releases of water.

Where use of the invert is necessary, it is recommended
that a three-inch paving strip be used for the trail if
there is a low-flow channel, and a six-inch strip if there
is not. The strip would keep riders above accumulations
of silt and debris and nuisance flows from wall outlets.
Concrete probably would be better for this purpose
than asphalt, since it could be bonded better to the
channel floor. It is possible that asphalt paving might
separate from the floor and break apart when inundated.
Tests should be conducted to determine the best mate-
rials and methods of bonding for this purpose.

A study is also needed to determine the best method of
surfacing the paving strip to make it suitable for eques:
trian use. A textured concrete surface could be used
for short distances. For longer distances, however, such
as the 1.3- and 6.3-mile segments required for the Los
Angeles River trail, a concrete surface would slow the
horses considerably and coutd cause damage to their
hooves or fegs. {t might be possible to design a shallow
concrete trough with a grooved surface for drainage
that would trap silt during periods aof inundation, so
that travel would be on the silt layer rather than
directly on the concrete. Alternatively, the concrete
surface might be covered two or three times a year with
silt scraped from the channel floor or with dirt.

It would be necessary for recommended trails in the
invert of the Los Angeles River to cross the low-flow
channel in at least two places. Since the low- flow chan
nel is shallow in these places, it probably would be pos-
sible for horses to walk across it. Bicyciists, however,
would require a bridge of some kind for the crossing;
studies should be done to develop such a design. If it




1s not possible to bridge the iow-flow channel, it would
be necessary for bicyclists to use city streets to detour
around this three-quarter-mile section of channel.

Since most of the wear in a flood channel occurs in the
low-flow section, it is necessary to rebuild the low-flow
channels periodically, in some cases as often as every 10
to 20 years. In areas where trails are placed in the invert,
consideration might be given to enlarging the low-flow
channels when such reconstruction occurs. This would
reduce the amount of time each year when the trails
could not be used.

Measures should be taken whenever possible to mitigate
the aesthetic impact of the generally poor recreational
environment that the invert affords. Murals might be
placed on channel walls, especially at points of entry to
the invert. Trailing plants grown along the side of the
channel and cascaded down the channel walls would
alleviate the visual effects of the concrete.

AESTHETIC CONSIDERATIONS AND SIGNING

Aesthetic improvements, including landscaping, attractive
signs, inviting rest and entry areas, and murals in appro-
priate places along channel walls, should be emphasized
in the development of a trail network within the chan-
nel rights-of-way. Such improvements would serve two
purposes:

a To encourage use of the trails.

The channels themselves are a generally unappealing
visual feature of the proposed trail system. However,
given the desirability of the channel system for trail
use from other points of view, and the apparent
inevitability of its use due to the lack of alternatives
in many places, a commitment should be made to
providing as pleasant an experience as possible for
the users.

s To provide aesthetic benefits for the adjacent
cominunities.

While this would be an adjunct to a trail system rather
than an essential element, there would be an excellent
opportunity to combine the two functions, and in so
doing, make the proposed trails more attractive to the
communities that would help fund them. {(The use of
channel rights-of-way as community green strips or
linear parks is discussed in the next chapter.)

It is recognized that the high costs of the projects
described here, steep inflation rates, and severe demands
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on agency funds combine to produce an atmosphere
that encourages the elimination of what are seen as non-
essential elements of a project. However, such an atti-
tude toward these projects likely would produce results
opposite of those intended. Use of the trails would be
discouraged by unattractive trail facilities, resulting in
less than optimal use of the money spent. Other com-
munities or agencies considering the joint funding of
similar projects might be discouraged to participate by
projects that were not of high quality. This could cause
consequent loss of funds that would have been available
for such projects. In order to attract such participation,
early projects of this type should be high quality, proto-
typical examples of what could be accomplished in pro-
viding green space and pleasant recreational paths
through use of the channei rights-of-way in urbanized
areas that might otherwise lack such amenities.

Sections of the Los Angeles River between Tujunga
Wash and the Sepulveda Basin might be ideal for such a
prototypical design. This section of channel has heavy
concentrations of single- and multiple-family housing
along its sides, and a busy commercial strip nearby.

Such aesthetic improvements need not be extremely
expensive, particularly in relation to the large construc-
tion costs of the projects in heavily urbanized areas.
During the channel survey, areas were noted where small
groves of trees had been planted in open spaces within
the right-of-way and were growing with no irrigation
and very little maintenance. They provided shade and
added a great deal to the visual characters of the
neighborhoods.

The comments, plant lists, and details included in the land-

scaping sections of existing plans (LARIO/San Gabriel
and Ballona) represent a satisfactory basic approach to
the landscaping of trails within the channel system. The
Landscape Guide (Ref. 4-3), prepared by EDAW, inc.
for the Santa Ana River/Santiago Creek Greenbelt
Study, also outlines a good approach to landscaping
along the channel system. In addition, the following
points should be emphasized.

w [t is particularly important in achieving an impression
of quality that attention be given to the context of
specific design situations, and that an assembly-line
approach be avoided in the design of an entire trail.

A small group of plants with a known tolerance to
urban conditions and a minimal need for water might
be used as ‘‘signature’’ plants to unify the entire trail
system. These few plants ideally would have a riparian
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association, e.g., the sycamore. Within this unifying
scheme, however, plants should be selected that are
compatible with the area of the design. There should
be a heavier use of exotic plants in urban areas, and
of native riparian, sage, or chaparral species in less
developed areas. Emphasis should be placed on the
use of plants with minimal maintenance and irriga-
tion requirements.

& Accent plants with interesting forms, flowers, or foli-
age should be used occasionally. There has been an
excellent use of attractive vines such as the passion
vine along parts of the existing trail system, and on
several occasions riders have been seen stopped to
examine these plants,

= Plants that provide food and sheiter for wildlife
should be used whenever possible. Birds, squirrels,
rabbits, and other small animals frequently were
observed in and along the channels during the survey.
Use of the channel system as a habitat for these
creatures in urban areas should be encouraged. Land-
scape architects should receive assistance from Parks
and Recreation Department biologists in preparing
planting plans for channel trails. { Refs 4-4, 4.5, 4-6)

Signing along existing trails is considered to be inade-
quate. It is sometimes difficult to follow a trail or to
find one’s way back to the continuation of a trail after
a detour onto city streets is required. Such confusion
does much to discourage the use of trails for recrea-
tional purposes. {Commuters become familiar with
routes quickly.) Clear and complete instructions should
be considered a basic requirement of the trail system.
Additional signs to indicate the locations of res*aurants,
bicycle and tack shops, points of interest, recr. nal
areas, and even the names of interesting plants would
make the trails much more attractive to users. The addi-
tional expense would be minor compared with construc-
tion costs and could be seen as a necessary item to ensure
that the value of the averall investment is realized.

Themes might be developed for individual trails or seg-
ments of trails, and distinctive variations in signing,
landscaping, rest area structures, wall murals, and trail
names might be used as unifying elements related to the
theme. Themes might reflect a relationship to nearby
communities, geographic areas or features, or major
points of interest. The identification of trails with
neighboring communities could contribute to a sense of
neighborhood identity in those communities and could
encourage use of the trail while discouraging vandalism.
Such a relationship might be encouraged by having local
groups paint murals on channel walls along the trail.

DESCRIPTIONS OF POTENTIAL PROJECTS

Trail projects are described in the following pages for
each location within the LACDA system where such
development appears feasible and a reasoriable need for
the trail exists.

Route Descriptions

Though the scope of this study did not include detailed
design of trails, the planning of a complete route for
each project was considered necessary for two reasons:

® To establish with a reasonable degree of certainty
that a channel was physically suitable for trail
development

® To provide an estimate of project costs, without
which a realistic appraisal of a project’s feasibility
would not be possible.

Routes were planned without the benefit of some infor-
mation that eventually will be necessary for final design
work, such as right-of-way ownership and utility loca
tions. Also, it generally was not possible to consider
alternative corridors {power line and railroad rights-of-
way, city streets, etc.) that might be better suited to the
location of a trail than the channel being studied. The
routes described here should be viewed as preiiminary
recommendations. More thorough study of each of the
trails is needed before final determination is made of
the location of tunnels, crossings, and other route
features.

The major judgments made at specific problem points
involved questions of expense. An effort was made to be
as realistic as possible with regard to weighing expense
against utility. In cases of serious question, the optimal
solution from the potential user’s viewpoint was
selected.

Al trails would provide for trave! in both directions.
Route descriptions, however, were written assuming an
upstream direction of travel. Distances given are for the
entire length of the route, including those sections not
within channel rights-of-way (city streets, parks, etc.).

Where obstructing streets would be crossed at grade,
only signs would be used unless signals are indicated in
the route description.

Appendix 1 contains maps of the channels showing the
locations of streets mentioned in the route descriptions
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Cost Estimates

The cost estimates provided here are approximate and
are intended only to give sufficient information for
rough comparisons among the projects, and between
these projects and those already constructed (LARIO
and San Gabriel). In order to facilitate a comparison

with the earlier projects, the cost figures and format

used here are based on those used for the May 1979
LARIO/San Gabriel Feature Design Memorandum. Unit
costs used for the estimates are given in Table 4-1.

Only major cost items that could be estimated from
information gathered during the channel survey
(Appendix 1) are included here. Cost items not con-
tained in the estimates included land acquisition, relo-
cation of drain inlets and utilities, the cost of concrete
biock walls or other means of separation needed to
reduce conflicts with channel neighbors, and inflation-
ary increases since May 1979, All costs are rounded to
the nearest $500.

There is a great difference in cost between open-cut
tunnel construction, which requires that traffic flow be
halted across all or successive portions of a road while
construction is in progress, and corrugated metal-plate
arch construction, which does not interfere with the
flow of traffic. The latter is assumed in these estimates
only for tunnels under freeways. {f it were determined
that the flow of traffic on major streets such as Los
Feliz and Coldwater Canyon could not be interrupted,
it would be necessary to increase the costs for tunneling
under these streets.

Jurisdictions and Proximity to Potential Trai!
Destinations

The proximity of each of the projects to potential trail
destinations is given in the project descriptions. The
tollowing potential destinations are listed:

s Regional parks within two miles of the trail. These
are considered to be major potential destinations of
bicyclists and equestrians. Since the total trip length
would include the distance to and along the trait, as
well as that trom the trail to the destination, it is
likely that most trips in this category would be to
parks within two miles of the trails.

s Neighborhood parks adjacent to the trail. Neighbor-
hood parks are likely destinations of bicycle riders.
Their farge number and even distribution throughout
the county, however, make it unlikely that a regional
trail would be used to get to one, Parks immediately
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adjacent to trails are inctuded because of the possible
use of the trail as a lead-in strip to the park, or the
possible use of the park as a rest stop for riders.

s Colleges and universities within two miles of the trail.
These are also considered major potential destinations
of bicyclists. The two-mile distance reflects the same
reasoning as was used for regional parks.

s Secondary schools within one mile of the trail. Sec-
andary schools, while likely destinations of bicyclists,
are so well distributed that the total trip distance to
them is not likely to exceed a mile. Elementary
schools are not considered here. A much smaller per
centage of elementary students ride bicycles to
school, Also, elementary schools are so numerous and
so evenly distributed throughout the region that they
would not provide any useful distinction among
projects.

s Shopping centers and business districts within two
miles of the trail. These are also major potential
destinations of cyclists. The two-mile distance reflects
the same reasoning as was used for regional parks.

Each of the local jurisdictions through which projects
would pass are listed along with the potential desti-
nations. In cases where a channel has both potential
bicycle and equestrian projects, jurisdictions and poten-
tial destinations are not repeated for the equestrian
project, since the information would be the same.

List of Projects

On the following pages, projects are tisted alphabet:
cally by class. See page 4-3 and Figure 7 for an explana-
tion of the classitication system used. The following is a
list of the potential projects described.

Class A Projects

Los Angeles River Bicycle and Equestrian Trails
San Jose Creek Bicycle and Equestrian Trails

Class B Projects

Arroyo Calabasas Bicycle and Equestrian Trails

Arroyo Seco Bicycle and Equestrian Trails

Bell/Chatsworth/Dayton Creek Bicycle and Equestrian
Trails

Sawpit/Buena Vista Bicycle and Equestrian Trails

Thompson Creek Bicycle and Equestrian Trails

Tujunga Wash Bicycle and Equestnan Trails




Class C Projects

Aliso Creek Bicycle and Equestrian Trails

Bell Creek (West End} Bicycle and Equestrian Trails

Big Dalton Wash (Northern End) Bicycle Trail

Brown's Creek Bicycle and Equestrian Trails

Bull Creek Bicycle Trail

Burbank Western/La Tuna Canyon/Hansen Heights
Bicycle and Equestrian Trails

Compton Creek Bicycle Trail

Coyote Creek/North Fork Bicycle Trail

Eaton Wash Bicycle and Equestrian Trails

Laguna Dominguez Bicycle Trail

Limekiln Creek Equestrian Trail

Lopez Canyon Bicycle Trail

Pacoima Wash Bicycle Trail

Santa Anita Wash Bicycle Trail

Sawpit Wash

Walnut/Big Dalton/San Dimas Bicycle Trail

Walnut Creek (East of Big Dalton) Bicycle Trail and
Equestrian Underpass

Class O Projects

Arcadia Wash (South End) Bicycle Trail
Centinela Creek Bicycle Trail
Coyote Creek (North End} Bicycle Trail

Class E Projects

Emerald Wash, Live Qak Wash, and Marshalil Creek
Bicycle Trails

Los Cerritos Bicycle Trail

Verdugo Wash (Upper End) Bicycle and Equestrian
Trails
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TABLE 4-1. COST ANALYSIS FORMAT AND UNIT COSTS -
FORMAT
Cost Item Quantity Cost'
Subtotal $
X 21% (engineering, design, admin., & contingancy?) $ -
Total $
Y includes 1abor, materials, ond 77.8% head end profit. All costs sre rounded to the nesrast $600. -
Z jncludes 10% for snginesning and design, 6% for superviion and ed ton, snd 6% for
UNIT COSTS!
All costs are for 12-foot widths, uniess otherwiss specifed. -
Clearing and grading -] 4.00/f
4" asphait paving 15.00N¢
127 concrete paving 56.00/1f
6’ concrete paving 33.60/f —
l 3" concrete paving 20.00/1¢
Resurfacing 3.20/1f
Renwoval of asphait 7.801¢
Ramp under crossing, trap. channel? (10’ wide) 89,000.00/ea
Tunnet under crossing (open cut)?: concrete box culvert 767.00/f —
ramp excavation and retaming walls 147,000.00/22
Tunnel under crossing (corrugated metal-plate arch)3 : culvert 3,200.00/1¢
ramp excavation snd retaining walls 147,000.00/es
Ramp to channel tioor, trap. channel (10’ wide) 60,000.00/es
Ramp to channel Hlaor, vert. channel {10° wide} 66,500.00/ea -
Benctung into trap. channel side {10’ wide} 270.00/i¢
Bndges: 025 unsupported span 447.00/it
25-100° unsupported span 575.00/1¢
100-200° unsupported span 700.00/1f
200'+ unsupported span 1,000.00/t¢
Pedesteian bridge (5° wide) 280.00/1t -
Low flow crossing? (10° wide) 5,500.00/ea
Rest areas: wathout rest rooms and parking 44,700.00/ea
with rest rooms and parking 192,000.00/ea
Retaining wall (72" high} 192.00/1¢
{48" high) 140.00/11 -
Chain link fencing (30’ high) 4.25/i
(72" high) 10.25/it
Landscaping at entry points, other special locations 13,000.00/e2 location
Signals at crossings 19,000.00/e2 location
7 Based on May 1979 prices used for LARIO/San Gabriel estimates.
2 Ramp casts vary considerably. The figure used is an approximate average.
3 Open-cut tunnel construction intarrupts traffic on the rosd during the period of CMP greh i used tor under all # vs and -
under streets where interruption of traffic must be avoided.
4 Based on the cost of 8 25°- 100" bridga §° wide
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CLASS A PROJECTS

= Los Angeles River Bicycle and Equestrian Trails

= San Jose Creek Bicycle and Equestrian Trails
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LOS ANGELES RIVER BICYCLE AND but the major benefits at a regional level wou!d not be
EQUESTRIAN TRAILS realized until trails along the entire length of the chan-
nel were operational. The six segments, in consecutive
Both equestrian and bicycle trails are recommended order from the Rio Hondo confluence, are described
for the Los Angeles River channel from its confluence below.
with the Rio Hondo to the beginning of the river at
the Bell Creek Caiabasas Creek conflgence. These Segment 1. Los Angeles River. Rio Hondo Confluence
trails would be difficult to construct in places, and
\ ) to Downey Road
they would be expensive. However, they would com-
plete the most important portions of both the eques- A bicycle trail terminating at the end of this segment
trian and bicycle regional backbone systems, providing would provide increased access to the LAR!IO. San
access to the existing LARIO/San Gabrie! segment of Gabriel trail system and would provide the adjoining
the backbone system for the large populations of the communities west of the river {South Gate, Cudahy,
central and northwestern points of the region. Bell, Maywood, and Vernon) with a Class | bicycle
route for transportation purposes. Commuters could
This improved access would increase the recreational use this trail to travel to the industrial district aiong the
potential of the existing trails significantiy. The chan- river in Vernon,
nel would provide routes from these trails to two
major recreational areas, Griffith Park and the There is no equestrian activity in areas along this seg
Sepulveda Basin. It would lead to potential channel ment, and a bridle path ending at Downey Road would
connections with four other major, existing or pro- be of no use. The equestrian trail for this segment there-
posed recreational areas: Hansen Dam, the Santa fore should not be built until it can be compieted ali the
Monica Mountains, Devil's Gate Reservoir, and way to Griffith Park.
Chatsworth Reservoir,
The bicycle trail would be located along the west side
The equestrian trail would offer major benefits to of the channel to provide maximum access to the ad,a
riders in the San Fernando Valley, who usually must cent communities. (The Long Beach Freeway para' els
trailer their horses to equestrian facilities and trail the channel on the £ast, restr]ct‘ng access.) Location of
systems. The Los Angeles River, along with other the equestrian trail on the east side wou-d aiow use of
patential channel trails to which it would connect, the power line right-of way between ths channe! and
would make equestrian travel throughout the valley freeway.
possible without the need for trailering.
Development of trails north of Slausor Avenue 'n this
The City of Los Angeles has adopted plans for develop- segment woud be difficult and very expensive There
ment of an equestrian trail west from Griffith Park is insufficient space along the west side ‘or a trad, and
along Mulholland Drive to the Santa Monica Mountains.  railroad tracks immediately adjacent to the east access
This trai! would also act as a westward extension of road make this road unsuitabie for use by horses. For
the regional backbone. However, no funds havc been part of this distance, trails would be focated or a bench
allotted for the trail currently, and it is not known at cut into the side of the channel. Also, it would be
this time when the trail will be built. necessary for the equestrian trail to cross an act ve rail-
road line in two places. This expense and inconvenience
While the Los Angeles River trail would not be as must be weighed against the great imporiance of this
attractive to nders, it would be much more accessible segment as a critical link in the backbone system, with-
to residents of the San Fernando Valley and would out which the eastern and western haives of the system
provide connections to important equestrian areas. would be isotated from each other,
The two trails together would form an excellent traii
loop. Either trail could form the base of the proposed Plans currently are being prepared by the County Road
Rim-of-the-Valley trail system. Department and the County Parks and Recreation
) Department for a bicycle trail along this segment
The Los Angeles River trail projects are divided here
into six segments, which could be completed in phases
as separate projects. Each of the segments would serve
localized uses until the entire system was completed,
417
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Segment 2. Los Angeles River: Downey Road to
Fig.eroa Street

This segrent of the Los Angeles River constitutes one
of the major obstacles to developing the system of
regional trails described in this report. As in the case of
the previous segment, this segment is also a key link in
the backbone system since it connects the eastern and
western halves of the system. Industrial facilities and
rail yards obstruct access along both sides of the channel
for most of the length of the segment, thus making
trails aiong the sides impossible. The channel has a rec-
tangular section from 37th Street to the Butte Street
raiiroad bridge tabout 0.6 mile}. This section is covered
with water {though only a few inches deep) for more of
the year than the remainder of the channel.

There are four possibilities for connecting proposed
rraiis beiow Downey with those above Figueroa:

® Locate trails on the bottom of the channel
o Use surface streets to bypass this segment of channel

s Bench into the trapezoidal walls, using the channel
bottom or surface streets for the length of the vertical
Sections

e Take advantage of the rail lines and switching yards
along the s'des to arrange a rail connection between
the two ends of the segment.

The use of surface streets in this area is possible for
bicyclists {(though not desirable) but not possible for
equestrians. Traffic in the area is quite heavy at times
and includes many heavy trucks that would frighten
horses. The fact that railroad tracks cross the streets in
many places would make bicycle travel unpleasant. No
suitable paths for horses (rail rights-of-way, alleys,
vacant lots, e1c.} could be located in the area.

To avoid the high cost of benching into the channel
sides and the undesirable option of the use of surface
streets by cychists, 1t is recommended that both trails be
p'aced on the channel floor for most of this segment.

if this were done:

® A thicker strip of pavement, perhaps 12 inches thick,
would be necessary for the trails through the rectangu-
lar section from 37th Street to the Butte Street rail-
road bridge.
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® ([t would be very important, given the distance that
horses would travel on the channe! floor, that a satis-
factory means of providing a dirt trail surface be
developed

s |t would be necessary for both traiis 10 cross the ow
flow channe! twice. The low-flow channei diverges
just south of 37th Street into two branches that fiow
along the main channel walls through the vertical sec
tion. The branches merge into a single channel north
of Washington Boulevard.

Trails on the channel floor would not be usable during
those times of the year when water in the channel rose
above the trail surface. Further study 15 needed, pariicu
larly for the vertical section, to determine how often
this would occur. During these periods. the equesirian
trail would be closed, and bicyclists would use surface
streets to detour around the impassatie sect.on.

As an alternative to use of the channel fioor for the
entire length of the segment, the bicycie trail could be
benched into the side from north of Washington Street
to Broadway. (The channe! section is aiso rectangu'ar
from north of Broadway to Figueroa.) Consequentiy,
two short, street detours wou'd be required during
times of flooding instead of one much fonger une.

A second alternative might be to make use of the rail
tines along the east side of the channel to ferry equestr-
ans, and possibly bicyciists, past the obstructed segment
of channel. There is a large switching yard east of this
segment of channe! where trains are coupled, and there
is frequent shuffliing and reassembling of cars on spur
tracks in this area. it might be possible to have a car
available for loading for a half hour on Saturday and
Sunday mornings at the south end of the irack that
dead-ends north of Slauson Street; it then wouid be
towed to the north end of the yards near the Glenda'e
Freeway. Subsequently, the car would 'oad riders from
the Griffith Park area and take them south to Slausor
Street. The process would be repeated n the ate sfter
noon and perhaps on weekdays by spec:a! request of
large groups of nders.

Completion of trails through this segment shouid not
occur until after Segments 1 and 3 are deveioped. Com
pletion of the Segment 2 trails then would link the
LARIO'San Gabriel trail system to Griffith Park, a
major focus of equestrian activity in Los Angeies and a
major destination for bicyclists.
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Completion of this segment would also improve the
feasibility of commuting by bicycle to the downtown
area. Commuters using the channel trail would have a
one-to-two-mile ride from the river to the government
buildings and office complexes between San Pedro and
Figueroa Streets.

Segment 3. Los Angeles River: Figueroa Street to
Barham Boulevard

tt would appear initially that this portion of the Los
Angeles River would have great potential for recrea-
tional use because of its proximity to Griffith Park and
the large concentration of equestrian facilities north
and east of the park. However, the Golden State and
Ventura Freeways isolate the river from the park and
prevent its integration into park activities.

Because of this separation, the recreational potential of
the river is reduced rather than enhanced by the park
because of the competition for the use of bicyclists and
equestrians. Riders couid detour from the channel
trails through the park on existing bicycle and eques-
trian trails; they would then rejoin the channel trails at

the opposite end of the park with very little loss of time.

Given this choice, most riders probably would use the
more scenic park routes.

The potential for use of the channel for bicycle trails is
further reduced by the fact that access to that portion
of the channel adjacent to the park is obstructed by the
Ventura Freeway at the park’s northwest corner and by
Los Feliz Boulevard at its southeast corner. The channel
has a rectangular section under both of these obstruc-
tions, and relatively long tunnels would be required to
cross under them. There is an existing equestrian tunnel
under the Ventura Freeway near its crossing at the
northwest corner, in addition to other equestrian tun-
nels under the freeways along different areas of the
park. These tunnels are only nine or ten feet wide, are
long, and are heavily used. Shared use with bicyclists
probably would not be safe.

Trails along both sides of the river in certain parts of
the channel are now used extensively by equestrians to
gain access to bridges and tunnels leading to the park.
The channel thus serves a useful function since access to
the park is quite restricted from the north and east.
Providing similar access improvements through the
channel right-of-way for bicyclists from north and east
of the park would be very beneficial; however, it would
require the construction of a bridge (the horses now
wade across the river) and a new tunnel under the

freeway. There is an existing pedestrian bridge south of
Los Feliz. However, it is of limited use for access to the
main part of the park north of Los Feliz, since the
boulevard must be crossed after leaving the bridge. 1t 1s
not currently suitable for bicycle traffic.

Construction of a bridge north of Los Feliz would serve
equestrians as well as bicyclists. There have been numer
ous complaints concerning the safety of the ramps and
river crossing there and frequent inquiries about the
possibility of a bridge. However, such a bridge (about
275 feet iong) would be very expensive. (It would cost

about $275,000 for a 12-foot wide equestrian or bicycle

bridge, or $458,500 for a 20-foot wide bridge for both.)

Given these facts, there are three possible approaches
to the continuation of trails from Los Feliz to the
Ventura Freeway crossing near Forest Lawn Drive:

s The least expensive alternative would be to make use
of Griffith Park’s existing bicycle and equestrian
trails. A new bridge or improvements to the existing
bridge south of Los Feliz, both of which would be
about equally expensive, would be required for
bicyclists to cross the freeway. The cyciists would
then cross Los Feliz at the existing crosswalk to the
north. Equestrians would require a tunnel under Los
Feliz. They would cross the river at the existing
crossing - improvements are needed, however, as
discussed below — and then pass under the freeway
through the existing tunnel into the park. Both could
reenter the channel right-of-way west of the Ventura
crossing with no additional major construction.

® A bridge across the river for both bicyclists and eques .
trians near the existing equestrian tunnel north of
Los Feliz would improve access to the park greatiy
for both groups of users. If this option were selected,
both bicyclists and equestrians would pass under Los
Feliz in tunnels. A bridge would be built across the
freeway into Griffith Park for bicyclists. Equestrians
would continue to cross into the park through the
existing tunnel, since horses probably would balk at
crossing a bridge over the freeway. The bridge across
the river would eliminate the existing equestrian
river crossing and the associated safety problems, as
well as the need for bicyclists to travel down or cross
over Los Feliz 1o enter Griffith Park. Since the chan
nel bicycle trail from the Golden State Freeway to
Los Feliz would act as a lead-in strip to the park from
the residential area west of the channel, this option
would provide many children from south and east of
the park with safe access to the park that is com-
pietely separated from traffic.




Through trails for both bicyclists and equestrians
could be provided in the channel right-of-way along
the entire eastern and northern sides of the park. A

by them. This is particularly dangerous in the tunnel.

Barriers that could be stepped over by horses are
needed at the tunnel entrances, and enforcement

bridge would be provided over the freeway north of should be improved.

Los Feliz for bicycle access to the park, and another -
bridge would be built over the Ventura Freeway near
Forest Lawn Drive. Two tunnels under Los Feliz
would also be provided. As discussed previously, it

is doubtful that these trails would receive much use, Compietion of this segment would extend the backbone
since most riders probably would detour through the trail system further to its potential connection along the
park. Tujunga Wash to the Hansen Dam Recreational Area. It
would provide improved access to Griffith Park and the -
LARI10Q/San Gabriel trails for San Fernando Valley resi-
dents, particularly those who are equestrians. The

bicycle trail would also serve local transportation needs.

Segment 4. Los Angeles River. Barham Boulevard to
Tujunga Wash

The route description and cost analysis for this segment
are based on the second option, since this would be
optional from the point of view of trail users.

A B

During the course of this study, frequent complaints
and reports were heard concerning injuries at the eques-
trian crossing north of Los Feliz. If an equestrian bridge
is not built here, improvements should be made at this
crossing and at the crossing north of the park at River-
side Drive. The major problems are:

The channel has a rectangular section through this dis-
tance. Currently, access is restricted along the vertical
channel sides by the Lakeside Country Club and Univer-
sal Studios. The Hollywood Freeway is a major obstruc-
tion. For these reasons, both trails would be ramped to
the channel floor east of Barham and would continue on

. . the channel floor until west of the Hollywood Freeway. —
» Dirt ramps to the channel floor at the crossings. Y ony Y

Horses are uncomfortable on these long ramps and
can slip or frighten easily, with the possibility of the
rider falling off onto the channel side. The ramps at
Riverside Drive are seldom used because they are
considered too dangerous. Those north of Los Feliz
are heavily used because they are the only means ot
crossing into the park on this side. An equestrian
bridge would be the optimal solution. Alternatively,
wider ramps cut into the channel sides would improve
footing for horses. Breakaway fences might also be
used along the inside edge of the top part of the

Universal Studios has applied for a permit to cover the
channel from their eastern property line to Cahuenga
Boulevard, a distance of about 700 feet. Conditions of
such a permit probably would require that easements be
left on the covered section for two trails. In this case,
the floor of the channel would be used only south of -
the Burbank Studios and from east of Cahuenga to west
ofithe Hollywood Freeway.

Members of the Lakeside Country Club should also be -
- questioned about the possibility of aliowing an easement
ramp to break the fall of a thrown rider and to make ¢, 5y equestrian trail along the channel. This land is

the horses less nervous on the ramp. Such fencing now part of the golf course but serves only as a buffer _
would wash away in the event of a major flood and strip between the channel and the nearest fairway. [t is
would not impede the flow of the flood waters.

separated from the fairways by a row of trees, and its

s Traffic noise along the section of trail paralleling the function as a trail would not interfere with use of the

freeway. Horses are easily frightened, particularly by golf course. -
truck horns. A wall is scheduled for construction by . . . 3
Caltrans next spring. This segment of the channel is well suited to travel on {
the channel floor. There is a large, low- flow channel }
® The river crossing. The horses cross over a concrete that contains the flow for al! but a few days of the year. — 1
- slab, but they slip easily when algae forms on the The channel floor is in excellent condition; there is '
concrete, An improved crossing surface is needed. little debris; and the channel is wide enough to prevent
» The tunnel under the freeway. Equestrians complain an uncomfortably constricted feeling. -

that the tunnel is too small for safe use.

= Use of the tunnel and equestrian trails by motor-
cyclists. Motorcycles frequently use the channel’s -
equestrian facilities, and horses are often frightened




Segment 5. Los Angeles River: Tujunga Wash to White
Oak Avenue

Trails along this segment would extend the regional
backbone to the Sepulveda Basin, thereby completing

a major connection between Griffith Park and the basin.
The trails would provide greatly improved recreational
access to the basin, especially for equestrians. The
absence of any equestrian trails now leading to this area
has resuited in the possibility that proposed bridle paths
may be omitted from the basin plan.

The bicycle trail would also serve loc al transportation
needs. The trail, which parallels a busy commercial strip
along Ventura Boulevard for part of its length, would
provide separation from the heavy auto traffic of the
area. This would be desirable for the residents who
bicycle to these shops from the many single- and
multiple-family homes along the channel. Aside from
its regional significance, a bicycle trail along this seg-
ment of the Los Angeles River would be a very attrac-
tive local project.

Except within the Sepulveda Basin, this segment of the
channel has a rectangular section. It is crossed fre-
quently by busy streets. The 405 Freeway and an
access ramp are major obstructions just east of the
Sepulveda Basin. Several of the crossing streets have
large inlets entering the channel beneath them on both
sides, which would make construction of a tunnel diffi-
cult or impossible. Development of this segment of the
channel therefore would be quite expensive.

Because of the problems with tunneling, the floor of
the channel would be used to underpass many of the
obstructions. The channel floor is not as desirable for
use in this segment as in Segment 1, since the channel
is narrower and has no low-flow structure. The trails
therefore would be ramped up to the side after each
undercrossing, rather than remaining on the floor for
an extended distance.

Segment 6. Los Angeles River: White Oak Avenue to
Bell Creek Confluence

Trails along this segment would extend the regional
backbone system to its western terminus at the conflu-
ence of Bell Creek and Arroyo Calabasas. Bell Creek

is part of a proposed channel connection to the recre-
ational area to be developed at Chatsworth Reservoir,
while Arroyo Calabasas is an important potential chan-
nel connection to the Santa Monica Mountain Recre-
ational Area.

The bicycle path would serve transportation as well as
recreational purposes, providing a Class | trail for adja
cent San Fernando Valley communities. Safe bicycle
trave! to Reseda and Canoga Park High Schools, both
adjacent to the channel, would be facilitated by the
trail.

The equestrian trail would link concentrations of horses
in the western San Fernando Valley to the backbone
system and to the Sepulveda Basin Recreationa! Area,
thus reducing the need to trailer horses long distances.

Proposed connections at the Brown and Aliso Creek
Channels would provide equestrian routes from the
backbone to the San Gabriel Mountains. They also
would create trail loops that would add considerable
interest to the local trail systems.

Development of trails along this segment would be rela-
tively expensive, since ramped undercrossings would be
needed at frequent intervals. However, the channel is
trapezoidal in section in this segment, which would
make undercrossings less expensive.

!




TABLE 4-2a. LOS ANGELES RIVER BICYCLE TRAIL (38.9 MILES)

SEGMENT 1. RIO HONOO CONFLUENCE TO DOWNEY ROAD (8.8 MILES)

Route {Plans tor this ssgment are now being prepared by the Los Angsles County Road Dept. The routs described here s that selected by
the Road Department). Cross from the LARIO trail to the west side of the channe! aver the axisting bike lane on Imperial Highway bridge.
Travel north on the west side of the river, ramping under each of the sleven obstructions (Long Beach Freewsy, Salt Lake Ave. RR bridge,
Firestone, Patata St. RR bridge, Clars, Florence, Gage, Randolph St. RR bridge, Slsuson, Atlantic and District St. RR bridge). From about

% mile south of Slauson to 4 mile north of Slauson it would be necessery to lower the sccess road on top of the levee to widen it sufficientty
tor the trail, using the existing ining wall to in fiood flows. From Atlantic to Downey thers 15 no access road along the west side, and
it would be necessary to bench into the tr idsl side to provide o fiat trail surface.

There is no suitable place slong the west side of the channel for a rest area. A rest ares would be located on the east side south of Siauson.
Bicyclists could cross to and from this area over the Gags Street britge. This is the last good location for a rest stop until the park at Spring
Srreet.

Costs
Resurfacing 20,000 $ 64,000
Rampe in trap. channel . 1" 979,000
Lowering access aresa along side 2°-7° 2,800° 288,500
Benching into side 7,000 1,890,000
Fencing 4,000 41,000
Rest area 1 192,000
Landscaping 3 iocations 39,000
Subtotal $3389,500
x21% 733,000
Total $27327 500

Regional parks within 2 miles 1
Neighborhood parks adjacent 2
Colleges and umversities within 2 miles ]
Secondary schools within 1 mile 4
Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles [4]
Jurischetions - South Gate, Cudahy, Bell, Vernon, Los Angales County

SEGMENT 2 DOWNEY ROAD TO FIGUEROA STREET (6 MILES!)

Route  Descend to the channe! floor using the existing truck ramp north of Oowney. The trail slong the channel floor would be on 3" concrets
except from 37th St to the Butte St. RR where 12" concrets would be used. Continue on the channel floor until north of Figueroa, crossing
the low-flow channel twice, then ramp up to the west siae. Access ramps 10 the trail would be provided at Soto (vertical channel), Olympic,
Whittier (existing), 1st, and Macy (all on the west side). A ramp on the east side would provide access to the park at Spring St., which would be
used as a rest stop. It would be necessary 10 cross the low-flow channel again at this point to exit to the park. (Note: Trails along this segment
ot the channel would not be usable during those times of the yesr when the water lavel rises above the trait surface.)

Costs
Concrete paving 12" 3,000 $ 168,000
Concrete paving 3" 28 500" 570,000
Access ramp to channel tloor (vert. chan.) 1 66,500
Access ramps to channel floor (trap. chan.} 4 240,000
Low tlow crossings 3 16,500
Rest area improvements 1 location 10,000
Subtotal $1.077,000
x 21% 225,000
Total $17296,000

Alternative  Bench into the trapezoidal sides instead of placing the trail on tha channel tioor. The trarl would ramp to the fioor to cross the
vertical sections of the channet Cost: $5,850,000.

Regional parks within 2 miles

Neighhorhood parks adjacent

Colleges and universities within 2 miles

Secondary schools within 1 mile

Shopnng centers and business districts within 2 miles
Jurisdhctions. Vernon, Los Angeles City, 1.os Angsles County

NBOW—

SEGMENT 3 FIGUEROA STREET TO BARHAM BOULEVARD (10.5 MILES)

Route Continue north trom Figueros on the west side. Ramp under Fletcher and Glendale Blvd. {fong ramps needed in both places). Tunnet
under Los Feliz Bridge over the freeway to the west into Gritfith Park. A combined bicycle and equestrian bridgs would provide access from
aast nl the channel to the freeway bridge. Continue through the park on existing bike paths, then west on Forest Lawn Drive towsrd Barham.
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{Table 4-2a Continued)

Costs 500 s 7500
Asphalt paving 3 E
Resurfacing 17,000 54,500
Ramps in trap. chan. (long) 2 170,000
Tunnel under Los Fehz (open-cut) 1 ,500
Bridge over freeway (145 clear span; t\wwo 250° approaches) 1 325,000
Br1dge over channel 276 x 12 275,000
Fence repairs 3,000 31,000
Landscaping 4 locations 52,000
Subtotal $1,138,500
x 21% 239,000
Total $1,377,500

Alternatives.

1. Bridge over the freeway south of Lo: Feliz. Cross Los Feliz at existing crosswalk 10 the north, continue on park trails. Eliminate bridge
north of Los Feliz. Cost: $774,500.

2. Provide » trail in the channel ROW along the entire eastern and northern sides of the park. A tunnel under Los Feliz and bridges over
the Goluen State Freeway (acoess to park) and the Ventura Freeway would be nesded. There would be no bridge across the channel.
Cost: $2,149,000.

Regional parks within 2 miles
Neighborhood parks ad)
Colieges and universities within 2 nules

Secondary schools within 1 mile

Shopping centars and business districts within 2 miles
Jurisdictions: Los Angeles City, Glendate, Burbank

&b obN

SEGMENT 4 BARHAM BOULEVARD TO TUJUNGA WASH (3 MILES!

Route  Ramp to the channel fioor east of Barham and continue to the west {1.6 milis on the floor, using 3" concrete paving). An access
ramp would be provided at Lankershim. Ramp up to the south bank alfar crossing under the Hollywood Freeway. A rest stop would be
provided near this point. Continue wes:. to the Tujungs Wath, ramping to the floor and up again to cross under Vineland. Cross Tujunga Ave.
at grade.

Costs
Concrete paving 3 8,750 $ 175,000
Asphalt 5,000 75,000
Ramps to channel floar (vert. channel) 5 332,500
Rest area 1 192,000
Fencing 55,000
Landscaping 2 locations 26,000
Subtotal 855,500
x21% 179,500
Total $1,035,000

Reyiunal parks within 2 miles

Neighborhood parks adjacent

Coileges and universities within 2 miles

Secondary schools within 1 mile

Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles
Jurisdictions: Los Angeles City, Burbank, Universsl City

Q= ONO

SEGMENT 5: TUJUNGA WASH TO WHITE OAK AVENUE (8 MILES)

Route Continue to the west on the south side of the channel crossing Redford dt grade. Ramp down to the channel Hioor about 300’ south

of Laurel Canyon to avoid the infet there. Cross under Lauret Canyon, ramp beck up to the south side of the channel. Cross Whitsett at grade.
A ramp would be provided south of Cold Canyon to the shopping conter south of the ROW (Gatlight Alley} Cross under Coldwater Can-
yon on the channel floor, ramping back up to the south side west of Cold Canyon. De d to the ch fioor esst of Fulton and ramp
back up west of Moorpark.

Ramg to the channel Hloor to cross under Woodman, the Hazeltine/Ventura Freewsy crossing, and Van Nuys, returning to the top after each
undercrossing. Cross Kester st grade (signs only). Remp to the floor east of Sepuiveda and remain on the floor until west of the freewsy and
access ramp. Ramp 10 the top, then follow the south side of the channe) to the sxisting road to the top of the dam. Follow the dam roed to
the western end of the dam, then ramp down into the park end travel north a short distance to join the existing bicycle trail along Burbank
Boulevard. Travel west slong Burbank and north slong Balbos on the existing treil, reentsring the chennel ROW by crossing under Balboa to
the west on the existing bicycle ramp st the north side of the chennel. Continus west along the side of the river to White Oak, ramping under
the SPT RR bridge.

All trals on the channel floor in this ssgment would be on 8’ concrete surfacing rather than 3™, since there is no low-flow channel.




{Table 4-2a Continued)

Costs.
6" concrets paving 3,600 $ 117,500
Asphalt 32,000 480,000
Ramps to channel tioor (vertical channel) 14 931,000
Ramps in trap. channel 1 89,000
Ramps from dam rosd to perk 1 90,000
Fencing 116,500
Landscaping 6 locstions __. 18,000
Subtotsl $1,902,000
x 21% __2399.500
Totsl $2,301,500
Regional parks within 2 miles 2
Neighborhood perks adjecent 1
Colleges and universities within 2 miles 1
Secondary schools within 1 mile 2
Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles 4
Jurisdictions: L.os Angeles City
SEGMENT 6: WHITE OAK AVENUE TO BELL CREEK (4.9 MILER)
Route: Continue west on the north side of the river. Ramp under Whits Osk A , Victory Boulevard/Lindley A (one long mnp) and
Reseda Boulevard. Cross over Aliso Creak (bridgs needed) and ramp under Wilbur A Tampa A , Corbin A Wi

Vanowen Strest, and Mason Street. Cross over Brown's Creek inlet (bridw nesded), and ramp under DcSow Avenue and the Canoge Avenue
auto and RR bridges {one ramp for both). Cross at grade at Owensmouth

Costs:

Resurfacing 22,300 $ 71,500

Ramps in trap. channel 1 979,000

Benching in trap. side (Lindley to Victory) 350° 94,500

Bridges 2 57,500

Landscaping [} 18,000
Subtotal $1,280,600
x 21% 269,000
Total $1,549,500

Regional parks within 2 miles 1

Neighborhood parks adjsce 2

Colleges and universities within 2 miles 0

Socondarv schaols within 1 mile 2

Shopping s and busi districts within 2 miles 3

Jurisdictions: Los Angeles City

PROJECT TOTALS

Total Cost: $11,782,000 {(see nots at end of Table 4-2b)

Regional plrlu within 2 miles 7

Neighborhood perks adj 14

Collews and umvcmtm within 2 miles 1

Secondary schools within 1 mile 17

Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles 13

Jurisdictions: South Gate, Cudahy, Beil, Vernon, Los Angeles City,
Glendale, Burbank, Universal City, Los Angeles County

TABLE 4-2b. LOS ANGELES RIVER EQUESTRIAN TRAIL (38.9 MILES)

SEGMENT 1: RIO HONDO CONFLUENCE TO DOWNEY ROAD (6.8 MILES)

Rot-te. Crows the Rio Hondo from the existing LARIO treil (new bridgs required) to the esst side of the Los Angeles River. Foliow the power
line ROW between the channel and Long Beach Freewsy north 10 Slauson Avenue, ramping under each of the obstructing strests and reilroad
twidges. A rest arsa would be located south of Stauson Avenue. Remp under Slauson, crossing the m’| um paraiials the channet from Slauson
to the north, mnmdnponrlmRowmuvdlmﬁnﬁm-unwowy d or int tly used}. Continue north in

the powsr ROW. Active rails must be crosed twice before resntering the chennsi ROW. Ramp down fram tho mh 1/4 mile south of Attentic
to avond crossing 8 Nvd 8t of tracks, Bench m- trall into the side from this point until north of the District Strest RR bridgs. This would be
done 1o provide sepel the eq ian traif an 1 the reils persileling the channet ROW at this point. Remp up to the scoess rosd

Ramp from this point to the chennef floor, continuing on -he floor untii north of Downey.

R T L T~ ey — g ey e prgra s

north of District Strest, continue north on the sccess road until separation from the rall line agein dimir.ishes (shout 1/4 mile south of Downey).
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{Table 4-2b Continued)

Cosrs:

Bridge at Rio Hondo $ 427,500

Ramps in trap. channel 8

Benching into side 4,800 1,296,000

Ramps to channel floor (trap. chen.) 1 60,000

Removal of ssphait 2,800’ 22,000

Rest area 1 192,000
Subtotsi $1,997,600
x 21% 419,500

Total $2.417,000

SEGMENT 2: DOWNEY ROAD TO FIGUE ROA STREET (8 MILES)

Route: Continue north on the channel floor, crossing the low-flow channel twice. fiest rooms and a watering trough for the horses would be
provided on the sast side of the channel north of the Butte RR bridge (there is min:mal room availabls for the rast facility), slong with a ramp
leading to them. A ramp would be provided at Spring Strest for access to the perk thers, which would serve as a rest stop. Ramp up to the sast

side north of Figueroa. {Nots: Trails along this sagment of the channel would not be ussble during those times of the year when the weter level
tises above the trail surfsce.)

Costs.

Concreto paving 12" 3,000 $ 168,000

Concrete paving 3*' 29,800° 596,000

Access ramps to channal floor (trap. chan.) 3 180,000

Low -flow crossings 2 11,000

Rest area and smprovements at Spring Street Park 2 locations 100,000
Subtotal $1,055,000
x21% 221,500
Total $1,276.,500

SEGMENT 3: FIGUEROA STREET 70 BARHAM BOULEVARD (10.0 MILES)

Route Continue north from Figueroa on the east side. Ramp under Fletcher and Glendale Boulevard {long ramps needed in both places}.
Tunnel under Los Feliz. Cross the channel over 8 naw equestrian bridge. Cross under the freeway into the park using the existing tunnel.
Follow the existing bridle path through the park, crossing to the north side of the channel at the existing Mariposa Street tunnel and bridge.
Follow the existing equestrian trail to the west toward Burbank studios.

Costs:
Removal of asphalt 21,800° $ 170,000
Ramps in trap. chan. 2 170,000
Bridge 275 x 12° 275,000
Fencing 12,000
Subtotal $ 627,000
x 21% 131,500
Total $ 758,500
Alternatives
1. Cross the river using the existing eq ian crossing i d of a new bridge. New ramps would be cut into the sides to replace the existing

dirt ramps, fencing would be added along the ramps, and improvements would be made in the crossing. Cost: $587,000.

2. Provide a trail in the channel ROW along the entire sastern and northern sides of the park. A tunnel under Los Feliz would be required,
and the existing river crossing north of Los Feliz would be used with improvements as described in Alternative 1, instead of a bridge. A

bridge would be needed to cross the Verdugo Wash, and ramping would be needed to cross the two cut-out inlet sections north of the
park, Cost: $781,500.

SEGMENT 4 BARHAM BOULEVARD TO TUJUNGA WASH (3.5 MILES)

Route. Ramp 1o the channel floor sest of the Burbank Studios, snd continue west on the floor until past the Hollywood Freeway (2.1 miles
on the floor, using 3" concrete paving). Ramp up to the north side of the channel. A rest area would be provided at this point. Ramp to the

floor and up again to cross under Vineland. Cross Tujunga at grade. Continue west to the Tujungs wash. A bridge would be provided to cross
the wash.

Costs.

Bridge at Tujunga Wash $ 57,500

Ramps to channel floor {vert. chan.) q 266,000

Concrete paving 3" 11,300 226,000

Rest ares 1 192,000

Fencing 73,000
Subtotal $ 814 500
x 21% 97,500
Total $ 912,000
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(Table 4-2b Continued)
SEGMENT 6: TUWWUNGA WASH TO WHITE OAK AVENUE (8 MILES)

Route: Continue to the wast on the north side of the channel, crossing Radford at grade. Ramp down to the channel fioor and up agein to
cross undovuwonhohwucﬁun from Radford to Keswer {Laursl Canyon, Whitsett, Coldwater Canyon, Fulton/Moorpark, Woodman,
» F , andl Van Nuys; the treil would stay on the invert from east of Fulton to west of Moorpark). Cross Kester st

m R-mpnomﬂooroutolmndnmmhﬁowmtmofnnlmmmm Ramp up to0 the north side
of the channel. (Note: It might be possibie to continue on the channel floor past the spillway directly into the park.) Climb the esst face of
the dam to the top of the dam (dirt slops, not very steep). Ramp down the west face of the dem and travel northwast to join the proposed
park bridie path slong Burbank Boyleverd, Folliow Burbank west to the chennel, then trevel sast slong the south side of the channel to White
Oek, crossing under Belbos on the existing equestrian ramp and ramping under the SPT railraad bridge.

Costs:
6" concrete paving 2,700 $ 90,500
Ramps to charmal floor (vert. chan.) 16 1,064,000
Ramps in trap, channel 1 89,000
Ramp from top of dam into park 110,000
Fencing 112,000
Landscaping 6 locations 78,000
Subtotal $1,544,000
x 21% 324,500
Total $1,868,500

SEGMENT 6: WHITE OAK AVENUE TO BELL CREEK (4.9 MILES)

Route. Continue west on the south side of the river. Runp under White Osk Avenue snd Lindley Averiue. Cross Cabalierc Cuok (bndp

needed) and ramp under Victory Boulevard, Reseds Bou d, Wilbur A , Tamps A , Corbir. A . Winneth !
Mason Street (one long ramp), DeSoto Avenue, and the Clnon Avenue auto lnd reilroad bvidpl {one ramp 'ov both). Cross Onmmou'h at
grade (signal required).

Costs:
Removal of asphalt 22,500 $ 176,600
Ramps in trap. chan. n" 979,000
Benching in chan. side 300° 81,000
Bridge 50° 29,000
Traffic signais 1 focation 18,000
Landscaping 3 locationy 39,000
Subtotal $1,322,500
x 21% 276,000
Total $1.600,500
TOTAL PROJECT COST! $€,833,000

Total project costs for the bicycle and squestrian trals indicate the cost of either trasi built without the other The two Projects would share 8 common rest area and
ramy) in Seyment 2, and a common bridge 1n Segment 3 Total cost of hicycle and equesti:an trails built together would be $382,500 iess than the sum of the twa
projects
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SAN JOSE CREEK BICYCLE AND EQUESTRIAN
TRAILS

San Jose Creek offers the best potential within the chan-
nel network for an eastward extension of the regional
backbone trail system. Such an extension would link
the eastern San Gabriel Valley to major recreational
areas to the west, including the Whittier Narrows Recre-
ational Area and the southern coastline. it would pro-
vide residents of the area with access to the San Gabriel
Mountains along the San Gabriel River Trail and would
connect to the Thompson Creek Channel, a potential
eastern route to the mountain area. 1t would also con-
nect with the Skyline Trail, a major equestrian and bik-
ing route now under construction. The recreational
potential of these areas and of the existing backbone
trails would be increased by the improved accessibility
that these trails would offer.

In addition to its recreational potential, the bicycle trail
would provide a transportation route to commercial,
business, and industrial areas along the channel, and to
numerous schools and parks.

The equestrian trail would overlap in function with the
Skyline Trail, which is now being constructed. Both
would provide regional access to the eastern San Gabriel
Valley. San Jose Creek, however, would serve some
equestrians bypassed by the Skyline Trail, would provide
an alternative route to the Skyline, and would complete
two trail loops of 20 and 30 miles. Coordination with
other agencies is needed to weigh the additional benefits
that the San Jose trail would provide.

Rapid development is occurring in much of the area
along this channef. The existence of a regional bicycle
trail might encourage developing communities to include
good bicycle networks in their planning. As urbaniza-
tion occurs, existing equestrian trails will be obstructed
in many places, and the development of regional eques-
trian trails in the area will become rnuch more difficuit.
Efforts should be made to take advantage of possible
routes such as the channel offers before inevitable
encroachments into the right-of-way occur.

The San Jose Creek trails are divided here into three
segments, which could be completed in phases as sepa-
rate projects. Each of the phases would serve localized
uses until the entire system was completed, but the
major benefits at the regional level would not be realized
until trails along the entire length of the channel were
operational. The three segments, beginning at the San
Gabriel River, are described below.

4.27

Segment 1. San Jose Creek: San Gabriel River to
Lemorn Avenue

Recreational trails on this segment would extend the
regional backbone to the east for a distance of nine
miles, thereby improving access to the existing LARIO.
San Gabriel trail system from this area. Access to the
proposed Otterbein Regional Park and the Industry
Hills Civic Recreation Conservation Area would also be
improved. The bicycle traif would also provide a trans
portation route from residential areas along the channel
to the concentration of business and industry in the
City of Industry.

The equestrian trail would connect with the San Gabriel
Trail at its west end and the proposed Skyline Trail at
its east end, creating a major trail loop. It would provide
access to both these facilities from a concentration of
equestrian activity near 7th Street.

Consideration should be given to merging the Skyline
Trail with the San Jose Creek equestrian trail proposed
here from a quarter-mile south of Nogales Street to
Fairway Drive. The channel right-of-way would provide
better separation from auto traffic and trains than the
proposed route, which lies adjacent to Vailey Boulevard
and the SPT railroad.

Devetopment of trails along this segment would not be
difficult, since it contains relatively few obstructions
compared to most other channels.

The Los Angeies County Road Department has studied
this segment of the San Jose Creek for potential develop-
ment of a bicycle trail (Ref 4-7). -

Segment 2. San Jose Creek: [emon Avenue to Los
Angeles County Fairgraunds

Recreational trails along this segment would extend the
regional backbone to the east an additional six miles,
thus providing regional access to Cal Poly, Pomona, and
the Los Angeles County Fairgrounds. Both of these
locations are centers of equestrian activity, as well as
major traffic destinations.

Good transportation access for bicyclists along this route
would be a major benefit for the rapidly developing
communities in the area and might stimulate the devel-
opment of a good network of regional bicycle trails.
Aside from its regional importance, a bicycle trail along
this segment might be an excellent local project, serving
these communities, Cal Poly and the fairgrounds.




An equestrian trail along this segment would link the
Skyline Trail at its south end with a proposed connec-
tion along Thompson Creek at the north end to the San
Gabriel Mountains. These three trails and others would
form a major equestrian loop including both urban and
foothill trails.

Trails along this segment would be more costly than
those along Segment 1 because of more frequent obstruc-
tions. The San Bernardino Freeway, in particular, would
be a major obstruction to both trails.




TABLE 4-3a. SAN JOSE CREEK BICYCLE TRAIL (16.5 MILES)
SEGMENT 1 SAN GABRIEL RIVER TO LEMON AVENUE (10.6 MILES)

Route: From the San Gabriel River crossing, follow the south side of the channe!, ramp under the San Gabriel River Freewsy and continue
under Workman Mill Road (no remp necesssry). Tunnel under 7th St. (difficult tunnel dus to drein inlets) and cross the U.P.R.R. at grade.
Tunnei under Turnbull Cyn. Road and cross to the north side of the channel on the existing bridge st Parriot Place. Continue on the north
side under Hacienda Blvd. (no ramp necessery), and cross Stimson Ave., Unlon Pacific RR, Southern Pacific RR, snd Ansheim-Pusnts Road
st grade. Continue under Azusa Ave. (no ramp necsssary). Tunnei under Nogales St., cross Sentous Awe., Fairway Drive, and Lemon Ave. st
grade.

Costs:
Resurfacing existing asphalt 41,400 $132,500
Asphalt paving 12,300 184,500
Ramps 1 89,000
Tunnels {open-cut) 3 556,500
Bridge 1 9,000
Fencing 46,400 197,000
Landscaping 7 91,000
Rest area 2 89,500
Subtotai §7.349,000
x21% 283,500
Totat

Regional parks within 2 miles

Neighborhood parks adjacent

Colleges and universities within 2 miles

Secondary schools within 1 mite

Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles
Jurisdictions: Industry, Los Angeles County

NODO =W

SEGMENT 2: LEMON AVENUE TO LOS ANGELES COUNTY FAIRGROUNDS (5.9 MILES

Route: From Lemon Ave., continue aast on the north side of the channel, bridging across to the south side at the Southern Pacitic RR. Cross
Old Brea Canyon Rd. at grade. Continue north on Oid Brea Canyon Road across the existing controlled RR crossing to the north side of the
channel, continuing sast along the north side. Bridge over the channel inlet, cross the private road at grade, and tunne! under Valley Bivd. and
Temple Ave., and continue east under the Orange Fwy. (no ramp necessary). The trail paratlels Campus Drive from the Orange Freeway to
thgaway and would be intograted into the existing linesr park there. Cross Ridgeway Bivd. at grade and ramp under the Corona Fwy. (minor
quired). Continuing on the north side, the trail would tunnel under Ganesha Bivd. and cross Gien ave., Dudiey St., Weber St.,

d Murchison Ave., at grade. At ﬂm point the trail would continue on surface streets due to the obstruction created bv the San chcvdmo
Fwy. overcrossing. Follcw Murchison Ave. to Orsnge Grove, travel west on Orange Grove to White Ave,, and north on White Ave. under the
San Bernardino Freaway. North of this point the trail would follow Thompson Craek (see Class B pro;ecn).

Costs
Asph alt paving 24 500 $ 367,500
Ramp! 1 45,000
Tunnels {open cut) 3 556,500
Bridge 1 9,000
Fencing 31,600 134,500
Landscaping 5 65,000
Subtotal STI77500
x21% 247,500
Totat $7.325.000

Regional parks within 2 miles

Neighborhood parks adjacent

Colleges and unversitias within 2 miles

Sacondary schools within 1 mife

Shoppmg eenms and business districts within 2 miles

di .

Jur : try, P . Los Angeles County

-~w W

PROJECT TOTALS

Total Cost: $3,057,500

Regional parks within 2 miies

Newghborhood parks adjacent

Colleges snd universities within 2 niles

Sacondary schools within 1 mile

Smppmq eentnn and buum districts within 2 miles
Jurisd : Ind y. P , Los Angeles County

-
WO W~

1 Ramp under Lodae span outside of chanae!, not a 1 nnel
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TABLE 4-3b. SAN JOSE CREEK EQUESTRIAN TRAIL (17.7 MILES)
SEGMENT 1: SAN GABRIEL RIVER YO LEMON AVENUE (10.6 WILES)

Route: From the Sen Gabriel River crossing, follow the north side, remp under the Sen Gabriel River Fwy., and continue under Workman
Milt Road (no ramp necessary ). Tunnel under 7th St. (diffioult tunnel becsuss of drain inlets) and cross the Union Pacific RR st grade.
Tunnel under Turnbuli Canyon Road end cross the channel st the existing bridge at Perriot Place to the south side. Continue under
Hacienda Bivd. (no ramp necessary), cros Stinson Ave., Union Pacific RR, Southern Pecific RR, and Ansheim-Pusnte Roed st grade.

Continue under Azuss Ave. {no ramp necessary), bridge over the channel inlst, end tunnel under Nogales St. Cross Sentous Ave., Feirwey Dr.,

and Lemon Ave. at grade.

Costs -
Removal of asphalt 79,000 $ 616,000
Ramp 1 89,000
Tunnels {open cut) 3 568,500
Bridge : 2 43,600
Fencing 48,400 197,000
Landscaping 7 91,000
Rest area 1 44,500
Staging erea 1 192,000
Subtotal TEDE0
x21% 384,000
Total EITIE0

SEGMENT 2: LEMON AVENUE TO LOS ANGELES COUNTY FAIRGROUNDS (7.1 MILES!

Route: From Lamon Ave. continus on the south side of the channel and cross the Southern Pucific RR, Old Brea Cyn. Road, and s privaw
road at grade (signs only). Bridge over the channel inlet, tunnel under Valley Bivd. and Temple Ave., and continue under the Orangs Fwy.
(no ramp necessary). Just esst of the Orangs Fwy., bridge across the channel to the north side and continus buside the proposed bicycle
trail. Cross back to the south sids on the existing bridge at Ridgeway Bivd. st grade and ramp under the Corons Fwy. (minor modifications
required). Continus on the south side crossing Ganssha Bivd., Glen Ave., Dudiey St. and Weber St. at grads. The trail would lsave the channei

ROW at Murchison Ave., following Murchison west to the existing tunnel under the Sen Bernardino Fwy. This is s small tunnel (sbout 8° by §°),

and it would be necessary 10 dismount and lead the horse through. Improvements would bs needed st the tunnel sntrance. North of the free-
way the trail would travel to the sast slong the fresway to Ganeshs Park,

Costs.
Removal of asphait 7.000" 8 64,500
Ramp? 1 45,000
Tunnels {open-cut) 4 830,000
Tunne! improvements (San Bern. Fwy.) 1 50,000
Bridges 2 15,500
Fencing 34,000 159,000
Landscaping 5 65,000
Rest areas 1 44,500
Subtotal §263500
x21% 265,600
Total $TE20,000

TOTAL PROJECT COST: $3,742,500.

! Ramp under oridge span outside of channel; not a tunne.
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Arroyo Calabasas Bicycle and Equestrian Trails

Arroyo Seco Bicycle and Equestrian Trails
Bell/Chatsworth/Dayton Creek Bicycle and Equestrian Trails
Sawpit/Buena Vista Bicycle and Equestrian Trails
Thompson Creek Bicycle and Equestrian Trails

Tujunga Wash Bicycle and Equestrian Trails
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CLASS B PROJECTS
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ARROYO CALABASAS BICYCLE AND
EQUESTRIAN TRAILS

Trails along the Arroyo Calabasas would provide a major
connection between the proposed backbone system and
the Santa Monica Mountains. Development of a park
system in these mountains has a high priority at the
state level, and there is also the possibility that a
National Recreational Area could be created there.
Bicycle and equestrian trails are being planned for the
area. Access to these trails from outside the Santa
Monica Mountains is a major concern of park planners.
The Arroyo Calabasas could be an important link to
these trail systems from the San Fernando Valley.

The equestrian trail, in particular, would be of major
significance. Unlike bicyclists, who otherwise would
gain access to the area on city streets, equestrians cur-
rently have no trait connection from the San Fernando
Valley to the Santa Monica Mountains. There is strong
interest among the riders of the area in establishing such
a connection. Together with the proposed Bell/
Chatsworth/Dayton equestrian trail, the Arroyo Cala-
basas trail would link the existing trail system in the
western San Fernando Valley to the Santa Monica
Mountains.

These trails would also provide access to the proposed
regional backbone system from adjacent residential
areas, thereby linking these areas to the Chatsworth
Reservoir and the Sepulveda Basin Recreational Area.

A major problem to be resolved in establishing these
trails would be the connection of the Los Angeles River
confluence with the channel upstream of Topanga Can-
yon Boulevard. The channel is covered by a shopping
center from Vanowen Street to Topanga Canyon, both
of which are heavily traveled streets. Bicyclists could
cross at the intersection, but this would not be desirable
for equestrians. It is proposed that tunneis be built
under Topanga Canyon and Vanowen, and that an
attempt be made to obtain a 12-foot easement along
the edge of the shopping center parking ot for travel
between the tunnels. While this is not a desirable
arrangement, all other alternatives appear to involve the
use of city streets by horses for distances of a half-mile
or more. Given the importance of the equestrian trail
along this channel, emphasis should be placed on obtain-
ing the necessary easement from the shopping center. |f
a 20-foot easement could be obtained, the bicyclists
would also use this route and could then avoid the
heavily traveled streets.

FrECEDING PAGE BLANK-NOT F1LMED

It would also be necessary for bicyclists to make use of
city streets between Victory Boulevard and Fallbrook
Avenue, since there is access along only one side of the
channel here and at the Ventura Freeway crossing,
where the Valley Circle Drive bridge across the freeway
would be used. Equestrians would make use of the
channel fioor to cross under the freeway.




TABLE 44s. ARROYO CALABASAS BICYCLE TRAIL (3.9 MILES)

Route. From the north side of the Los Angeles River go narth slong Bell Cresk 500’ to the existing hridge, then returmn south slong Beli
Creek to the north side of Arroyo Calabeses. Travel southsast slong the channel to Vanowen Street, then west siong Vanowen and south on
Topanga Canyon Boulevard to re-enter the channel right-of-way. Travel south siong the chennel 10 Victory, then continue west on Victory %
Fallbrook Ave., and south on Fallbrook Ave. to the channel right-of-way. Continue on the north side, ing the Woodiske Ave./Bu L
Blvd. intersaction, Mariano St., Canzonet St., end Valiley Circle Drive st grade. Continus on Valley Circle Dr. over the freswey 0 Avenus

San Luis, then east on Avenue San Luis to re-enter the Dry Canyon channel right-of-way on the esst side. Continue to the end of the channel.

Costs.

Asphalt paving 1,300° $ 19,600

Fencing 10,600 45,000

Landscaping 9 117,000

Rest araa 1 44,500
Subtotal §226,000
x 21% 47 500
Total 273580

Regional parks within 2 miles

Ne:ghb d perks adj;

Colleges and universities within 2 miles

Secondary schools within 1 miles

Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles
Jurisdiction. Los Angeles City

" h
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TABLE 4-4b. ARROYO CALABASAS EQUESTRIAN TRAIL (3.9 MILES)

Route From the trail on the south side of the Los Angeles River follow the ch H until 1t by d by school plsyground. (At the
school playground it will bh nacessary to obtain an easamant through to Vanowen St.) Tunnel under Vanowsn St. and follow the side of the
Topanga Piaza Shopping Center perking lot (it would be necessary 10 abtain an ssssment across the perking lot). Tunnel under Topanga
Canyon Blvd. Tunnel under Victory Blvd., cross Shoup Ave. at grade {signs only), snd tunnei under Fellbrook Ave Cross Mariano St. and
Canzonet St. at grade, tunnel under Valiey Circle Drive, and ramp to the ch A floor. Conti on the ch | floor under the Ventura Fwy .
then ramp up to the west side of the channel. Continue to the end of the trail.

Costs

Removal of asphalt 14,500° $113,000

Fenaing 15,500 66,000

Landscaping 9 117,000

Rest area 1 44 500
Subtotal A0 500
x 21% 71,500
Total 8I2000
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ARROYO SECO BICYCLE AND EQUESTRIAN
TRAILS

Bicycle and equestrian trails along the Arroyo Seco
Channel would provide access from the proposed trail
backbone along the Los Angeles River to the extensive
park system within the Arroyo Seco. These trails would
also lead to the proposed Devil's Gate Recreational Area
and farther north to the San Gabriel Mountains.

The Arroyo Seco Gorge is one of the most attractive
settings within the LACDA channel system for recrea-
tional use. It contains a large amount of developed
parkland that would be appealing to cyclists and eques-
trians, as well as natural hillsides and a small, unchan-
nelled, repair area.

Besides having excellent recreational potential, the
bicycle trail would also provide a transportation corridor
for the densely populated area through which it passes.
At its north end, this corridor would lead to the Pasadena
business district. At its south end, the trail would pro-
vide access to the Elysian Park area and, through its con-
nection with the proposed Los Angeles River trail, to the
south-central industrial district and central business dis-
trict of Los Angeles.

Trails are proposed only from the Los Angeles River
confluence to the Pasadena Avenue crossing in South
Pasadena. There is an existing equestrian trail to the
north at this point that allows travel as far as the San
Gabriel Mountains. A bicycle trail farther to the north
is not proposed for two reasons. There is currently
extensive use of existing streets along the Arroyo Seco
by bicyclists, and there does not appear to be a signifi-
cant need for a trail. Second, a paved trail along the
channel north of San Pasqual Street would detract from
the scenic quality of the gorge, which is relatively undis-
turbed from San Pasqual to Holly Street. This is one of
the few remaining sections of undeveloped, riparian
canyon near the central urban area, and efforts are being
made to preserve parts of 1t and perhaps to restore them
to a relatively natural state.

From the Los Angeles River cunfluence to the southern-
most of the two Pasadena Avenue crossings, there is
little or no room along the sides of the channel for trails.
This is also true of much of the distance from the foot-
bridge south of Griffin Avenue to Via Marisol. In these
two areas, it would be necessary to locate both trails on
the bottom of the channel. There is a low-flow channel!
in these sections, and the main channel is wide enough
that travel along the floor would not be unpleasant.

The Pasadena Freeway is adjacent to the channel on its
northwest side for about the first half of the channel
length. Therefore, trails are located only on the south-
west side or on the channel floor. The proposed trails
would leave the channel right-of-way in several places to
pass through adjacent parkland. The entire cost of the
proposed trail is included in the cost estimate, but those
parts of the trail outside the channel right-of-way proba-
bly could not be funded under the Code 710 cost-
sharing program.

Plans for a bike path along the Arroyo Seco between
the two Pasadena Avenue crossings are being prepared
by the Los Angeles City Transportation Department.
Funding is anticipated for the 1980-81 fiscal year.
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TABLE 4-5s. ARROYO SECO BICYCLE TRAIL (4.3 MILES')

Route From the Los Angeles River confluence, travel northeast on the southeast side of the channel floor. Riders would enter from the
proposad Los Angeles River bicycie trail, which would siso be on the chennet floor st this point, or down the existing ramp to the channel
floor (improvements to the low-flow channel and a bridge across the low-floor would be needed at this point. There would aiso be a3 bridge
across the Los Angeles River low-flow channel). Remp up to the south side of the channel sast of Pasadena Ave. Follow the south side of

the channel through Heritage Square to Homer Street. Travel north on Homer Street to the regional park, then continue north through the
park (construction of a trail would be required) to the footbridge west of Gritfen. Rasmp to the channel fioor west of the footbridge, snd
travel east on the channel floor until east of Via Marisol. Remp up to the south side of the channe! and cross into the park. Travel through the
park on the existing park road to Ave. 60. East of the Ave. 80 underpass s trail would be required through the park to the tunnel under the
freeway access ramp. From east of the access ramp, follow the park maintenance rosd to Marmion Way. Cross Marmion at grade and travel
through the park (construction of trail required) to Pasadena Ave. East of the Pasadena, Ave. underpass, follow the existing equestrian trail up
the hill to Pasadena Ave. Travel alongside Passdena Ave. to Arroyo Dr. Continue past this point on city streets,

Costs

Concrate paving 3 8,800° $176,000

Asphalt paving within ROW 2,400 36,000

Asphalt paving outside ROW 8,300 124,500

Ramps to channel floor {trap. chan ) 3 180,000

Low-flow crossings 2 11,000
Subtotal $527.500
x 21% 111,000

Total? EIRB00

Regional parks within 2 miles

Neighborhood patks adjacent

Colleges and universities within 2 miles

Secondary schools within t mile

Shopping centers and business districts withun 2 miles
Jurisdictrons: Los Angeles City, South Pasadena, Pasadena

~-NOoOoN

Ve the d 3imile length of this trail 7.600° would be on the channei floor. 3.300° alongside the channel within chanrel ROW, 6.400" on park land, and 5 400" on
ity or park streets

2 e lu(a(l)tus( of this project Includes trails within the park and vutside of the channel ROW This part of the (osts could probably not be cost-shareo under the
Carle 710 program

TABLE 4-50. ARROYO SECO EQUESTRIAN TRAIL (3.9 MILES")

Aooste From the Los Angeles River confluence, travel northeast on the northwest side of the channel floor. Riders would enter from the pro-
posed Los Angeles River equestrian trait, which would also be on the channel floor at this point. Horses would travel on the northwest side of
the channel because they can cross the shallow low-tlow ch | easily without a bridge, wh bicycies would require 8 bridge. Ramp up to
the south side of the channel east of Pasadena Ave. Follow the south side of the channel through Heritage Square, ramping down to the invert
west of Ave. 43. Ramp up to the south side 200 yards east of Ave 43 and continue alang the channel 1o the footbridge west of Griffen. Ramp
to the channel floor west of the footbridge, and travel east on the channel floor until east of Via Marisol. Ramp up to the south side and con-
tinue through the park, passing through the Ave. 60 underpass and the tunnel under the freeway access ramp at Ave. 60. From esst of the
access ramp, travel alongside the park main road to Marmion Way. Cross Marmion at grade and travel to the park to Pasadena Ave.
Continue north on the existing equestrian trail.

Costs
Concrete paving 3 9,940° $199.000
Ramps to channel fioor (trap. chan.) 5 300,000
Subtotal $439,000
x 21% 105.000
Total2 -
VOfthe 10t bt of s trag? © 950" wuuhl be on tha channel tioar 6.150° alongside the channe! wahin channe! ROW, audd 4 /(X0 an park lang
? Tt

Attty progect o Lades trgtls withee the park and outs. de of the (hannel ROW  [hig part of the . caty coad 1 probatly nat be cott sharsd ., rvies the

[RYREIRA VRGP L1}
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BELL/CHATSWORTH/DAYTON ( REEK BICYCLE
- AND EQUESTRIAN TRAILS

An equestrian trail along this route sould provide a
major connection between the back sone trail system
and the area of heavy equestrian activity in the western
San Fernando Valley. The trail would provide access
from the existing equestrian trail sy ;tem in that area to
proposed connections to the Santa Monica Mountains
(along Arroyo Calabasas) and the S¢pulveda Basin
(along the Los Angeles River). Such a connection is a
current, major goal of equestrians in the area.

Both trails would connect the backbone system to the
proposed Chatsworth Reservoir Rocreational Area. The
bicycle trail would serve both recreational and transpor-
tation needs by linking residents of the area with parks,
schools, and two major shopping centers.

Both of the trails would extend access to the backbone
system to a larger area of the San Fernando Valley.

The trail routes are relatively unobstructed to a point
- near Orcutt Ranch Park. Here bicycles would transfer
to city streets, and it would be necessary for equestrians
to use Justice Street for a short distance to bypass a
covered section of channel. The equestrian trail would
pass through the park on a maintenance road.

SAWPIT/BUENA VISTA BICYCLE AND
EQUESTRIAN TRAILS

Trails along these channels would connect the upper
end of the Rio Hondo trails at Peck Reservoir to the
San Gabriel trails at Santa Fe Reservoir. The only other
connection between these major routes is located 8%
miles to the south at the Whittier Narrows. Completion
of this connection would also form trail loops about

21 miles long for bicychsts and equestrians.
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TABLE 4-6s. BELL/CHATSWORTH/DAYTON CREEK BICYCLE TRALL (2.6 MILES)

Route From the proposed Los Angeles River Trail ending at Oy th Ave., on the north side of the channel, bridging across
to the south side over the existing pedestrian bridge south of Topanga Canyon Bivd. Tunnel under Topangs Cyn. Bivd., continuing half way
to Shoup Ave., then bridging back 10 the north side and tunneling under Shoup Ave. Continue on the sast side of Chatsworth Cresk, tunnel-
ing under Sherman Way and Saticoy St. Bridge across the channel to the north side of Dayton Creek and trave! west to Woodiske Ave.
Transition to city streets wast of Woodieke Ave.

Costs:
Asphalt Paving 12,000 $ 180,000
Tunnels {open cut) 4 711,000
Bridges ] 7,000
Fencing 6,600° 28,000
Landscaping’ 6 78,000
Subtotal 004
x 21% 211,000
Total s i
Regional parks within 2 miles
Neighborhood parks adjacent

Colleges and universities with 2 miles

Secondary schools within 1 mile

Shopping centers and business districts within 2 mites
Jurisdiction: Los Angeles City

BWO =

! One toanel and 1wo landscaped areas are shared with the eguest- an trad The totat cost (83350001 5 divided equslly between the two trais

TABLE 4.6b. BELL/CHATSWORTH/DAYTON CREEK EQUESTRIAN TRAIL (3.4 MILES)

Route. From the proposed Los Angeles River eq isn trail ending at O th Ave., bridge over the Arroyo Calabasas to the south side
of Bell Creek. Tunnel under Topanga Canyon Bivd. and Shoup Ave. Bridge to the west side of Chatsworth Creek. Follow Chatsworth Creek
to the north, tunneling under Sherman Way and Saticoy St.

Travel west along the south side of Dayton Cruek, crossing Woodliske st grade. Coi:inue west along the dirt strip between the strest and the
channel. Move south onto the street for about 150 feet ta go around the houses that cover the channel near the park entrance (it the street
cannot be used, It would be necessary to cross to the noi th side of the channel at thix point and grade a peth along the toe of the hill behind

the houses}. Cross 10 the north side of the channel over ' he existing bridge at the park entrance. Follow the mantenance road through the park.
Cross Roscue at grade  Follow the north side of the cha el to Valley Circle Bivd. g the g 8q 1an trail to the north at this

poimnt

Costs

Removal of asphalt 5,000 $ 39,000

Tunnels iopen cut)! 4 711,000

Briciges 2 26,500

Fencing 6,600 28.000

Landscaping? 6 18,000
Subtatal § 500
x 21% 185,500
Totai +1.068.000
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TA3LE 4.7a. SAWPIT/BUENA VISTA BICYCLE TRAIL (2.8 MILES) ¢
Ruute  From Peck Water Conservation Park, tunnel under Peck Rd. to the west side 5f Sewpit Channel. Cross Live Oak and Longden Ave
at grade at the axisting uignals. crosmng 10 the east side of the channel at Longden. Centinue north to the Buena Vista channel, then follow :
Buena VistaChanne! on the south side to Buena Vista Strest. Cross st grade. Follow the channel to the northeast to the point where i1t enters i
the spreading basin, and chmb to the maintanance road that borders the spreading basin. Follow this roed to the -_ounn-n and then to IM
northeast to the axisting tunnel under the freewsy. Cross under the freeway to the emst, and follow the peved maintenance road to the exist-
ng Sen Gabriel River bicycle trail.
Qosts ;
Asphalt paving 12,600° $ 187,500 §
Tunnel 1 175,000
Fencing! 5,300 11,500 !
Landscaping’ 3 locations 39,000 i
Subtotal X i
x 21% 86,000 ‘
Totat' ,
,‘&
Regional parks within 2 mdes 1 { ;
Neighborhood parks adjacent 1 N
Colleges and universities within 2 miles 0 i 3
Secondary schools within 1 mile 2 t
Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles 4] 1]
Jurisdictions: Monrovia and Irwindate i
I- i
! It the Locycle and ¢Quesinian trails were b 111 togethur the tandscaping end 2,800° of tencing wou'd be shared in this event. the total cost of the combined ; :
projects would be $25 500 less thas the sium ot then otals., ! i
‘
i
TABLE 4-7b. SAWPIT/BUENA VISTA EQUESTRIAN TRAIL {2.3 MILES) 13
Rucre From Pack Water Conservation ark, tunnel under Peck Rd. to the sast side of Sawpit Channel. Ramp to the channel floor south of . ;
Live Oak, and travel north on the floor (6" concrete paving required) until north of Longden. Ramp up to the esst side. Continue north !
beside the bicycle trail to the Buana Visia Channel, then toliow Buena Vista Channel on the south side to Buena Vista Street. (Note: it might
be necessary to obtan an essemeant from the adjacent sand and gravel operstion to travel slong the edge of their property, since there would
be minimal space for both trails along the single access road. There is a large open field between the channe! and the gravel pit.) Cross Buena
Vista Street at grade. Follow the channe. to the northeast to the point where it intersects with the existing San Gabriel River equestrian trail 1
at the spreading basin levee,
Costs 3
Concrete paving 6 B850’ $ 28500
Tunnel 1 175,000
Ramp to channel floor. vert. chan. 2 66,500
Fencing’ 5,300° 11,500
Landscaping! 3 locations 39,000 ’
Subtotal . [
x 2% 67,500 ;
Total' $ 388500 S
S i
i Sarmwe as Note 1 abhove gy le tol é
s
¢
i
]
!
E
o
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THOMPSON CREEK BICYCLE AND EQUESTRIAN
TRAILS

Trails along Thompson Creek would connect the pro-
posed regional backbone along San Jose Creek to the
San Gabriel Mountains. They would extend access to
the backbone system through Pomona, La Verne, and
Claremont. The northern part of this area has consider-
able equestrian activity, and there are a large number of
bicyclists in the vicinity of the Claremont Colleges.

Completion of these trails would link the proposed
backbone system to the existing bicycle and equestrian
trails along the upper part of Thompson Creek.

The bicycle trail would provide a transportation route
linking residential areas along the channel to the Los
Angeles County Fairgrounds, commercial areas along
Garey Avenue and Foothill Boulevard, and two large
parks.

A connection to the Los Angeles Forest equestrian trail
system would make possible several large equestrian
trail loops. it shouid be noted that the high cost of the
equestrian trail is due primarily to the need for four
tunnels in a one-mile distance between McKinley and
Arrow Highway.

4.40




TABLE 4-8s. THOMPSON CREEK BICYCLE TRAIL (4.9 MILES")

Route From the end of the proposed San Jose Creek bicycle tra at the San Bernard:no Freeway, tollow Whita Avenue nonh,.nannring
the channel right-of-way on the west side where White crossas Thompson Creek. Tunnel under LaVerne Ave. and the Arrow Hsghm Cross
the two sets of railroad tracks, Bonita Ave., and Grove Ave. at grade. Tunnel under Foothill Bivd. and cross Garey Ave., Bassline Rd., snd

Mountain Ave. st grade. Cross to the sast side of the ch | st M in Ave. and inue north on the existing bicycle trail to Pomelio Dr.

Cross Pomwlio st grade and continue on the east side to the Thompson Reservoir.

Improvements would be made at Ganesha and Sycamore Canyon Parks to provide rest areas for equestrians.

Costs

Asphalt paving 18,500° $ 277,000

Tunnels 3 556,500

Fencing 18,500’ 78,500

Landscaping 4 iocations 52,000

Rest area improvements 2 locations 44,500
Subtotat $7,008 500
x 21% 212,000
Total . ,

Regional parks within 2 miles 4

Netghborhood parks adjacent 2

Colleges and universities within 2 miles 2

Sacondary schools within 1 mile 6

Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles 1

Jurisdicti P Ct Mt, Los Angeles County

1 This ludes 0.7 mite of existing L ycle trail and 0.7 mile of city st:vet

TABLE 4.8b. THOMPSON CREEK EQUESTRIAN TRAIL (5.6 MILES?)

Route. From the tunnet under the San Eernardino Freeway at the north end of the proposed San Jose Creek trail, follow the freewny east
to the paved siley along the freewsy, then continue east along the alley to Ganesha Park. Travel north through Ganesha Park (not necessarily
slong the channel} to McKintey. Tunnel under McKinley. Travel north through the Fairgrounds parking tot on the west side of the channe!

1o White. Tunnel under White to the east side of the ch 1. Conti north, ling under LaVerne and the Arrow Highway. Cross the
two railroad tracks, Bonita, and Grove Avenue st grade. Tunnel under Foothill Bivd. and cross Garey, Baseline, and Mountain at grade (signs
only). Continue north on the existi an trail to P o Drive, crossing Pomella at grade. Continue to the raservoir, connecting nest

there with existing dirt roads leading ;o Angsles Forest trails.

Improvements would be made at Ganesha and Sycamore Canyon Parks 10 provide rest areas for equestrians.

Costs

Tunnels {open cut) 5 $1,020,000

Fencing 18,500 78,500

Landscaping 4 locations $2.000

Rest area improvements 2 locations 44 500
Subtotal $1,008,500
x 21% 212,500
Total §1,270,500

' This chstance includes 0 7 male of existing equestrian trail and 0 6 mile within Manesha Park
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TUJUNGA WASH BICYCLE AND EQUESTRIAN
TRAILS

Tratls along the Tujunga Wash would connect the pro-
posed backbone system with the Hansen Dam Recrea-
tion Area. Except for the Whittier Narrows, this is the
most heavily used Corps of Engineers’ recreational facil-
ity in the Southwest (Ref 4-8). The route would extend
the regional trail system through a heavily populated
part of the San Fernando Valley, thus providing

increas '« access to the proposed backbone trails. These
trails, together with the trails proposed for the Los
Angeles River, would link the three major recreational
facilities of the northwest Los Angeles region, Gritfith
Park, the Sepulveda Basin, and the Hansen Dam Recre-
ational Area.

The bicycle trail would serve transportation as well as
recreational purposes, offering a commuter route for
students of Los Angeles Valley College and Grant High
School, as well as a route to business and commercial
areas for the residents of the many single- and multiple-
family homes along the wash.

An equestrian trail linking Griffith Park to Hansen Dam
wouid provide a major benefit for the many riders in
the Gritfith Park area. They currently are confined to
the park for riding because of the lack of regional trail
connections to the Griffith Park trail system.

A 1ocieational master plan (Ref 4-9) was prepaced for
the Tujunga Wash in 1975 by the U.S. Army Corps of
Engingers. Phase | of this plan, which has been imple-
mented, includas a one mile long greenbeit res! area
with bicycle and hiking trails. L ater phases of the plan
would extend the trails north to the Hansen Dam and
south to the Los Angeles River. The traud routes recom-
mended here are similar 10 those described in the mas
ter plan; however, there are two exceptions: ain eques-
trian trail has been added and greater use of tt e chan
nel floor s recommended in order to reduce th e number
and length of tunnels needed.

In yenerat, the channel is well suited to trail develop-
ment because of its wide and alimast completely unused
right of way. There are nuimerous obstructing streets,
however, mcluding a freeway and three street intersec-
tions. These obstructions would make the development
of trails on the Tujunga Wash relatively expensive.

The wide night of way would allow bicycle anc eques-

trian truils to be placed on the same side with adequate
separation, which would reduce the cost of turnet

442

construction. Wider tunnels would be needed for the
combined use of the two trails, but this would be less
expensive than constructing a separate tunnel for each
trail. It would also be possible in most cases to locate
the trails far enough from the edge of the channel to
avoid the need for increasing fence heights.

Use of the channe! floor is recommended in most places
where unusually iong tunnels would be needed. At the
Burbank/Coldwater intersection, however, a tunnel is
recommended despite the 180-foot length that would
be required. The tunnel would provide bicyclists with a
continuous, lead-in strip to the college and high school
from Whitsett Avenue to Vanowen on a year-round
basis.

There is a large amount of singie-family housing along
both sides of the channet, and it is likely that some of
the neighbors would object to the inclusion of trails
along the channel. The houses are generally level with
the channel right-of-way and are separated from it by
concrete block walls for about a third of their adjacent
property length. [mprovements in separation may be
needed in some ptaces. The channel floor might be
used in areas where there is particularly strong opposi-
tion to the trails.




TABLE 4.9s. TUJUNGA WASH BICYCLE THAIL (9.4 MILES')

Ruute Srom the proposed bicycle path along the south side of the Los Angeles River, cross the river to the north at Radford Ave., continuing
north 1o enter the Tujunga Wash night of-way on the west side Tunnel under Moorpark and Laurel Canyon. Bridge to the east side of the river
north of Laurel Canyon and continue north through the existing Ventura Fwy. underpass. Ramp to the channel floor south of Riverside and

back up to the sast side north of Whitsett. Tunnel under Magnolia and Chandier. A long tunnel (about 180°) would be required at the Burbank/
Goldwatar Canyon intersection. Follow the existing bicycle trail north to Oxnard. Tunnel under Oxnard and Victory, and cross Ethel at grade.

Ramp to the channel floor tc cross under the Vanowen/Fulton intarsaction, then back up to the aast side. Tunnel under Sherman. Ramp to the
floor south of the railroad bridge and up again north of Saticoy. Cross Cantara at grade (signs only}, and tunnel under Rascoe and Arlets. Ramp
to the channel floor to cross under the Golden State Fwy., then back up to the west 1:de north of Laurel Canyon. Cross under San Fernando
through the existing underpass, then tunnel under the railroad track and Glenoaks. Continue north to tha dam, following the existing eq isn
trail east into the park.

A rest 5top would be included near the shopping center at Ethel Street.

Costs.

Tunnels 12 £,581,000

Asphalt paving 35,500 632,500

Concrete paving 6 2,620 88,000

Ramps to chan. floor (vert. chan.) 8 532,000

Bridge at Laurel Canyon 1 34,500

Landscaping 6 locations 78,000

Rest area 1 192,000
Subtotal $4.038,000
x 21% 848,000
Total2 $4.386,000

Regional parks within 2 miles 3

Neighborhood parks adj 1 1

Colieges and universities within 2 miles 1

Secondary schools within 1 mile 5

Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles 3

Jurisdiction: Los Angsles City

1 Includes 0.3 mule of city street and 0.5 miie ot existing bicycle trasl.
2 See Note 1, Table 4-8b, betow.
TABLE 4-9b. TUJUNGA WASH EQUESTRIAN TRAIL (9.4 MILES)

Route. From the proposed equestrian trail along the north side of the Los Angeles River, turn north up the east side of the Tujunga Wash.
Tunnel under Moorpark and Laurel Canyon, and continue north through the Ventura Freeway underpass. Ramp to the channe! floor south

of Riverside and back up to the east side of the ch | north of Whi Tunnel under Magnolia and Chandier. Ramp to the channel floor
south of Burbank and back up to the east side north of Oxnard. Tunnel under Victory snd cross under Ethel through the existing tunnel
(it would be necessary to lower the dirt floor about two faet). Conti north, r 9 to the ch { floor to cross under the Vanowen/

Fulton intersection.

Tunnel under Sherman, then ramp to the floor to cross under the railroad bridge and Saticoy. Continue on the east side, crossing Cantara at
grade (signs only) and tunneling under Roscoe and Arleta. Ramp to the channel ticor to cross under the Golden State Fwy., then back up to
the west side north of Laurel Canyon. Cross under San Fernando through the existing underpass, then tunnel under the railroad track snd
Glenoaks. Continue north to the dam, joining the oxisting eq isn that leads into the perk.

A rest stop would be included near the shopping center at Ethel Straet,

Costs
Tunnels 10 $2,087,500
Concrete paving 6 2,620 88,000
Ramps 1o chan. floor [vert. chan.) 10 665,000
Landscaping 6 locations 78,000
Rest ares 1 192,000
Subtots! L, 110,
x 21% 653,000
Totat!

¥ Many facilities such a5 tunnels and the rest ores would be shared by bicyclists and equestiiens 1t both trails were built, the combined cost would be $7,098,000,
This 1s $1,653,500 less than the combined costs of the two projects built sapsrately.
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Aliso Creek Bicycle and Equestrian Trails

Bell Creek (West End) Bicycle and Equestrian Traiis
Big Dalton Wash {Northern End) Bicycle Trail
Brown's Creek Bicycle and Equestrian Trails

Bull Creek Bicycle Trail

Burbank Western/La Tuna Canyon/Hansen Heights Bicycle and Eguestrian Trails
Compton Creek Bicycle Trail

Coyote Creek/North Fork Bicycle Trail

Eaton Wash Bicycle and Equestrian Trails

Laguna Dominguez Bicycle Trail

Limekiln Creek Equestrian Trail

Lopez Canyon Bicycle Trail

Pacoima Wash Bicycle Trail

Santa Anita Wash Bicycle Trail

Sawpit Wash

Walnut/Big Dalton/San Dimas Bicycle Trail

Walnut Creek (East of Big Dalton) Bicycle Trail and Equestrian Underpass
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ALISO CREEK BICYCLE AND EQQUESTRIAN
TRAILS

Trails along Aliso Creek would extind the proposed
regional trail system from the Los Angeles River back-
bone across the San Fernando Vall :y to the San Gabriel
foothills. Valley residents would have improved access
via this route to other proposed channel trails leading
to the Sepulveda Basin, the Santa Monica Mountains,
Chatsworth Reservoir, and the San Gabriel Mountains.

The bicycle trail would improve bicycle transportation
to parks, schools, businesses, and st-ops in the vicinity
of the channel. The equestrian trail would link the
Twelfth District backbone trail system of the City of
Los Angeles to the proposed regional trail backbone
along the Los Angeles River. The upper part of the
Aliso Creek trail would pass through an area of heavy
equestrian activity, and would provide a useful route
for riders in the area. Together with other proposed
channel trails, Aliso Creek could form a part of several
large trail loops.

There is an ample amount of space available within the
Aliso Creek ROW. The channel is obstructed in numer-
ous places by crossing streets, however, and many tun-
nels and at-grade crossings would be required to com-
plete the trails.

BELL CREEK (WEST END) BICYCLE AND
EQUESTRIAN TRAILS

Trails along Bell Creek from the Chatsworth Creek con-
fluence west to Valley Circle Drive would extend the
regional trail system to the western end of the LACDA
channel system. While this two-mile trail corridor would
not link the regional system to any major recreationa!
facility, it would provide residents of the area with
improved access to the regional trail backbone.

The bicycle trail would serve both recreational and
transportation needs by linking residential areas to
several parks and schools and improving access to two
major shopping centers, The equestrian trail would pro-
vide an additional local route for the many riders in the
western San Fernando Valley area, and possibly an even-
tual connection to a southern extension of the existing
trail on Valley Circle Boulevard above Chatsworth
Reservoir.

FRECEDING PAGE BLANK~NOT FIiMED
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TABLE 4-10s. ALISO CREEK BICYCLE TRAIL (6.4 MILES)

Route. From the north side of the proposed Los Angsles River trail continue north on the esst side of Aliso Cresk. Tunnel under Vanowsn,
Sherman Way, and Saticoy. Cross Strathern St. snd Wilbur Ave. at grade. Bridge to the west side snd tunnel st Roscos and Purthenis. Croms
the Southern Pacific RR at grade. Bridge aver Limekiin Cresk channel, and continus around the spreading besin. Tunnel under Nordhoff and
Plummer. Cross Wilbur Ave. at grade, bridge over Wilbut Creek channel and tunne! st Lassen, Reseds, sndd Devonshire. Cross Chatsworth and
San Fernando Mission Bivd. at grade. Continue north to Aliso Dsbris Basin.

Costs.
Asphaft paving 31,600 $ 474,000
Tunnels 10 1,824,000
Bridges 3 33,500
Fencing 31,800 122,000
Landscaping 18 208,000
Rest area 2 89,500
St n eq isn/bicyc) 6,800 25,000
Subtotal '583‘000
x 21%
Total 3,350,000

Regional parks within 2 miles

Neighborhood parks adjacent

Colleges and universities within 2 miles

Secondary schools within 1 mile

Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles
Jurisdiction: Los Angeles City

O~NNWW

TABLE 4-10b. ALISO CREEK EQUESTRIAN TRALL (6.4 MILES)

tHinste  From the south side of the proposed Los Angeles River bridge to the west side of Aliso Cresk. Tunnel under Vanowen and Shermen
Way. Halfway to Saticoy St. cross the channel to the east leves on the existing pedestrisn bridge (modification required). Tunnel at

Saucoy St. Cross Strathern and Wilbur at grade. Tunnal under Roscoe and Parthenia and cross the SPT RR at grade. Tunnel under Nordhoff
and Plummer, and cross Wilbur at grade. Tunnel under Lassen, Reseda, snd Devonshirs, and cross Chatsworth and Sen Fernando Mission

at grade. Continue north to Aliso Debris Basin.

Gosts.
Tunnels 10 $1,824,000
Bridges 1 17,000
Fencing 31,800 122,000
Trail separation 6,600 25,000
tandscaping 18 208,000
Rest area 2 89,500
Subtotal ,£0D,
x 21% 480,000
Total $7,765.500




TABLE 4-11a. BELL CREEK (WEST END) BICYCLE TRAIL (2.2 MILES}

Route: From the north side of Beil Creek east of the Chatsworth conflusnce, bridge over Chatsworth Cresk. Cross Falibrook, Platt, and
Valiey Circle at grade.

Costs:

Bridge 20 $ 9,000

Landscaping 4 locstions 52,000
Subtotal ¥
x 21% 13,000
Total R

Regional parks within 2 miles

Neighborhood parks adjscent

Colleges and universities within 2 miles

Secondary schools within 1 mile

Shopping and busi districts within 2 miles
Jurisdiction: Los Angsles City

8N Ot =

TABLE 4-11b. BELL CREEK (WEST END) EQUESTRIAN TRAIL (2.2 MILES)

Route: From the south side of Bell Creek at the Chatsworth confluence, travel west, crossing Fallbrook at grade. Bridge over the South
Fork of Bell Cresk. Cross Platiand Valiey Circle st grade.

Costs:

Removal of asphalt 10,500/ $ 82,000

Bridges 2(25 es.} 22,500

Landscaping 4 locstions 52,000
Subtotal 15500
x21% 33,000
Total ¥ TH.500
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BIG DALTON WASH (NORTHERN END} BICYCZLE
TRAIL

While the proposed Walnut/Big Dalton/San Dimas trail
would be the primary regional route into the middle
San Gabrie! Valley area, a trail along the Big Dalton
Wash north of the San Dimas confluence would further
extend the regional trail system through this area. The
trail would link residential areas along the channel to
the San Gabriel Mountains to the north and to proposed
channel trails leading to the Whittier Narrows to the
south. It would also provide access to South Hills
Regional Park and a transportation route to schools,
businesses, and shops in the vicinity of the channel.

BROWN'S CREEK BICYCLE AND EQUESTRIAN
TRAILS

Trails along Brown'’s Creek would extend the proposed
regional trail system from the Los Angeles River back-
bone across the San Fernando Valley to the San Gabriel
toothills. Valley residents would have improved access
via this route to other proposed channel trails leading to
the Sepulveda Basin, the Santa Monica Mountains,
Chatsworth Reservoir, and the Sar Gabriel Mountains.

The bicycle trail would improve bicycle transportation
10 shops and businesses in the vicinity of the channel.
The equestrian trail would link the Twelfth Distr.ct
backbone trail 5, stem of the City of Los Angeles to the
propased regioral trail backbone along the Los Angeles
River. The upper part of the channel passes through an
area of heavy equestrian activity and would provide a
useful route for niders in the area. Together with other
j12roposed channel trails, Brown's Creek would form a
part of several large trail loops.

There are existing bicycle and equestrian trails al ong the
northern 1.8 miles of the channel.

Trails along Brown’s Creek would serve much the same
function in a regional system as trails along Alisc Creek.
Aliso Creek passes through an area of slightly denser
population. Brown’s Creek, however, should have a
higher prionty foot trail development because of its
existing trats, the lower incrdence of obstructing streets
sang the route, nd the greater concentration 01 eques-
trians 1 4 ts vicity.,




TABLE 4-12. BIG DALTON (NORTH END) BICYCLE TRAIL (6.3 MILES)

Route: From the proposed Wainut/Big Dalton/Ssn Dimas trail at Lark Ellen Ave., travel sast slong the south side of Big Delton. Tunnel
under Azusa and Arrow, and cross Cerritas at grade, Tunnel under Citrus and cross Gladstone at grade. Tunnel under Barranca and Grand.
Continue under the Foothill Fwy. (no tunnel necsssary). Tunnel at Glendors, end crces Mauna Loa at grade. Cross Alosts (signal required),
the AT./SF. RR, Foothill, Sierrs Madre, snd Glendora Mountain Rosd st grade.

Costs:
Asphalt paving 31,500 $ 472,500
Tunnels [] 1,112,000
Fencing 31,500 134,000
Landscapingg 10 locations 1‘32233
Rest ares 1
Subtotal 1,553,000
x 21% 397,500
Total

Regional parks within 2 miles

Neighborhood parks ady;

Colleges and universities within 2 miles

Secondary schools within 1 mile

Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles

Political Jurisdictions: Glendora, Azusa, Covinas, Los Angeles County

TABLE 4-13s. BROWN'S CREEK BICYCLE TRAIL (3.0 MILES?)

Route. From the proposed backbons trail slong the north side of the Los Angeles River, proceed north along the east side of Brown's Cresk.
Tunnel under Sherman Way, Saticoy, Roscos, and Ds Soto, and cross Parthenis at grade. Tunnel under Nordhotf and cross the SPT RR.
Tunnel under Lassen, and continue north on the existing trail.

Costs:

Asphait paving 18,500 $ 277,500

Tunnels 6 1,113,000

Fencing 18,500 78,500

Landscaping 9 117,000
Subtotal 586,
x21% 333,000
Total

Regional parks within 2 miles

Neighborhood perks adjacent

Collages and universities within 2 miles

Secondary schools within 1 mile

Shopping and busi districts within 2 miles
Jurisdiction: Los Angeles City

! This distence does not include the existing bicycle trail

TABLE 4-13b. BROWN'S CREEK EQUESTRIAN TRAIL (3.0 MILES')

Route. Fram the proposed backbone trail along the south sids of the Los Angsles River, bridge to the west side of Brown’s Creek. Tunnel
#t Sherman Way, Seticoy, Roscos, snd De Soto. Cross Varisl and Parthenis st grade, Bridge over the Sants Suzana channel inlet, and tunnel
under Nordhoff. Cross the SPT RR st grade, and tunnel under Lassen. Continue north on the existing trail.

Costs.

Tunnels 6 $1,113,000

Bridges 2 (20, 150°) 114,000

Fencing 18,600’ 78,000

Landscaping 9 117,000
Subtots! $TAT2000
x 21% 298 500

Totsl $T.T0500

' This distance dows not include the existing = niestasn tra,




BULL CREEK BICYCLE TRAIL

A bicycle trail along the Bull Creek ROW would extend

the regional trail system from the proposed Los Angeles --
River backbane north through the central part of the g
San Fernando Valley. This trail would provide a direct

route for valley residents to the Sepulveda Basin Recre-
ation Area and would connect to proposed channel
trails leading to the Santa Monica Mountains, the pro-
posed Chatsworth Reservoir Recreation Area, and
Griffith Park.

The trail would improve bicycle transportation from :
residential areas in the vicinity of the channel to shops,
businesses, and industries in the central valley area. -

An equestrian trail is not recommended for the channel,
Arcas of heavy equestrian activity are farther to the
west ir the valley. Also, the channel does not connect
to the existing San Fernando Valley equestrian trail sys-
tem. Sufficient space for a trail does not exist along
much of the west side of the channel and the east side
would be better used for a bicycie path.
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TABLE 4-14. BULL CREEK BICYCLE TRAIL (7.1 MILES)

Route: From the proposed Los Angsles River bicycle trail, travel north tiong the sest side of Brown's Creek. Tunnel under
Victory, Vanowen, Sherman Way, and Saticoy. Cross Stagg at grade. Turinel under Roscoe, the Southem Pacific RR, Parthenia,

and Nordhoft, and cross the Pl /Hay ntersection at grade, using the existing signals. Tunnel under Lassen and
Oevonshire. Cross Chatsworth and Celtic at grade. Pass under the Sim«/Sun F do Valley F v {(no obst ion}. Cross

San Fernando Boulevard at grade, and continue west on San Fernando. Turn north on Gothic, and reenter the channel ROW
on the west side. Transition to surface streets at Rinaldi.

Costs

Asphalt paving 33.000 $ 495,000

Tunnels lopen-cut) 10 1,855,000

Fencing 30,800 131,000

Landscaping 10 locations 130,000

Rest area 1 ___44,500
Subtotal $2,655.500
x 21% 557,500
Total $3.213.000

Regional parks withun 2 mules

Nesghborhood parks sdjacent

Colleges and usnuversities within 2 miles

Secondary schools within 1 pule

Shopping centers and busin:ss districts within 2 miles
Jurisdiction. Los Angeles City

-t D
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BURBANK WESTERN/LA TUNA CANYON/HANSEN
HEIGHTS BICYCLE AND EQUESTRIAN TRAILS

There are targe concentrations of equestrian facilities
and activity at both ends of the Burbank Western Chan-
nel. At the south end are a number of stables and an
extensive system of trails, tunnels, and bridges around
Griffith Park and along the Los Angeles River Channel.
At the north end of the channel, the La Tuna Canyon/
Shadow Hills area contains one of the heaviest concen-
trations of horse-owners in the Los Angeles region.
Trails from La Tuna Canyon connect to the Hansen
Dam area to the north and the Verdugo Mountain trails
to the east.

An equestrian trail along Burbank Western would con-
nect the regional trail backbone and the Griffith Park
area to the region of heavy equestrian activity around
La Tuna Canyon. A trail along the La Tuna Canyon
Channel would eliminate the necessity for riders to
travel along the sides of La Tuna Canyon Road, which
carries an undesirable combination of heavy equestrian
and heavy auto traffic. Improvements along the Hansen
Heights channel {a tunnel at Sunland is especially
needed) would provide better access to the Hansen Dam
area.

The Hansen Heights and La Tuna Canyon trails would
probably also be parts of the proposed Rim-of-the-Valley
trail system that would encircle the San Fernando Valley
(see page 4-7). The Hansen Heights and Burbank
Western trails would complete a smaller but very impor-
tant trail loop, including the Tujunga Wash, part of the
Los Angeles River trail, Hansen Dam, and Griffith Park.

There is less need for a bicycle trail in this area because
bicyclists can travel easily along streets adjacent to the
channels, particularly Glenoaks. The existing bicycle
path from Morgan Street tc Cohasset is interrupted at
Buena Vista. City streets must be used to reenter the
channel ROW, and the route is difficult to follow. Con-
necting the two sections of this trail by crossing under
Buena Vista on the channel floor would make the trail
much more attractive to users.

A bicycle path is recommended along the La Tuna Can-
yon channel since it would provide a lead-in strip to
two schools adjacent to the channel,

The Golden State Freeway is a major obstructior divid-
ing the northern and southern halves of the Burbank
Western channel. In order to connect the two halves of
the equestrian trail, it would be necessary for riders to

follow a railroad ROW along the freeway to Buena Vista
Street and cross under the freeway there, using an exist-
ing 8-foot paved sidewalk. A more desirable but much
more expensive alternative would be to tunnel under
the freeway east of Buena Vista. This would cost about
$627,000 and would require the use of about the same
length of rail ROW.
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TABLE 4-15a. BUF BANK WESTERN/LA TUNA CANYON BICYCLE TRAIL (2.3 MILES OF NEW TRAILY)

Route. Begin on the existing 1.1-mile bicycle path along the Burbank ch minel from Morgen to Cohasset. An undercrossing
would be provided at Buena Vista by ramping 1o the channel floor south of Buena Vista and back up to the east side of the
channel north of the freewey access roads. Transition to city streets st Cohasset, Ning north on Glenosks. Tum esst on
Vinedsle and enter the La Tuna Canyon channel ROW on the north side. Cross Jorden, Village, Wildwood, snd Martindale st
grade (signs only). Transition to city streets st La Tuna Cenyon Road.

Costs

Ramps to chan. floor (vert. chan.) 2 $ 133,000

Concrete paving 6 500’ 16,800

Asphalt paving 11,480 172,200
Subtotal $ 322,000
x 21% 67.500
Total $ 389,500

Regional parks within 2 milos

Neighborhood parks adjacent

Colleges and universities within 2 miles

Secondary schools within 1 mile

Shopping and busi districts within 2 miles
Jurisdictions: Los Angeles City, Glendale, Burbank

NSO OW

'YQW length ol toute, including existing bicycle path and oty streets 15 § 4 miges

TABLE 4-15b. BURBANK WESTERN/LA TUNA CANYON/HANSEN HEIGHTS EQUESTRIAN TRAILS (9.8 MlLES‘)

Route From the existing Los Angeles River equestrian trail west of R.verside Dr., travel west through the equestrian park
north of the river to Alien Ave., then north on.Allen, Chavez, and Linden Streets for 0.3 mife to the Victory St. entrance

to the channel ROW (horses are kept on many of the residential lots in this area, and riders frequently use streets in the area).
Travel north along the east side of the channel from Victory to Olive, crossing esch of the obstructing streets and the rail-
road at grade {signs only). A retaining wall 3’ to 7° high would be necessary for most of this distance because of the steep
siope of the access area. Also, it would be necessary ta ramp down severst feet into the dirt to provide enough clsarsnce
under the footbridge south of Providencis, and to ramp over the pipeline obstructing the ROW near this point {3’ high).

Cross Olive at grade (signs only), moving to the west side of the channel. Continue north, crossing Magnolia and the two sets
of railroad tracks north of Magnolia st grade (signs only). Follow the west side of the V Street ch i to Burban
Blvd. Travel through the Burbank Bivd. underpass on the railrosd right-of-way and continue northwest along the rail right.
of-way (the Burbank channel goes underground for 1/4 mile at Burbenk). Bridge scross Sen Fernando Bivd. and continue
northwest to Buena Vista. Cross under the freeway on the southeast side of the Buena Vists underpass and reenter the
channel right-of-way on the west side of the channel. Ramp to the channel floor to cross under Buens Vista and tha free-
way access roads at Buena Vista. Ramp up to the west side of the channel north of the sccess roads.

Co north, ing Coh at grade (signs only). Ramp to the channel floor 500’ south of Hollywood Way to avoid
the steep embankment north of this point. Remp up to the esst side of the channel north of Hollywood Way. Cross Lanark
at grade (signs only). Ramp to the channel floor and up again to cross under Glenoaks. Cross Nettieton and Vinedale at grade
{signs only), and continue east on the south side of La Tuna Canyon. Cross Jorden, Village, Wildwood, and Martindsie at grade
{signs only). Tunnel under La Tuna Canyon Rd. and continue aast slong the chennel to the debris basin.

At the Burbank/La Tuna Canyon confluence, the trail would slse bridge to the west and foilow the west side of the Hansen
Heights channel. Cross Penrose, La Tuna Canyon, and Tuxford st grade (signs only!. Tunnel under Suniand. Cross Pendlston
at grade (signs only), changing to the esst side of the channel. Continue to the end of the ch | at S hurst, joining the
currently used path along Stonehurst toward Hansen Dam.

Costs
Retaining wall 4’ 5,100 $ 714,000
Rsmping under footbridge 1 15,000
Ramping over pipe 1 15,000
Bridge (Sen Fernando Bivd.) 100° 70,000
Ramps to chan. floor (vert. chan.j 6 399,000
Concrets paving 8 1,100 37.000
Tunnel {Ls Tuns Canyon Rd.) 1 _.208,500
Subtotal $1.458 500
x 21% 306,500
Total $1,765,000
,Thp totat nuteage of the trad (9 81 includes 4 7 myles sfong Burbank Western 2 3 mules stang L8 Tuna Caryon, 14 mues diong Hansen Mo ghty

14 mirs atqraltont ROW and 0 & e through Gritfith Perk and along city streets
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COMPTON CREEK BICYCLE TRAIL

A bicycle trail along Compton Creek would extend the
regional trail system into the relatively heavily populated
Compton area. The trail would not serve any regional
recreational facilities but would improve access to a
number of neighborhood parks and playgrounds. In par-
ticular, Ramon Gonzales Park north of Rosecrans is very
heavily used and the trail would serve as an excellent
access route for it. The length of trail from Compton
Boulevard to El Segundo Boulevard could be developed
as a first-phase project or as a complete project for this
purpose.

The channel ROW is already frequently used in places
by children for bicycling and as a neighborhood play-
ground. Such use could be enhanced by providing a
paved bicycle trail. Existing patterns of use should be
analyzed, however, to ensure that improvements do not
decrease the recreation potential now afforded neigh-
borhood children.

Major problems which decrease the potential of this
channel for bicycle use include the difficulty of a con-
nection to the Los Angeles River trail, the covered sec-
tion between Alameda and Greenleaf, and the two large
intersections which obstruct the channel ROW (Imperial/
Central and Avalon/108th). Del Amo Boulevard, a busy
street with freeway entrances and exits, would be used
by bicyclists to connect to the trail from the Los Angeles
River. The only alternative would be a bridge acress the
river, which would be very expensive because of the
channel width at that point. City streets would also be
used to detour around the covered section of channel.

Use of the channel floor is not recommended to under-
pass the two intersections. There is no low-flow channel
and there are large amounts of garbage and debris on
the channel floor.

An equestrian trail is not recommended for Compton
Creek since there are no equestrian facilities or concen-
trations of horses in the area.
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TABLE 4-16. COMPTON CREEK BICYCLE TRAIL (8.8 MILES")

Route: From the existing Las Angeles River bicycle trait go west on Del Amo Bivd. for 0.4 mile to the Compton Creek bridges.
Enter the Compton ROW on the west side and procesd to the north. Cross Sants Fe Ave. st grade (signs only). Cross the rail-
road parsiieling Alameda and enter Alameda St. traveling north just south of the Redondo Beach Fresway (a detour is necessary
because the channsl is being covered north of the freeway). Turn lett on Gresnlesf and travel west to the channei, resntering the
ROW on the west side. Cross Oleander st grade (signs only). Tuunlumhlondnhbnd-wouldbopnmdd&ouﬂnwm
nel north of Alondrs to the playground snd school). Tunnel under Compton, Wilmi , EI S do, end 120th St.
Cross Central and Imperisl st grade using the existing signals. Cross 114th, L.mt. the RR bndgl at Lmzit, ‘and McKinley at
grade (signs only). Cross Avalon and 108th at grade using the existing signals. Resnter the channel right-of wey from Avsion on
the north side. Cross San Pedro st grade (signs only). Transition to city strests st Main.

Costs:

Asphait paving 25,370° $ 380,550

Tunnels (open-cut) 6 1,250,160

Bridge 60’ 34,500

Landscaping 10 locations 130,000

Fencing 28,000 119,000
Subtotal $1,914,000
x 21% 402,000
Totat $2,316,000

Regional parks within 2 miles 3

Neighborhood parks adjacent 1

Colleges and universities within 2 mifes 0

s«:ondary schools within 1 mile 4

Shopping centers and busi districts within 2 miles 2

Jurisdictions: Long Beach, Carson, Compton, Los Angeles City
and County

Yhe 8.8-mile total length incivdes 2 miles of Oty street
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COYOTE CREEK/NORTH FORK BICYCLE TRAIL

The Coyote Creek and North Fork channels would pro-
vide a connection to the regional backbone trail system
from heavily populated areas east of the San Gabriel
River. The trail would improve bicycle access from this
area 1o the coast and to Cerritos County Park, as well as
to several neighborhood parks. It would also function
as a bicycle transportation route to shops, businesses,
and industries. The North Fork portion of the trail
passes through a heavily industrialized area and the
channel could provide a commuter route to these indus-
tries for bicyclists.

These channels are relatively well-suited to trail develop-
ment because they have trapezoidal sections for most of
their lengths and because obstructions by crossing
streets are relatively widely spaced compared to many
other channels. Only one at-grade crossing (a railroad
track) would be required for the entire iength of the
trail.

The Los Angeles County Road Department has published
a preliminary study of use of the Coyote Creek channel
for a bicycle path (Ref 4-10).
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TABLE 4-17. COYOTE CREEK/NORTH FORK BICYCLE TRAIL (9.8 MILES)

Route: From the existing San Gabriel River bicycle trail, tum north, following the west side of Coyote Cresk. Ramp under
Katelts, the San Gabriel River Freeway, and Spring. Bridge across the Artssia-Norwak Storm Drain, and ramp under Norwalk,
Wardlow, Carson, C lis, the railroad bridge, and Del Amo (the lsst two together). Ramp under Carmenits, South St the
Artasis F y, and Marguardt. Continue slong the North Fork of Coyots Cresk, ramping under Artssia. Tunnel under the
SPT raitroad, Firestone and the Santa Ana Fresway (one tunnei), and Alondrs. Remp under Rosecrans, the AT/SF reilroad,
and Foster. Cross the rail spur at grade. Ramp under the Imperisl Highway and Meyer. Transition to surfacs strests st Mayer.

Costs:

Ramps (trap. chan.) 18 $1,602,000

Tunnels (open-cut} 3 625,500

Bridge 80 46,000

Landscaping 4 locations 52,000
Subtotal $2,325,500
x 21% 488 500
Total $2,814,000

Regional parks within 2 miles

Neighborhood parks adjacent

Colleges and universities within 2 miles

Secondary schools within 1 mile

Shopping centers and busi Jistricts within 2 miles

Jurisdictions: Long Beach, Hawsiian Gardens, Lakewood,
Cerritos, La Paims, Sants Fe Springs, Los Angeles County

—_-NOWN
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EATON WASH BICYCLE AND EQUESTRIAN
TRAILS

An equestrian trail along Eaton Wash would provide a

link between the area of heavy equestrian activity

around Eaton Canyon Park and the Rio Hondo eques-

trian trail. It would link equestrian facilities in the -
Eaton Park area to those at the Whittier Narrows. The

trail would connect the Rio Hondo backbone route to

existing regional trails that begin at Eaton Canyon Park

and travel through the Altadena foothills into the San -
Gabriel Mountains and to Devil's Gate Reservoir.

Although a bicycle trail along the Eaton Wash would
not be as significant from a regional perspective, it
wauld extend the regional bicycle trail system into
heavily populated areas of Temple City and Pasadena.
i1t would improve bicycle access to the Whittier Narrows —_
and Eaton Canyon regional parks and would provide a

transportation raute to local businesses, shops, schools,

and industries.

Despite these potential benefits and the large amounts

of space availabie within the channel ROW, the route

presents major difficulties to the development of trails.

The channel ROW is frequently obstructed by streets

and numerous tunnels or at-grade crossings would be

required. Use of the channel fioor would be necessary

in two places to complete the equestrian trail, and - a
detours onto city streets would be required for both 1
aquestrians and bicyclists. A 150’ bridge would be

needed to connect the bicycle trail to the backbone ?
traif along the south side of the Rio Hondo. -

Both bicytle and equestrian trails have been proposed

for the Eaton Wash in the Eaton Canyon Master Plan
(Ref 4-11).
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TABLE 4-18a EATON WASH BICYCLE TRAIL (8.2 MILES)

Ruute: From the trail on the south side of the Riv Hondo, bridge acrc ;s the Rio Hondo channel to the west side of the Eaton
Canyon channal. Ramp t« the floor of the channel to cross under Flsis . the San Bemnardino Freeway, and Loftus (if the channe!
floor were inundatad, the Baldwin Ave. tunnel would be used to cross snder the freeway). Ramp back up to the west side of the

channel. Yunnel under V. lley. Cross the SPT rsilroad st grade, and tur el under Temple City, Lower Azuss, Encinita, Rosemend,

Broadway, and Las Tunas Cross Muscatel, Hermosa, Garibaldi, Longd n, and Duarte st grade.

Tunnel under Huntington (120’ tunnel required) and Califomis. Cross under Sen Pesqual (no obxtmcnon) and tunnel under
Det Mar. Continue north to Colorsdo, east on Colorada, snd narth acr2ts Colorado at the Kinneloa inter Go north on
Kinneloa to the railroad  nderpass under the foothill freaway (the rsil through the underpass is not presently used). Follow the
freeway northwest to Foc thill Bivd. Tunnel under Foothill, travel wes to Mapie, and reenter the channel ROW on the west side
from Maple. Cross Orange Grove snd Palomas at grade. Cross Sierra Ms Ire at grade (signals required). Continue north to the
Eaton Canyon Dam. Travsl around the dam end north along the side ¢ f the reservoir on the existing maintsnance road. Cross

urnder New York Drive at the existing channel underpass. Travel west ' rom the bed to the road to Eatan Cenyon
Park.
Costs*
Tunnels 1 $2.322,500
Ramps to chan. floor {vert. chan ) ! 133,000
Concrete paving 6°° 1,400° 47,000
Bridge (Rio Hondo) 15 105,000
Fencing 8380V 356.000
Landscaping 7 tocations 91,000
Rest arcas 2 89,500
Signals 1 location _ 18,000
Subtotal $3,163,000
x21% 664,000
Total $3 827,000

Regional parks within 2 miles
Neighborhaod parks adj
Colleps and umversmos within 2 miles
Secondary schools withir 1 mile
Shopping centers and bu- iness districts within 2 miles
Jurisdictions: £1 Monte, Jemple City, Pasadena, Los Angsles County

N =

‘Ol the 8.2 mule total distance 0 3 mite would be 00 the channei fioar and 0 3 mile on city streets

TABLE 4-18b. EATON WASH EQUESTRIAN TRAIL (8.2 miLes)

Route From the equestnian trail along the north side of the Rio Hondo, turn north up the Eaton Canyon channel and ramp to

the floor of the channel. Cross under Flair, the San Bernardino Freeway, and Loftus, and ramp up to the east side of the channel.

Tunnel under Valley. Ramp to the domncl 'loov soum ol the SPT railroad, and back up to the esst side 200" riorth of Temple
City. Tunnel under Lower Azusa, Enci dway, snd Las Tunss. Cross Hermosa, Muscatel, and Garibaldi st
grade. Tunnel under Longden, Duarte, H (120' tunne! mumd) and Catifornia. Cross under San Pasqual {no obstruc-
tion}, and tunnel under Del M-r.

Leave the channel right-of-way at Colorado and travel st through the parking lot (the existing planted strip along the north
edge of the lot would be widened for trail use; the lot sppesrs not to be heavily used). Cross Colorado to the north at the
Kinneloa intersection. Follow the dirt strip slong the side of Kinneloa to the railroad underpass under the Foothill Freeway

(the rail through this underpass is not presently usad). Follow the freewsy northwest to Foothill Bivd. Tunnel under Foothill
Bivd. and travel northwest through the power line ROW (being used by a nursery) to the channel. Reenter the channet ROW

on the east side. Crou QOrange Grove and Paloma at grade, crossing to the west side of the channet at Paloma. Cross Sierra

Madre at grade ( required). Conti north to the Eaton Canyon Dam. Travel around tho dam on the existing mmmm
road, and north olong the side of the reservoir. Cross under New York Drive at the existing and

north along the unpaved streambed into Eaton Canyon Perk.
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{Tabis 4-18b Continued)

Costs:

Tunnels {opsn-out) 172 42,631,000
Ramps to chan. ficor (vert. cheo.) 4

Concrete [ o 2,000 90,500
3,500" 355,000
ng 8 locations 65,000
Rest arvas 2 89,500
Signals 18,000
Subtotsl $3,416,000
x21% 717,500
Tota 84,133 500

10f the 8.2.mile totel distance, 0.4 mila would be on the chennel floor and 0.3 mile on city streets. slong freewey ROW, of tn power line ROW.

4.82




LAGUNA DOMINGUEZ BICYCLE TRAIL

-« The Laguna Dominguez channel does not connect
directly to the existing backbone trai's along the Los
Angeles River, but it approaches to within 1.2 miles
near its southern end. A connection could be made
along Sepulveda or the Pacific Coast Highway, both of
which are listed as future bike routes in the Los Angeles
City Bicycle Plan. Assuming this connection, a bicycle

~ trail along the channel would extend the regional trail
system into the heavily populated southwestern portion
of the region.

= The bicycle trail would serve recreation purposes, pri-
marily as alead-in route to Alondra Park, a large and
heavily used local facility. Its major use, however,

would probably be as a transportation route for com-

plex, and the Datsun office complex are all adjacent to
the channel and a regional shopping center is a few hun-
- dred feet from the channel.

Use of the channel floor from Vermont to Redondo

clean bottom, and has a large low-flow channel, so that
the floor would remain dry for all but a few days of the
year. North of Manhattan Beach Boulevard there is no

only to cross under intersections where lengthy tunnels
would be required. A six-inch concrete paving strip

= would be used to keep the trail above the level of side-
flows entering the channel.

The bicycle trail is divided here into two segments. The
northern segment could be built as a complete project,
since it provides most of the benefits of the combined
segments. The southern segment passes no parks,
schools, business districts, or major shopping areas, but
it would provide a commuter route for workers in the
heavy industries along the southern end of the channel.

== An equestrian trail is not recommended for this channel
because there are few horses in the area, there are no
major points of interest for equestrians along the chan-
nel, and there are no good means of connecting an
equestrian trail to the regional backbone trail along the
Los Angeles River.

« The Los Angeles County Road Department has studied
the possibility of using the Dominguez Channel for a
bicycle trail and has proposed a number of alternative

muters. El Camino College, the Northrop Aviation com-

Beach Boulevard is recommended as a means of reducing
== the cost of the trail. The channel is wide here, has a flat,

low-flow channel. The channel floor would be used here
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construc tion solutions, These alternatives include vari-
ous combinations of bridging and ramping techniques
for cros:.ing obstructing streets.

The Laguna Dominguez trail would have much more
importance in the regional system if a means were found
to connect it to the Ballona Creek trail via Centinela
Creek. "his would achieve a much-needed cross-town
connect on through a heavily urbanized area.

There wauld be a 3%-mile gap, however, from the
southern end of the proposed Centinela Creek trail
(see Class D projects) to the northern end of the
Laguna Dominguez trail. Automobile traffic is heavy
in this area, and the use of city streets by bicyclists
would probably be difficult.
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TABLE 4-19. LAGUNA DOMINGUEZ BICYCLE TRAIL
SEGMENT 1: HENRY FORD AVENUE TO WILMINGTON AVENUE (3.0 MILES)

Route: Enter the channel right-of-way on the west side from Henry Ford Ave. Travel north, passing under Ansheim (no obstruc-
tion}. Ramp under the Albsmarle St. raliroad bridge and continue north under the Pacific Comt Highway (no obstruction) to
Sepuiveds. Ramp under Sepuiveds and the pipes crassing st Sepulvade, Alameda, snd the reliroad bridges st Alameda, and the
Wilmingtan/223rd intersection {long remps wouid be nesded in all thres placss).

Costs.

. Asphait paving 6,840 $ 102,500
Pasurtacing 8,000 28,000
Ranps under crossings (trap. chan.) 4 (3 long) 618,000

Subtotal $ 648,500
x 21% 136,000
Totsd $ 784500
Regional parks within 2 miles
Neighborhood parks adjacent

Colleges and universities within 2 miles

Secondary schools within 1 mile

Shopping cenwers and business districts within 2 miles
Jurisdictions: Los Angeles City, Carton

[-X-X-¥-%-)

SEGMENT 2: WILMINGTON AVENUE TO 1106 STREEY (116 MiLEs")

Route: Continue north siong the west side, ramping under the reilroad bridge and the pipe crossing that obstructs the San Diego
Fresway underpess. Ramp under Carson, 213th, Avelon, Msin, Figueros, snd 190th. Cross under the Harbor Freswey (no obstruc:
tion). Cross 182nd st grade (signs only), changing 10 the eest side of the channe! st the 182nd St. bridge. Ramp to the chennel
fioor south of Vermont. Continue on the channel floor to the north side of Redondo Beach Bivd. Acoess ramps to the channel
floor would be provided at Normandy, Western, Gramercy, Van Ness, snd Crenshaw.

Bridgs scross the low-flow channel north of Redondo Besch and ramp up to the west side of the channel. Continue north through
Alondra Park to Manhattan Beach Bivd. Tunnel under Menhattan Beach and Compton. Cross 147th at grade (signs only). Remp
to the channel floor and back up to the west side to cross under the Crenshew/Rosscrans intersection. Tunnel under 135th and

€1 Segundo. Ramp to the channel floor south of 120th, and beck up to the north side west of Crenshew. Continue to 116th St.,
and transition there to city streets.

The channel along 136th St. would act ss 8 lead-in strip to the main treil. Riders would cross st grade over the intersecting strests,
and very littie improvement would be nesded except 8 bridge across the Dominguez channel 1o the main treil.

A rest area would be (ocated south of Main 5t., where there is & good view of the Goodyear Biimp lending ares. Alondrs Park
would also be used as 8 rest stop.

Costs
Asphalt paving 2,540 $ 38,000
Resurfacing 8,400 27,000
Concrete paving 3" 13,440 268,000
Concrets paving 6 000’ 20,000
Ramps under crossings (trap. chan.) 8 {2 short) 686,000
Ramps to chan. floor (vart. chan.) 1" 731,500
Tunnels (open-cut) 4 833,500
Landscaping 12 locations 158.000
Fencing 17,000 72,500
Rest area 1 192,000
Bridge st 135th St o0’ 34,500
Low-flow crossing 1 5,500
Subtotal $3,084 500
x21% 643,500
Total $3,708,000

Regiunsl parks withir 2 miles

Neighborhood parks adjscent

Colleges and universities within 2 miles

Secondary <chools within 1 mile

Shopping and by districts within 2 miles

Jurisdictions. Cerson, Los Angeles City, Gerdens, Torrance,
Los Angeies County, Hawthorme, inglewood

woeNNO

Mthe project tength im fuGey 1 8 mites slung the 135th Strest chennel, which would ct 8 an extension of the man tren
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- {Table 4-19 Contiraed)
PROJECT TOTALS
Total Cost: $4,492,500

- Regionsl parks within 2 miles 0
Neighborhood perks adjacent 2
Colleges and univensities within 2 miles 2
Secondary schools within 1 mile [ ]

— Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles 3

-
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LIMEKILN CREEK EQUESTRIAN TRAIL

Aliso Creek is recommended as the primary route for a
connection through this area from the proposed Los
Angeles River equestrian trail to the existing Twelfth
District (City of Los Angeles) trail system. A trail along
Limekiln, however, would provide an alternative route
for riders, and would create an 11.3-mile trail loop
through an area of the San Fernando Valley where there
is heavy equestrian activity.

A bicycle trail is not recommended along Limekiln
because one side of the channel has only marginal suita-
bility for trail development and an equestrian traii would
be a priority in this area.

LOPEZ CANYON BICYCLE TRAIL

A bicycie trait along the Lopez Canyon channel would
provide a lead-in path to the Hansen Dam Recreation
area. It would also extend the regional trail system from
the proposed Tujunga Wash trail north to the San Gabriel
foothills,

The channel ROW wouid provide a good trail route
except for a major obstruction being created by con-
struction of the Foothill Freeway. |t would be necessary
to use city streets to detour around this obstruction.

An equestrian trail is not recommended for this channel
because there are no existing trails in the base of Lopez
Canyon to which it could connect. Riders presently use
the Little Tujunga Canyon wash to gain access from the
Hansen Dam area to San Gabriel Mountain trails.

Yk o,
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TABLE 4-20. LIMEKILN CREEK EQUESTRIAN TRAIL (2.8 MILES)

R Bridge f the opadtrnilonmo-tw-oiklhoc'uktommmﬁaofLMiln.vaY-npamCovb'mn
'x?mmg':nmon::ﬁwofmmnc«hin.Tmuﬂumﬁumldcmurbinnmmmm?mmmr.
Tunnel under Lassen and Devonshire, and continue north to the Limekiln Debris Basin.

Costs.

Yormels 3 $ 556,500

Bridge 20 9,000

Fencing 13,000 55,500

Lendscaping 8 locstions 104,000
Subtotat $ 725,000
x21% 152,500
Tout $ 077500

Regional parks within 2 miles

Neighborhood parks adjacent

Colleges and universities within 2 miles

Secondary schools within 1 mile

Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles
Jurisdictions: Los Angeles City

OW =t =

TABLE 4.21. LOPEZ CANYON BICYCLE TRAIL (1.4 MILES")

Route. From the Hansen Dam Recreation Ares, tunnel under Foothill Bivd. on the west side of the channel. Cross Terra Bella at
grade. Continue north to the Foothill Freeway, snd follow the fresway ROW to the cul-de-sac at Pierce. Travel south on Pierce,
north of Foothill, and east on Van Nuys, ing under the f vy and ing the channel ROW on the sest side. Cross
Fillmore ot grade, and transition to surface streets st Paxton.

Costs. .

Asphalt paving 15,500 $ 232,500

Tunnels 1 185,500

Fencing 15,500 66,000

Landscaping [} 78,000

Rest ares 1 44,500
Subtotal $ 606,500
x 2% 127,500
Total $ 734,000

Regional parks within 2 miles

Neighborhood parks edj

Colleges and universities within 2 miies

Secondary schools within 1 mile

Shopping and busi districts within 2 miles
Jurisdictions: Los Angeles City and County

-—OOoWw
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PACOIMA WASH BICYCLE TRAIL

A bicycle trail along the Pacoima Wash would provide
increased access to the regional trail system from a
heavily populated part of the San Fernando Valley. It
would also create a recreational trail connection between
the proposed Tujunga Wash trai! and the Lopez Flood
Control Basin, a potential recreation area. It would pro-
vide a local bicyclie transportation route for residential
areas along the channel.

The ROW is suitable for only one trail, since much of
the southwestern side has little or no available space
south of Van Nuys Boutevard. A bicycle trail is recom-
mended rather than an equestrian trail because the chan-
nel would not provide access to any major equestrian
facilities or trails.

The trapezoidal section of the channel would facilitate
trail development, but the ROW is obstructed at frequent
intervals by streets. Numerous at-grade crossings or
ramps would be required.

SANTA ANITA WASH BICYCLE TRAIL

A bicycle trail along the Santa Anita Wash would extend
the regional trail system from the Rio Hondo backbone
trail north through Arcadia to the San Gabriel foothills.
The trail would improve bicycle access to the Peck Road
Park, the Whittier Narrows, and the Arcadia Wilderness
Park. 1t would also provide a transportation route for
local residents.

The equestrian trail lies on the west side of the channel
west of the channel access 1oad. The bicycle trail would
also be on this side of the channel, but the two would
be separated by the existing fence. It would be neces-
sary for the equestrian trail to cross the bicycle path in
several places.

There is an existing equestrian trail along the entire
length of the channel south of Sycamore Street.

The Los Angeles County Road Department has published
a pirchiminary study of the feasibility of use of the chan-
el right-of way for a bicycle trail (Ref 4-12).




TABLE 4.22. PACOIMA WASH BIYCLE TRAIL (6.1 MILES')

Route Bridge from the | roposed Tujungs Wash trail to the northeast side of the Pacoima Wash. Cross Wentworth, Branford,
Montague, and Wenjo at jrade. Ramp under Osborne, cross Terra Bell.s st grade, and ramp under Van Nuys. Bridge to the west
side, ramp under Devonsiiire, and cross Paxton st grade. Bridge back cver the channel to the sast side, cross under the Golden
State Freeway (no ramp ncessary) end tunnel under Laurel Canyon. North of Laurel Canyon continue along the freeway ROW
south of the Simi/San Fernando Freeway to Haddon Ave. and cross under freeway at the existing tunnel there. Continue on

the east side of the channel and ramp under San Femando and the S.P.R.R. Cross 4th St. and 5th St. st grade. Remp under
Glenoaks and Foothill, a1d continue under the Foothifl F y (no ramp y). Fiftesn fest of emement must be secured
from the storage yerd between Foothill Bivd. and Foothill Fresway. This ares is not pressntly used. Transition to surface streets
at Fenton Ave.

Costs.

Asphait paving 17,500° $ 262,500

Resurface existing paving 14,000 45,000

Tunnet 1 185,500

Ramps 7 623,000

Bridges 3 112,000

Fencing 2.300° 10,000

Landscaping 22 286,000

Rest areas 1 44 500
Subtotal $1,568,500
x21% 329,500
Total $1,898,000

Regronal parks within 2 riles 4

Neighborhood parks adjacent 2

Colieges and universities within 2 miles 0

Secondary schools within 1 mile 7

Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles 1

Jurisdictions: Los Angeles City, San Femmando

‘lndud«s 06 mie of on stres t n1ait

TABLE 4-23. SANTA ANITA WASH BICYCLE TRAIL (4.9 MILES)

Route: From the Rio Hondo bicycle trail on the north side of the Peck Reservoir, bridge across the Santa Anita channel to the
west side. Travel north on the west side, tunneling under Live Osk west of the existing equestrian tunnet. Cross Longden and
Camino Real at grade. Tunnel under Duarte west of the existing equestrian tunhel. Cross Huntington and Sth Ave. at grade,
using existing signals, and reenter the channel ROW on the east side. Cross Santa Clara at grade. Cross under the Foothill Free-
way (no obstruction) to 2nd St. Cross 2nd snd Colorado at grade using the existing signals, and continue north from Colorado
on the west side of the channel. Cross under Foothill Bivd. (no obstruction), snd cross to the east side on the existing bridge.
Cross Sycamore at grade, and transition to city streets at Elkin, or continue along the east side of the debris basin (a 1/4-mile

extension past the debris basin would connect the trail to Wildemess Park).

Costs*

Asphalt paving 23,760 $ 356,500

Tunnels {open-cut) 2 370,500

Fencing 24,360 107,000

Rest areas 2 89,500

Landscaping 4 locstions 52,000
Subtotal $ 975500
x21% 205,000
Total $1,180,500

Regionat parks within 2 mites 2

Neighhorhood parks adjacent 2

Colleges and universities within 2 miles [}

Secondary schools within 1 mile 6

Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles 1

Jurisdictions: Arcadia, Monrovis
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SAWPIT WASH BICYCLE AND EQUESTRIAN
TRAILS

The southern end of the Sawpit Wash below the Buena -
Vista channel is recommended as part of a Class B proj-

ect that would connect the existing backbone trails

along the Rio Hondo and San Gabriel Rivers.

Trails along Sawpit north of the Buena Vista confluence
would extend the regional trail system from the Rio
Hondo backbone to the San Gabriel foothills. These
trails would provide improved access to the backbone
system, to the Whittier Narrows Recreation Area, and,
via the proposed Buena Vista connector, to the Santa
Fe Dam Recreation Area. -

The bicycle trait would also provide a transportation
route for local residents that would improve bicycle
access to neighborhood parks, shops, and businesses
along the channel ROW. The equestrian trail would link
a concentration of equestrians in Monrovia and Bradbury
to the Rio Hondo and Whittier Narrows equestrian facil- —_
ities. 1t would also provide the possibility for a trail loop

to the Santa Anita channel and San Gabriel Mountain

trails.

The channel ROW is generally satisfactory for trail

develcpment except for two major obstructions. The

channe! is covered for 600 feet south of Central Avenue

by a building, the 210 Freeway, and two streets. At the

Royal Oaks/Mountain intersection, the channel is

covered for about 230 feet. Bicyclists would detour

around these obstructions using city streets. Equestrians -
would use lightiy traveled city streets from Duarte to

Central, and the channel floor under the Royal Oaks/

Mountain intersection.

The Los Angeles County Road Department has published

a preliminary study of the feasibility of use of the chan-
nel ROW for a bicycle trail (Ref 4-13).
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TABLE 424a. SAWPIT WASH BICYCLE TRALL (4.6 MILES‘I
-~ Ruute From the propased Sawpit/Buena Vista traif on the esst side of Sewptt, cross the existing footbridge 10 the west side
prior (o the Buena Vista confluence. Cross Shrode and Euchid ot grade. Follow Euchid esst and Mountain Ave. north to Royal
Oaks. Reenter the channel ROW on the east side north of Roysl Osks Cross Lemon, Wild Rose, and Greystone at grede. At
Norumbega Dr. transition to surface streets, traveling sast to Norumbegs Rd. and north on Norumbege Rd. to the flood con-
trol service road. Continue on this road to Monrovis Canyon Park.
Cosnr
Asphalt paving 19,800 $ 297,000
Fencing 19,800 84,000
Landscaping 11 locstions 143,000
- Rest area 1 44500
Subtotat $ 568500
x 21% 119,500
Tota! $ 688,000
- Regional parks within 2 miles 1
Neighborhood parks adjacent 3
Colleges and universities within 2 miles 0
Secondary schools within 1 mile 4
Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles 0
_ Jurisdictions: Arcadia, Irwindale, Monrovia, Los Angeles County
Yrhe s 6 imle tota length inoiudes V2 enrles 0 ity creets and 10 mide on Flood Tontol Dot service road
TABLE 4.24b. SAWPIT WASH EQUES™RIAN TRAIL (4.6 MILES")
Route From the proposed Sawpit/Buena Vista trail on the sauth side of Buena Vista, bridgs across the Buena Vista channel to
the east side of Sawpit. Cross Shrode and Eucid at grade. Tunnel unde: Duarte.2 Cross the reilrosd bridge on the north side of
Duarte to the west, snd continue stong the rail ROW to Shamrock. Travel north slong Shamrack under the freewsy to Central.
Follow the dirt strip on the narth side of Central to the channef, reentering the ROW on the esst side. Tunnel under Huntington.2
Ramp to the channel floor south of the Royal Osks/Mountain intersection, and back up to the west side north of the point where
the adjacent parking lot obstructs the west access rosd. Cross Lemon, Wild Rose, Graystone, snd Norumbege Dr. st grade, crossing
to the emst side of the channel at Norumbega Dr. Travel north to Norumbega Rd., and follow Norumbega Rd. to Manrovia Canyon
.- Park
Costs
Bridge 20 $ 9.000
Undernasaz 2 266,000
- Ramps to chan. tioor (ver: chan.) 2 133,000
Concrete paving 6 850° 28,500
Fencing 22,000° 93 500
Landscaping 10 tccations 130,000
Rest area 1 ___44500
- Subtotal $ 704500
x21% __ 148,000
Total $ 852500
ha TEh i Lo gty e ey ATty 04 muce o the chanee o and 108 o e o Flood Control Distrct service rosd
B v s et Lt ADPFA o he st supperting acrosy the pnnin ROW width Culver s would therefore probably not be required
which wendit tohee the cos? 1 *he ondetpasse,
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WALNUT, BIG DALTON/SAN DIMAS BICYCLE
TRAIL

This trail would extend the regional trail system through
one of the more heavily populated parts of the eastern
San Gabriel Valley, It would provide residents of this
area with improved bicycle access to the regional back-
bone system, Whittier Narrows, the southern coastline,
the San Gabriel Mountains, and to several smaller
regional parks, including San Dimas Canyon Park and
Marshall Canyon Park. 1t would also provide a transpor-
tation route 10 businesses, shops, and industries in the
area, and to a number of secondary schools.

Despite these benefits, the trail would have significant
drawbacks. A connection to the San Gabriel River trail
would require a long bridge, since there are no street
crassings in the vicinity of the Walnut Creek/San Gabriel
confiuence that would be good for bicycle use. Also,
there are numerous obstructions along the route, includ-
ing two freeways. Two detours on city streets and a
large number of tunnels and at-grade crossings would be
required.

There are a large number of equestrians along the north-
ern part of this route. An equestrian trail is not recom-
mended, however, because of the frequent at-grade
crossings or tunnels that would be required, and because
other existing and proposed trails appear to satisfy
reyional needs better than this route would. The San
Gahriel River trail, Skyline/Marshall Creek trails and the
proposed San Jose/Thompson Creek trails all provide

a cuss from the regional backbone to the San Gabriel
Mountains through the San Gabriel Valiey.
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TABLE 4-25. WALNUT/BIG DALTON/SAN DIMAS BICYCLE TRAIL {139 MILES’)

Route From the bicycle trail on the west side of the San Gsbrisl River, bridge scross the San Gabriel to the north side of Wainut
Cresk. Pass under the Sen Gabnel River Freewsy (no obstruction). Tunne! under Beldwin Park. Crots the SPT rariroad, Vineland,
end Francisquito at grade. Travel northwest on Francisquito under the Sen Bernardino Fresway, then smst on Garvey to the Big
Deiton ch {. Entar the ch i on the north side. Cross Merced and Pacific st grade. Tunnel under Badillo, and cros Pusnwe
st grede. Tunnel under Remona, end cross the SPT raitroad and Los Angsies st grade. Tunnel under Azuss Canyon.

Crosy the railroad and Cypress at grade and tunnei under (rwindale. Cross to the south side of the channel on the existing foot.
bridge and continug north, crossing Vincent at grade. Follow the south side of the Sen Dimas Wash to Lark Ellan. Cross Lerk

Ellen st grade, and crass the channel over the Lark Ellen bridgs to the north side of San Dimas Wash. Tunnsl under Aruss snd

cross Conwell and Hollenbeck at grade. Tunnel under Citrus, Barranca, Arrow, and Grand. Cross Glendors, Jusnits, Bonnie Cove,
Gladstone, snd Sunfiower st grade, croming to the south side of the chennel st Gladstons. Cross under the reilrosd (no obstruction),
and tunnel under Lone Hill. Leave the channe! right-of-wey 8t the southbound lane of the 210 Freewsy and follow the fresway

to Allen Street. Tumn left on Allen, cross under the 210 Freeway, tum left on Amelia, cros under the 30 Fresway, and resnter

the San Dimes Wash right-ot-way on the north side of the channel. Cross Catarect, San Dimas, and Foothill st grads. Continua

smt to the end of the channet, then slong the north edge of the spreading grounds to San Dimes Canyon Park.

Costs.

Asphait paving 66,000 $ 990,000

Tunnels (open-cut) n 2,292,000

Bridge {Sen Gabriel River) 430 430,000

Fencing 66,000’ 280,500

Landscaping 15 locations 195,000

Rost woms 2 89 500
Subtotal $4,277,000
x21% 998,000
Total $5,176,000

Regional perks within 2 mites

Neighborhood perks adi

Colleges and universities within 2 miles

Secondary schools within 1 mile

Shopping centars and business districts within 2 miles
Jurisdictions: Baldwin Park, West Covina, Irwindale, Covina, Glendora, Sen Dimas, Los Angales County

-
h@®N LW,

‘7'. 13 9 mule length of the trail inviudes one mite on ity streets
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WALNUT CREEK (EAST OF BIG DALTON) BICYCLE
TRAIL AND EQUESTRIAN UNDERPASS

The proposed Walnut Creek/Big Dalton/San Dimas
bicycle trail is recommended as the primary extension
of the regional system into the area of the San Gabriel
Vailey between the San Gabriel River and San Jose
Creek. However, a trail along Walnut Creek east of the
Big Dalton confluence would further expand the area
served by the system. The Walnut Creek bicycle trail
would improve access from the middie San Gabriel
Valley to the backbone trail system, the Whittier Nar-
rows Recreation Area, the Puddingstone Recreation
Area, and to local parks along the channel. it would
also provide a transportation route to schools, businesses,
and shops, inciuding two regional shopping centers.

The channel is covered for about 2,000 feet by a shop-
ping center parking lot in West Covina and the ROW is
obstructed in many places by street crossings. These
crossings include the San Bernardino Freeway and three
intersections.

There is an existing equestrian trail along the eastern
end of the channel from Citrus Avenue to the Wainut
Creek Park. This trail links an area of equestrian activity
around Cortez Park to equestrian facilities in Walnut
Creek Park, including a riding club and a trail which
leads to Puddingstone Park.

The San Bernardino Freeway is presently a major
obstruction on this trail. Riders must leave the channel
ROW to trave! on city streets through the Grand Avenue
on Hoit Avenue underpasses. Since traffic on these
streets is fairly heavy, riders frequently trailer their
horses between the two areas. An undercrossing on the
channel floor under the freeway would greatly improve
the usefulness of the existing trail. The cost of the
undercrossing, including two ramps to the channel floor
and 150 feet of 6-inch concrete paving, would be about
$167,000. Such an undercrossing might also be useful
for the Skyline Trail. Current plans for that route
include use of the Holt Avenue underpass.

An equestrian trail is not recommended between the
Big Daiton confiuence and Citius Avenue because of
the frequent obstructions along the channel ROW.
When completed, the Skyline Trail will link the existing
equestrian trail on Walnut Creek to the San Gabriel
River backhone trail.
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TABLE 4-26. WALNUT CREEK BICYCLE TRAIL (65 miLes)

Route: From the proposed Walnut/Big Delton/San Dimas treil, cross Francisquito st grade, reentering the Walnut Cresk ROW on
the south side of the channel. Crass Big Dalton Ave. at grade, and tunnel under Pusnte. Crass Willow st grade. Cros Merced and
Orangs st the existing intersection. Tunnel under Cameron and Sunset, and cross Service st grade. Foliow the West Coving Park-
way onstrest from Service to Californie. East of Celifornis resnier the channel ROW on the south side. Tunnel under Vincent
and crom Valinda st grade. Tunnel under Lark Ellen, Azusa, Hollenbeck, and Citrus, and cros Barvance st grade. Trevet north
on Barranca to cross under the San Bemardino Fresway, then sast on Gervey. Reentar the channel ROW en the north side.
Travel 1500 fost north, and bridge to the south side. Tunnel under Grand, and cros Osk Canyon snd Covine Hills st grade. At
Covina Hills, transition to surface strests.

Costs:

Asphalt paving 21,900

Tunnels (open-cut) [} $1,668,000

Bridge 15 1.000

Fencing 29,800 126,500

Landscaping 10 jocations 130,000

Rest srom 1 44,500
Subtotal $1,976,000
x21% 415,000
Total $2,391,000

Regional perks within 2 miles

Neighborhood parks adjscent

Colleges and universities within 2 miles
Secondary schools within 1 mile

pping and busi districts within 2 miles
Jurisdictions: Baldwin Park, West Covine, Covina, Los Angeles County

NDO W=

1 The 6.5.mile 101al fength nciudes 0.8 mile of on-street trail.
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CLASS D PROJECTS

= Arcadia Wash (South End) Bicycle Trail
a Centinela Creek Bicycle Trail
e Coyote Creek (North End) Bicycle Trail
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ARCADIA WASH (SOUTH END) BICYCLE TRAIL

The Arcadia Wash from the Rio Hondo confluence to
Las Tunas Dr. would provide a lead-in trail to the
regional backbone. The channel ROW would provide

- a link from the commercial area around Las Tunas Dr.
and residential areas in Temple City to the regional traif
system, Beyond Las Tunas Dr., frequent obstructions
would make extending the trail impractical.

A ba e ragsy. 2

Due to its short length and termination in a commercial
area, an equestrian trail is not recommended.

CENTINELA CREEK BICYCLE TRAIL

A bicycle trail along Centinela Creek would provide a
- lead-in route to the Bailona Creek bicycle trail. It would
improve access to the beach and to the South Bay bicycfe
trail from adjacent residential areas and would also pro-
vide a local bicycle transportation route to shops, busi-
nesses, and industries in the area.

The route is obstructed by a number of major streets

- crossings as well as the San Diego Freeway. The channel
is covered for a distance of about 850 feet between the
San Diego Freeway and Sepulveda Boulevard.

- An abandoned railroad ROW from which the rails have
been removed parallels the channel from Centinela to
La Cienega. Because of the railroad underpasses, the
rail ROW is preferable to the channel access road for
bicycle use.

The Los Angeles County Road Department has made a

- preliminary study of the feasibility of a bicycle path
along Centinela Creek. The route proposed by the Road
Department is described in Table 4-28.

COYOTE CREEK (NORTH END) BICYCLE TRAIL

While the Coyote Creek/North Fork route is recom-
mended as the primary regional trail in this area, a
bicycie trail along Coyote Creek from the North Fork
confluence to the end of the channel would extend the
regional system further by providing access from popu-
- lous areas of La Mirada and Buena Park. This trail would

improve bicycle access to the coast and to the San

Gabriel River bicycle trail. It would aiso provide a trans-

portation route for workers in the industrial areas along
- the channel.
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TABLE 4-27. ARCADIA WASH (SOUTH END) BICYCLE TRAIL (1.2 MILES)

Route At the Rio Hondo confiuence bridge from the sast side of the Rio Hondo to the west side of Arcadia Wash. Tunne! under Lower
Azusa and cross Grand, Freer. Daines, Live Osk, and Las Tunas at grade.

Costs
Asphait Paving 6,600 $ 99,000
Tunnel (open-cut) 140° 185,500
Bridge 1 98,000
Fencing 6,600 28,000
Landscaping 8 104,000
Rast Area 1 44,500
Subtotal X
x21% 117 500
Total 576,550
Rng:orul pavks within 2 miles

vood parks ad;
Colloms and universities within 2 miles
Secondary schools within 1 mile
Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles
Jurisdictions: El Monte, Temple City, Arcadia

S-NOO =

TABLE 4-28. CENTINELA CREEK BICYCLE TRAIL (1.4 MILEST)

Route: From the bicycle trail along the north side of Bellons, cross to the south side of Centinela sast of the confluence, over the existing
abandoned railroad bndws Follow the south side of the channel to the east. Bridge across the inlet west of Centinela Ave., and tunnel under

C fa and ingh . Transition to surface streets st Mesmer, and continue on surfacs streets and railrosd ROW.
Costs.
Bridge improvements 2 bridges $ 50,000
Bridge %5 6,500
Tunnels (open cut) 2 417,000
Resurfacing 3,000’ 9,500
Fencing 5,600 24,000
Landscaping 21 locations 26,000
Subtotal 3
x 21% 112,000
Total 545,000
Regional parks within 2 miles 1
Neiwghborhood parks sdjacent 0
Colleges and universities within 2 miles 1
Secondary schools within 1 mile 0
Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles 2

Jurisdiction: Los Angeles City

T inchudes 0 1 mute of radruad ROW
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TABLE 4-29. COYOTE CREEK (NORTH END) BICYCLE TRAIL (3.8 MILES)

Route: From the propossd Coyow Cresi/North Fork bicycle trail, bridge over the North Fork Channel, and continue on the north side of
Coyow Creek. Ramp under Valley Visw, then tunnel under Artesia, the SPTC railroed, Firestons snd the Sants Ana Fwy. (vogether),
Trojan Way, and Knott. Cros Western at grade, tunnel benseth the ATASF reilroed, Stage Rd., and La Mirade, Remp under Rosscrans end
continus north, lssving the channel ROW at Kesting Drive for socess %0 Behringse Perk.

Costs:

Resurfacing 8.400° $ 27,000

Asphalt peving 13,300 199,600

Ramps (wap. chan.) 2 178,000

Tunnels (open cut) 8 1,668,000

Bridge 80’ 48,000

Landscaping 2 locatioms 26,000
Subtotal TR0
x 21% 450,000
Totel B0, 00

Regional parks within 2 miles [}

Neighborhood parks sdjacent 2

Colleges and universities within 2 miles [}

Secondery schools within 1 mile 0

Shopping conters and business districts within 2 miles [}

Jurisdictions: Carvitos, Busna Park, La Mirads, Orangs County

TABLE 4.30. EMERALD WASH BICYCLE TRAIL (1.4 MILES)

Route: From the ion with the p d Live Osk Wash trail Peyton, cross 12th St. at grade, tunnel under Foothill Bivd., end cross

Emerald and Baseline at grade. Continue north to Raymond Drive or ta the debris basin,

Costs:

Ashalt paving 7,900 $118,600

Tunnel (open cut) 1 185,600

i 7.900° 33,500

Landecaping -1 66,000
Subtotsl STIE0
x 21% 84,500
Toul 27y 1

Regional parks within 2 miles 2

Neighborhood perks adjacent 1]

Colleges and universities within 2 miles 1

Sacondary school, within 1 mile 2

Shopping conters snd business districts within 2 miles ]

Jurisdiction: LaVerne
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» Emerald Wash, Live Oak Wash, and Marshall Creek
Bicycle Trails

u Los Cerritos Bicycle Trail

» Verdugo Wash (Upper End) Bicycle and Equestrian
Trails
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EMERALD WASH, LIVE OAK WASH, AND A bicycle trail along this same portion of the channel 4

MARSHALL CREEK BICYCLE TRAILS would create lead-in paths to Crescenta Valley Park
: - . (at Dunsmore) and a pleasant recreational trail along
: The three short channels lead north from the Pudding- the Verdugo Mountains.

stone Recreation Area to the San Gabriel foothills.
Trails along the lower ends of Marshall and Live Oak
channels would provide lead-in routes for bicyclists
from downtown and residential areas in LaVerne to
Puddingstone. Trails along the upper ends of Emerald
and Live Oak would provide routes from residential )
areas to the central LaVerne area and to LaVerne Col- :
' lege. They would also allow access from residential areas
to the foothill canyons and to local schools and parks.

N S Y T P -

Live Oak and Thompson Creek are separated by only
about a half-mile along the upper portion of Live Oak
Wash. A connection on city streets between the two
would provide an improved bicycle route to Pudding-
stone from the Claremont area.

pote e ]

proye

Because all three channels have segments that are
unusable or that can be entered only along one side,
none could provide more than two miles of continuous
trail.

A - P

{ There is an existing equestrian trail along Marshall Creek
from Puddingstone to Marshall Canyon Park. Equestrian
trails are not recommended on Emerald Wash and Live
Oak Wash because of gaps which would require the use
of city streets and because Marshall Creek and the pro-
posed Thompson Creek trail would provide routes

- through the area.

LOS CERRITOS BICYCLE TRAIL

P { - The Los Cerritos Channel was not surveyed as part of
! this study, and no recommendations are made here as

to its use, The City of Long Beach, however, has planned i
a bicycle route along the channel as part of its city bike

route system (Ref. 4-14), The proposed trail would ‘
follow the northeast side of the channel from Clark l
Avenue to approximately 7th Street.

o e

e ooy

VERDUGO WASH (UPPER END) BICYCLE AND
EQUESTRIAN TRAILS

An equestrian trail has been proposed along the Verdugo
Wash from the Verdugo Basin to approximately Boston
Street. This trail would form part of the proposed

- Rim-of-the-Valley trail system (see page ). It would pro-
vide a major part of the linkage between trails in the
Devil’s Gate Reservoir area and those in the La Tuna
Canyon/Sunland area.

P g R
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TABLE 4.31. LIVE OAK WASH BICYCLE TRAIL (3.9 MILES)

Route. Follow the west sida of the ch t from Puddi Reservoir, and tunnel under Puddingstone Drive. Cross Perk, the SPT RR, and
Walnut at grade. Take B St. north from this point to Peyton Rd. Follow Peyton east to D St., then re-enter the channel ROW on the west
side. Tunnel under Foothill Bivd. Cross Bradford, Amhe.st, Bowdoin, and Williame st grade. Transition to surfece streets st Willisms or

continue to the debris basin.

Costs.

Asphait Paving 9,200 $138,000

Tunnels {open cut) 2 370,500

Fencing 13.200° 56,000

Landscaping 10 130,000

Rest areas 1 44 500
Subtotal §73,500
x 21% 155,000
Yotat $504.500

Regional parks within 2 miles 2

Neighborhood parks adjacent 1

Colleges and universities within 2 miles 1

Sacondary schools withn 1 mile 2

Shopping centers snd business districts within 2 miles 0

Jurisdictions: San Dimas, LaVarne, Claremont, Los Angeles County

! The 3.9 mde total distance includes 0.8 mile of on-street trail

TABLE 4-32. MARSHALL CREEK BICYCLE TRAIL (0.9 MILES)

Route. Follow the west side of the ¢h | from Puddi

g Reservoir,

ling under Puddings Dr. Cross the SPT RR at grade and

tunne! under Arrow. Continue north and sast to Whesler and transition ta city strests st Wheeler.

Custs.
Asphait paving
Tunnels (open-cut)
Fencing
Landscaping

Subtotol

x21%

Total
Regional parks within 2 miles
Neighborhood parks adjacent
Coileges and universities within 2 miles
Sacondary schaols within 1 mile
Shopping centers and business districts within 2 miles
Jurisdictions. San Dimas, LaVarne

4,760
2

4,760
4 locations
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TABLE 4-332. VERDUGO WASH BICYCLE TRAIL (2.1 MILES)

Route: From the Verdugo Debris Besin, enter the Vardugo Wash on the Channe! fioor and ramp up to the west side on the existing acarss

ramp, Cross Whiting Woods &t grade, chenging 10 the sast side of the channel. Bridge acros the Eagle Channel inlet, and crom New York at
wade, Bridge scross the Dunsmore Canyon inlet, cros Dunemore Ave. st grade, and bridge across 1he acoses ramp west of Dungmore Ave.

Transition to city strests st Boston.

Costs:
Asphalt paving 3,300 $ 49,500
Resurtacing 1,180 3,500
Bridgey 3(20' ea) 27,000
Landecaping 1o,oog' gmpoo
. locetions
2% ‘000
x 3
Totsl R
Regional parks within 2 miles 1
Neightiorhood parks ediscent 1
Collegas and universities within 2 miles 0
Secondery schools within 1 mile 3
o

Shopping centery and business districts within 2 miles
Juriediction: QGlendele
TABLE 4-33b. VERDUGO WASH EQUESTRIAN TRAIL (2.1 MILES)

Rd. north of the Foothill Fwy.

Costs:

Ramp w0 floor {vert. chan.) 1 $ 66,500

Removsl of asphalt 1,500’ 11,500

Bridge 35 20,000

Fencing 12,000 51,000

Landecaping 2 locstions 26,000
Subtotal Y500
x 21% 37,000
Total 77000
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Chapter 5.
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CHAPTER §
POTENTIAL NON-TRAIL PROJECTS

The great potential for recreational use of the LACDA
system is evident from the heavy use it now receives.
This use occurs mostly in illegal and largely unprevent-
able ways, despite the presence of fences and warning
signs and the relative lack of aesthetic and physical
improvements toward encouraging use. The vast
amounts of open space within the system act as a lure
for children, who frequently are seen netting fish in the
channels, improvising bicycle motocross courses along
access roads, and wading in low-flow streams. Access
roads often are used as neighborhood pathways by
children and joggers, and motorcycles and mopeds are
commonly seen in the channels.

Ideas for non-trail recreational uses of the LACDA sys-
tem are discussed in this chapter, with indications as to
where they might best be implemented. No attempt has
been made to identify all possible project locations; the
great size of the system prevented such a detailed analy-
sis within the scope of this study, particularly with
regard to possible uses of the many debris basins and
foothill channels. The intent has been to identify the
most feasible locations for prototypical projects in order
to demonstrate the concepts described. Good demon-
strations of the potential of these concepts should
encourage proposals from local agencies most familiar
with possible sites for their implementation.

The following concepts are discussed in this chapter.
w Linear Parks and Green Space for Urban
Neighborhoods
— Walking and jogging paths
— Small picnic areas
— Play areas for children
- Commercial facilities adjacent to linear parkways
— Exercise courses and jogging paths
— Neighborhood gardens
— Murals

® Potential Projects for Nonlinear Parks
— Natural riparian areas
- Artificial streambeds

5-1

— Lakes and ponds

— Use of dams in channels
— Lead-in strips

— Parks in debris basins

= Nature Study and Wildlife Conservation

= Transportation Projects
— Nonrecreational transportation projects
— Trams or mini-buses for transportation to parks

= Skating and Skateboarding

= Hostels and Campgrounds

s Use of the Channel Floor for Court Games

= Motorcycle Use and Bicycle Motocross Courses
s Air Rights

LINEAR PARKS AND GREEN SPACE FOR URBAN
NEIGHBORHOODS

The Los Angeles metropolitan area contains many
densely populated residential neighborhoods, which
often have very little usable open space. Landscaping
of yards and around apartment buildings is discontinu-
ous and usually decorative in nature; it seidom provides
spaces that lend themselves to active or passive recre-
ational uses. This is particularly true of areas with a
large number of apartment buildings. I1f the local neigh-
borhood park is more than a few blocks away, the only
place available for a leisurely walk may be sidewalks
along busy streets or through commercial districts.

Many of the flood channels in the LACDA system pass
through residential areas and have ample space within
their rights-of-way for linear parks that would serve as
additions to the neighborhood park system. Such linear
strips would be relatively narrow for most of their
length (15 to 30 feet on each side of the channel) and
would provide paths for walking and jogging. There are
occasional wide spaces along the channel rights-of-way,
usually near street crossings, that are large enough for

]
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shaded, grassy areas. These might be provided with a
picnic table or bench and a water fountain, or simply a
shaded slope that would be irviting to a reader.

Linear parks would also provide excellent instructional
play areas for neighborhood children, particularly in
densely populated areas where vacant lots and other
traditionaliy used open spaces are rapidly disappearing.
The channel rights-of-way already are used extensively
by children for this purpose. Since they are separated
from traffic, they provide safe play areas.

Linear parks would provide aesthetic benefits to the
adjacent communities through the addition of green
space and vertica! landscape form. Tall trees such as
eucalyptuses, sycamores, and pines would relieve the
visual monotony of wide expanses of apartment build-
ings and would contribute to the definition of adjacent
neighborhood spaces.

Such green strips need not be elaborate. For most of
their length, they would contain only a path and shrubs
or trees, with an occasional bench or water fountain.
Wide spots along the right-of-way would be given some-
what more elaborate treatment, and a few specially-
selected areas wou'd be developed as mini-parks. Lawn
areas, murals on the channel walls or on bridge struc-
tures, attractive paving, and perhaps cantilevered sec-
tions extending over part of the flood channel to
‘ncrease the available space — all could be features of
these mini-parks. Special facilities such as exercise
courses, skating rinks, bicycle paths, equestrian trails,
and neighborhood gardens would be provided in appro-
priate locations.

The plan from Los Angeles River Prototype Park, pre-
wared by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for the
Griffith Park area (Ref 5-1), is an example of a mini-
park development that could be applied to locations
selected for more elaborate treatment.

Commoereial Facilities Adjacent to Linear Parkways

Whenever possible, linear parks would be located to pro-
vide walkways from residential areas to neighborhood
stores or shopping centers. In places where commercial
facilities arc located adjacent to the flood channel,
owners might cooperate in the development of the paths
by providing entrances from the linear park to their
businesses. Patios, seating areas, or outdoor cafe facili-
ties for walkway or trail users might also be provided.
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While this concept is promising in theory, few iocations
were found during the channel survey that seemed to
offer much potential for this type of development. (See
subsection on possible locations further in this chapter.)
The areas in back of stores and shopping centers seldom
have much potential for aesthetic improvement. The
spaces between stores and channels are usually used as
alleys or for truck deliveries, refuse bins, parking, or for
other essential functions that would conflict with com-
mercial or recreational uses. Appropriate combinations
of suitable rear commercial spaces and channels with
potential for trail or walkway development are rare.

Exercise Courses and Jogging Paths

Exercise courses, or ‘‘Vita Courses,’” such as the
Thompson Creek course in Claremont, could be devel-
oped along with jogging paths. These facilities would be
in keeping with the trend toward better physical fitness
and would be especially useful to apartment dwellers
with limited exercise space. The jogging paths would
provide safer routes for running than commonly used
city streets,

Neighborhood Gardens

The space available for vegetable gardens in urban areas
is usually quite limited. The success of public gardens
such as the one at Wattles Park in Los Angeles indicates
a need for such areas. Locations suitable for gardening
might be limited, since good soils would be required.
The soils along many flood channels are heavily dis-
turbed and compacted, and considerable amendment
would be required in many places to make them usable.

Murals

Although channel walls wouid provide good surfaces for
murals, they generally cannot be seen well from outside
the channel right-of-way. The mast common views of
the walls are from streets that cross the channel, and
these would be poor locations for viewing murals. There-
fore, murals generally would be practical only when used
in conjunction with other activities planned for the
channel right-of-way, such as linear parks or bicycle
paths. In places where such activities will occur, murals
on the channel walls would do much to relieve the poten-
tially negative visual impact of the channels.
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Murals at neighborhood facilities such as linear parks
might be done by classes from local schools or by local
groups. Such neighborhood participation would encour-
age a sense of local identity with the project and would
serve as a source of neighborhood pride. These factors
might help to discourage vandalism. Guidelines and
artistic advisors might be provided to help focal groups
with mural projects.

At regional facilities such as large parks, heavily used
sections of regional trail, or hostels, murals should be of
high quality in keeping with both the standards of the
regional facilities and of weli-known street art in the
Los Angeles area {Ref 5-2). Sources of talent for mural
projects might inciude the Performing Tree program in
the City of Los Angeles and the Artist-in-Residence pro
gram administered by the California Arts Council in
Sacramento. The Artist-in- Residence program receives
matching federal funds for local projects.

Possible Locations

The Los Angeles River right-of-way between Radford
Street and Sepulveda Boulevard provides the best oppor-
tunity within the channel system for demonstrating the
poiential of the linear park concept. Both single- and
multiple-family houses are adjacent to the channel for
such of its length. In most places, adjacent single-
family homes are separated from the channel by slopes
or by Valleyheart Drive, which would prevent privacy
<onflicts. There are heavy concentrations of apartment
buildings and condominiums throughout the adjacent
wea. Much of the channel right-of-way along this lengthi
of the river is quite wide, and there are several large
open spaces where spacial faciltties such as exercise
coutses, mmi-parke, or skating rinks could be located.

A major commercial strip along Ventura Boulevard
paraliels the channel for this portion of its length; it
lies adjacent to the channel between Whitsett Avenue
and Coldwater Canyon. The linear park would serve as
a walkway from residential areas north of the channel
to rhase stores and businesses. This function would be
facilttated if tunnels or overpasses were provided at the
busy streets that cross the channel. At the Gaslight
Alley shopping center between Whitsett Avenue and
Coldwater Canyon Avenue, the walkway could be
tinkecl with the shopping center by providing an attrac-
tively landscaped entrance and extending the exrsting
nutdoor diiing area toward the channel. There are also
s courts on bott, sides of the chaonel in this area.
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Exercise courses located near any of the farge siartns
buildings along the channel probably would be usea
quently if they were in attiactve settings. Ajogra
would also be poputar, since many streets in the cen
carry heavy traffic.

The Tujunga Wash also provides an onportunity fo:
linear park development, particularly between Laure!
Canyon Boulevard and Vanowen Street. The northern
and southern parts of this distance would extend the
existing greenbelt area and wut id include the commer
cial zone at the Whitsett/Riverside intersection and the
shopping center north of Ethe! Street. The channel
right-of-way is about fifty feet wide on both sides for
most of this length, and there are large amounts of spatc
available that would be suitablc for avariety nf uces.

Single- and multiple-family housing lies adjaceiit 1o the
channel for much of this distance and s gereratty on
grade with the right-of-way. The absence of planted
slopes along the sides of the right-of-way makes the
access area generally less appealing than that along the
Los Angeles River; it also increases the fikelihood ¢!
conflicts with channet neighbors.

A third possible focation for g 'r.2ar pack 15 the Verdug.
Wash from Whiting Woods Road to New “ork Avenue.
Since all of the homes along this ength ¢@ channei are
singte family, the project would not soivn s oo

ple as those channels adjacent - Courine o,
There is also less of a need for ¢ path waev @ this 'oc2
tion, since the area is not heavity uthianized e sight
of way, however, would provide @ pieasarit ionation fo
a walkway. it lies along the cu, of the Verdueo Hig:
and teads G Cresceng Voaliey 2o
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Murals should be iocated in places where they would
enhance right of-way developments most, such as
regional trails and linear parks, and where they would
be seen by the greatest number of people. When heavily
traveled segments of trails must be placed on the chan-
nel floor for a significant distance, a mural on the wall
near the ramp to the floor might reduce the negative
reaction the rider might have toward descending into
the channel. For this reason, murals might be located
in the Los Angeles River — north of Downey, between
the Golden State Freeway and Figueroa, south of

Barham Boulevard, or north of the Hollywood Freeway —

and in the Laguna Dominguez channel west of Vermont
and north of Redondo Beach at El Camino College. In

order to promote awareness of and interest in the trails,
these murals should be placed so they can be seen from
the crossing streets.

Smaller channels such as Hay, Winery, and Dunsmuir

might be covered to provide space for neighborhood
walkways.

POTENTIAL PROJECTS FOR NONLINEAR PARKS

There are at least fifty parks in the L os Angeles area

that have some potential for making use of a flood chan-

nel, thereby augmenting park activities. The channel
maps in Appendix 1 indicate parks that are adjacent to
the channels surveyed.

Channels can be: converted to artificial or natural
streambeds, dammed or tapped to provide water for
wading, swimming, fishing, or boating, and used as
lead-1n strips to improve access from adjacent neighbor-

hoods. New parks could be created in some debris basins,

and spreading grounds could be used as fishing ponds.

Lakes, Ponds, Artificial Streambeds, and Natural
Riparian Areas

In the dry climate of Southern Califorma, the sight and

sound of water can add greatly to the recreational experi

ence that a park offers. Natural riparian areas that
existed before channel construction offered park like
settings that determined the siting of many parks that

now lie along channels. The channelized streams in these

parks frequently represent a resource that could be
recovered by restoring the streambeds to a more natural
appearance, or by creating lakes or ponds for park use.
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Natural Riparian Areas

In some places where a relatively small channel passes
through a park and the topography provides sufficient
flood protection, the concrete channel could be
removed, and the natural riparian area could be
allowed to recover. Very few natural streambeds
remain in populated areas of the Los Angeles Basin.
Restoration of a few sections of stream to a more natu-
ral condition, even in limited park settings, would reac-
quaint urban dwellers with the richness of the riparian
habitat. It would also provide an alternative to the more
formal urban park with lawns and irrigated landscaping.
Walnut Creek Park near Puddingstone is a goad exam-
ple of a riparian area that has been retained in a rela-
tively natural condition in an otherwise developed
environment.

Removal of a ftood channel for creation of a natural,
riparian area would be done only in parks that already
have a relatively natural setting. Extensive restoration
of the soil might be required in many places after
removal of the concrete.

Artificial Streambeds With a Natural Appearance

In parks with a fess natural setting that have relatively
small channels passing through them, an artificial
strearnbed could be created that would provide flood
protection yet would have a more natural appearance.
As was done it Buena Vista Park in Burbank, such
streambeds would have wide grass benches with artifi-
cia' rock ledges that would restrain fiood level flows.
They would have a much more aesthetic appearance
than conventional flood channels and would add con-
siderably to the aesthetic quality of most parks. They
would have little resemblance to natural riparian zones
in California but would be more in context with the
urban settings of most of the area’s par..s.

Lakes and Pords

Some spreading grounds could be developed as parks,
with ponds for fishing, wildlife conservation, wading
(where water quality permits), or aesthetic enhance-
ment. Ponds might also be built adjacent to flood chan-
nels in parks where the topography permits. Whiie the
channel itself would not be used in this case, the low-
tlow stream would be diverted to make use of the
water. The " Fishing Hole’” on Walnut Creek was created
by diverting low flows from the adjacent channel.
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An artificial streambed such as that at Buena Vista Park in
Burbank would enhance the Brookside Park area of the
Arroyo Seco along Arroyo Boulevard.

inflatable dams and structural modifications to channel sides
could be employed to integrate channels into adjacent parks
for wading, boating, or swimming.
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Use of Darmns in Channels

Sections of channel lying within parks could be dammed
at both ends, using inflatable rubber dams, to provide
water for recreational uses. According to the manufac-
turer of the inflatable dams currently used in the
LACDA system, N.M. Imbertson and Associates of Bur-
bank, such dams easily could be made at least 14 feet
high. This would allow use of the full depth of most
channels. The ponds created couid be used for swim-
ming or wading in places where the water quality is
sufficiently high. (Water from municipa! sources would
be used in other cases.) The use of some kinds of boats,
such as paddieboats or canoes, would be possible in
some larger channels. Model boating also could be done
in the channels. Generally the ponds could be used in
various ways as water features for the aesthetic enhance-
ment of parks.

Though the expense wouid be high, channels could be
completely integrated into parks by using the bottom
few feet to hold dammed water and altering the top
portion of one or both sides to step the side back in
several broad benches, ending some distance from the
channel. These henches could be covered with grass or
attractive paving patterns. A trapezoidal channe} prob-
ably would be preferable for such a treatment.

The possibility of damming a large channel for use as a
coliegiate or Olympic rowing course was considered by
the City of Los Angeles but rejected as impracticable.
The channels are not wide enough, not straight for suf
ficiently fong stretches, and would have too great a fali
over the 7,200-meter length of the course.

Lead-in Strips

Easy access from the surrounding neighborhood is usu-
ally a basic requirement for a successful park. in many
cases where channels are adjacent to parks, the channel
right-of-way could serve as a lead-in strip to the park.
These strips would extend the park into the neighbor-
hood, improve pedestrian access in some cases, and
increase neighborhood identification with the park.

The degree to which a lead-in strip along a channel
would improve access would vary a great deal. A land-
scaped greenbeit generally would provide a more ple.s:
ant route to a park than sidewalks along city streets.
in some cases, the route along the channel would be
more direct and safer. Fewer street crossings would be
required, since many smaller streets do not crcss the
channel. However, unless tunnels or overpasses were
provided, it usuaily would be necessary to cross the

same major streets. In some cases, these crossing wouid
be more difficult for pedestrians using the channel
right-of-way, because they would occur at midblock.
In most cases there would be little benefit to having
lead-in strips more than a few blocks long uniess tun-
nels or overpasses were included to provide an uninter-
rupted route.

The possible use of trams or minibuses to provide neigh-
borhood transportation to parks along channel rights-of-
way is discussed below (see “‘Transportation’).

Parks in Debris Basins

Debris basins contain large amounts of land that often
lie in scenic foothilf canyons. The basins themselves are
cleared of debris and vegetation periodically, though
generatly on an infrequent basis; therefore, they are
unusable for most purposes other than their flood con-
trol function. There is, however, a strip of and around
the rim of each basin that remains relatively undisturbed
and is available for uses such as park development.

Most of the basins lie in relatively undeveloped areas
and would be used most apprapriately for wildlife con-
servation or nature study, as discussed below. Small
park areas might be provided along adjacent roads or at
the entrances to these basins, but these should be lim-
ited facilities that would not interfere with their conser-
vation functions.

Some basins are adjacent to residentially developed
areas and have adequate land around the perimeter to
provide small neighborhood parks. In most cases, these
parks would be unattractive and therefore unusablie

for a period of time foliowing cleaning operations
before regrowth occurred. Usually, however, they would
provide pleasant settings and attractive views for neigh-
borhood uses.

Possible Locations

The Arroyo Seco is one of the major recreational
resources of the Los Angeles Basin. There are significant
opportunities for adding to the recreational potential of
parts of the Arroyo through modification of the chan-
nel to create natural riparian areas and artificial stream-
beds that would enhance the existing parks in the area.

A master plan is currently being prepared for the upper
portion of the Arroyo Seco by the City of Pasadena.
The nature and intensity of future development along
vertain parts of the channel are not now known. Most
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of the land adjacent to the east side of the channel has
been developed for medium-to-high intensity recre-
ational use, including neighborhood and regional parks,
athletic fields, golf courses, and the Rose Bowil.

Lower Arroyo Park between San Pasqual Avenue and
Holly Street remains relatively undevelnped. There is
strong sentiment for allowing this part of the Arroyo
to remain undeveloped, and for restoring parts of the
park to a more natural condition. Such restoration
would be enhanced greatly by removing the concrete
flood channel in a portion of this area and reestablish-
ing a natural riparian zone.

It appears that the section of channel from La Loma
Road to Colorado Boulevard could be removed. This
section would connect to the existing unchanneled
area north of Colorado Boulevard, which is about 1,500
feet long. A hydraulic study would be necessary to
establish the feasibility of returning the streambed to a
natural condition. However, the walls of the gorge are
high along both sides of the Lower Arroyo Park, and it
does not appear that removal of the channel would
create a flood hazard.

North of this area, Brookside Park lies between Lower
Arroyo Park and the Rose Bowl. There are athletic
fields, tennis courts, and a swimming pool at Brookside
Park as well as open parkland. Activity is much more
intense in this area than in the Lower Arroyo Park. A
pleasant, parklike strip could be created here — west of
Arroyo Boulevard in the area occupied by the channel —
by restructuring the channel to create an artificial
streambed with a more natural appearance. This type of
conversion was effected at Buena Vista Park.

Other locations that might be considered for Buena
Vista-type projects are Ganesha Park (San Jose Creek),
Descanso Gardens (Winery Canyon), and Almansor Park
(San Pasqual Creek). At Glendora Sports Park, a stream
could be run through the park by tapping the low-flow
from the adjacent channe! (San Dimas Wash) without
altering the channel significantly.

The confluence of the San Pasqual and Alhambra chan-
nels in Almansor Park might be restructured to create a
series of ponds for wading or for aesthetic enhancement
of the park. Concrete and wooden decks and walls
could be built around the ponds to integrate the channel
confluence into the park. North of this point, the por-
tion of San Pasqual Creek that runs through the park
would be restructured into an artificial streambed. This
might also be done at the confluences of other channels.

4l_ —

Pioneer Park in El Monte lies adjacent to the Rio Hondo
channel. The channei here could be incorporated into
the park by damming it at the south and north ends of
the park. This would provide water for a wading pond
and perhaps for other activities such as paddleboating.
The opposite bank of the channel would be landscaped
to extend the park visually across the channel. Access
would be provided down the east trapezoidal wall using
attractive paving patterns and concrete and grass benches
in the wall.

A similar use of dams could be considered at places
along the Arroyo Seco Park between Avenue 43 and
the northern Pasadena Avenue crossing, at Cerritos
Park on Coyote Creek, and at the west end of the
Sepulveda Basin on the Los Angeles River.

Spreading grounds that could be considered for fishing
ponds or other park uses include the Forbes Spreading
Basin on San Dimas Wash (adjacent to Glendora Sports
Park) and Eaton Wash Spreading Grounds. The ‘’Fishing
Hole” at the Walnut Creek Spreading Grounds could be
improved into a pleasant neighborhood park.

The east and north sides of the Los Angeles River from
Fletcher Drive to the Burbank Studios could be devel-
oped as lead-in strips to Griffith Park. Tunnels would
be needed to cross under Los Feliz Boulevard and the
Ventura Freeway (west of Riverside Drive), and tunnels
or overpasses would be needed to cross from the channel
into the park. If these tunnels or overpasses were pro-
vided, the lead-in strip greatly would improve access to
Griffith Park from the north and east. These areas are
now separated from the park by freeways and the flood
channe!.

The Los Angeles River right-of-way could also be used
as a lead-in strip to the Sepulveda Basin from the west.
Other potential lead-in strips are listed in Table 5-1.

The Lincoln Debris Basin on Altadena channel has sev-
eral acres of land fronting on Loma Alta Drive that
would make a prime addition to Loma Alta Park, which
is adjacent to the basin on the west. There is an exce!
lent view of the foothills from this land, and interpre-
tive displays might be provided explaining the geology
and vegetation of the surrounding bajada area.

-,

The Wilbur Avenue Debris Basin at the Aliso Creek/ ~~«_.__

Limekiln Creek confluence might also be considered
for development as a neighborhood park.




The drawings on these pages illustrate a park development at !
the confluence of two channels. Almansor Park st the San
Pasqual Creek/Alhambra Wash is & possible location for such
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Channel

t os Angeles River

Bell Creek
Atiso Creek
Tujunga Wash
Eaton Wash

Santa Anita Wash
Sawpit Wash
Walnut Creek

Rig Dalton Wash

San Dimas Wash
San Jose Creek

Thompson Creek
Coyote Creek

Compton Creek
Laguna Dominguez

TABLE 51
POTENTIAL LEAD-IN STRIPS ALONG CHANNELS
Thomas Guide
Park Map Number

Cudahy Park 59, D2
Crystal Park 35, E4
Elysian Village Recreation Center 35.03
Griffith Park 25, A4
Buena Vista Park 24,C3
Weddington Park 23, E4
Sepuiveda Basin (from west) 14, F5
Mae Boyar Park 5, E4

Northridge Park 7.C3

Moorpark Park 23,C3
Eaton-Blanche Park 27, F4
Orange Grove Bivd. Park 27, F2
Eisenhower Park 28, E4
Pamela Park 29, B6
Orangewood Park 48, F2
Central Park 39, E5
South Hills Park 89, 81
Hoilenbeck Park 88, E3
Giadstone Park 89, C2
G endora Sports Park 89, D1
Kllogg Park 93, F2
L.A. County Fairgrounds 90, DS
Lee Wore Park 81,85
Cerritos Regional Park 81, C2
Bettencourt Park 81, D
McComber Park 83, B4
Ramon Gonzalez Park 64, D2
Alondra Park 63, B4
Imperial Park 57.BS

NATURE STUDY AND WILDLIFE CONSERVATION

The LACDA flood control system, including reservairs,
flood basins, spreading grounds, debris basins, and flood
channels, contains a large percentage of the open space
and habitat area remaining in the urbanized regions of
the Los Angeles Basin. The system supports large areas
of vegetation and provides habitats for a variety of wild-
life. ttincludes portions of Significant Ecological Areas
{see Figure 6) at the Whittier Narrows, the Santa Fe

Fiood Basin, Hansen Dam, the Chatsworth Reservoir,
along the upper San Gabriel River, and near the mouth
of Ballona Creek.

During the channel survey, rabbits, squirrels and snakes
were seen in channel rights-of-way. Birds are also com-
mon in and around the channels. In those reaches of the
Los Angeles and San Gabriel Rivers that have unpaved
bottoms, large amounts of riparian vegetation exist. Fish
are common in the channels, and on several occasions




Park and trail development around a debris basin or spreading ground.




during the survey, children were seen netting them. A
school of several hundred goldfish and carp, many four
to six inches in length, was seen in a completely paved
section of the Los Angeles River.

The system serves an important function by providing
habitats for wildlife in the urban area. This functior

will increase in significance as open space continues to
diminish in the basin. Wildlife sanctuaries exist or are

planned at a number of reservoirs and spreading grounds.

This should be encouraged in other similar places, but
consideration should aiso be given to making maximum
use of the large amounts of land available within the
channel rights-of-way. Since secondary uses such as
trails are pfanned for these rights-of-way, the plants
selected for landscaping should be those that provide
food and habitat for birds and other small wildlife.
Special nesting structures built under bridges might
attract a wider variety of birds than the pigeons usually
found there.

The upper San Gabriel River between the Santa Fe
Flood Basin and the upper end of the San Gabriel Can-
yon Spreading Grounds is very rich in ecological
resources. Therefore, it should be maintained to pre-
serve the rare vegetative community that exists there
and the wildlife it supports. The Tujunga and Rio
Hondo Spreading Grounds also contain ecological
resources that should be preserved. A wildlife sanctuary
is planned for the Rio Hondo Spreading Grounds. The
Bixby Slough south of the Lakewood Country Club in
Long Beach also has potential for a wilderness area.

Debris basins in the foothills provide valuable habitat
area for wildlife. Some of these basins contain ponds
that serve as resting and feeding spots for migrating
birds. Since the basins are cleared of debris and vegeta
tion periadically, the land around the periphery of the
site, outside the basin itself, is of the most value for
habitat areas. Procedures should be developed for man-
aging these areas so as to encourage their use by wildlife.
Holes should be provided in fences in areas that are not
easily accessibie from roads in order to allow wildlife
to use the water in the basins. Nature study facilities
might be included at some of these basins, since the
foothilt areas are rich in points of geological and bio-
logical interest.

Maost of the debris basins have some value as wildlife
sanctuaries. Of particular interest, however, are the
Little Dalton Debris Basin and the Big Dalton Debris
Basin and Spreading Grounds. Both of these fac.lities

have lakes, and both are bordered by the San Dimas
Experimental Forest, which would act as a buffer area
for the sanctuaries.

The assistance of qualified naturalists and biologists
should be sought in determining those parts of the
LACDA system that have the most potential for conser-
vation uses, as well as the methods through which this
potential can best be used.

TRANSPORTATION

Non-Recreational Transportation Projects

The potential of the flood channel system to provide
corridors for mass transit systems or other transporta-

tion needs has long been recognized. The channel rights-

of-way constitute an in-place network of potential routes,
already paid for to a large degree, that could link most
major parts of the region.

A number of suggestions have been made concerning
possible transportation uses of the LACDA system.
Since the focus of this study is on recreational uses,
these transportation proposals have not been evaluated
here. {Proposed bicycle trails, discussed in the last chap-
ter, are an exception; these would serve both transpor-
tation and recreational needs.)

Since transportation systems located within channel
rights-of-way could affect the channels’ potential for
recreational use, as well as the use of adjacent parks,
the major recent transportation proposals that involve
the use of flood channels are listed below in order to
provide an overview of the transportation potential of
the system. A separate Corps of Engineers study of
transportation proposals is currently under way.

Parts of the floor of the Los Angeles River already have
been used for training of drivers by various departments
of the County and City of Los Angeles and the Southern
California Rapid Transit District.

® The Reconnaissance Report for San Pedro Ports
(Ref 5.3, pages 45, 51, 53) recommends the use of
air-cushion vehicles for transporting cargo and people
through the flood channels.

e The same study {page 51) mentions the possibility of
using conventional heavy rail or light rail transit along
the channel banks, or a new type of monorail system
with light, elevated structures.




= The same study (page 52) also discusses the possibility

- of barge transport in the lower portions of the Laguna

Dominguez channel.

®« A 1976 CALTRANS study (Ref 5-4) proposes use of

- the Los Angeles River fioor from Imperial Highway

to First Street as a busway for transporting commut-
ers to the central business district of Los Angeles.
Since this study was done, CALTRANS has also dis-

- cussed the possible use of the Los Angeles River chan-

nel from San Pedro to the Golden State Freeway as a
truck route (Ref 5-3, page 49).

- ® A 1972 CALTRANS study (Ref 5-5) proposes use of
the Los Angeles River floor from Willow Street to the
Golden State Freeway as an aiternative route to the
Long Beach Freeway for autos, trucks, and buses.

® Ths Sunset Coast Line transit system proposal
(Ref 5-6), rejected by Los Angeles County voters in a
1976 referendum, contained two transit lines that
would have made use of the Los Angeles River corri-
dor. The Central Line North would have included a
subway under the channel from the Union Station

- area to the Golden State Freeway, with rails along

the top of the east bank from the Golden State Free-
way to the Glendale Freeway. The Los Angeles River
Line would have included an aerial railway along the

- west bank of the river from Union Station to First

Street, and an at-grade rail from First Street to Gage
Avenue. The Sunset Limited proposal (Ref 5-7), a
much reduced version of the Sunset Coast Line plan
presented in 1978 by Baxter Ward, contains no pro-
posed routes along channel corridors.

Use of the Channel System for Transportation to Parks

In Chapter 4, which dealt with potential bicycle and
equestrian trails, emphasis was placed on providing
access to parks and other recreational facilities through
the channel rights-of-way. Park access might also be
improved through the use of trams or mini-buses for

- transporting people from adjacent neighborhoods

through channel iead-in strips to parks.

There are two possible approaches to using mass-transit

- vehicles within the channel corridors.

® The vehicles could make use of the channel floor in
cases where the fioor is wide, flat, and contains a low-

- flow channel. Channels suitable for such use are

listed in Table 5-2.
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Some modifications would be required in the channels
to transport side inlet flows to the low- flow channe!
under the section of floor to be used. Ramps would
be provided to the channel floor at destinations and
at pick-up points.

a The vehicles could use access roads along the sides of
channels. This would allow transportation along
those channels that do not have bottoms suitable for
vehicular travel. It would be necessary, however, to
tunnel under or cross over streets and other obstruc-
tions to the channel rights-of-way. This would limit
the practical length of the lead-in strips, and in cases
where a number of street crossings were required, it
would reduce or eliminate any advantage to the use
of a channel over city streets. Use of the channel
access roads for vehicles might also conflict with the
possible use of these roads for bicycle and equestrian
trails.

Table 5-3 indicates possible locations of tram or mini-bus
routes for transporting people to parks through channel
corridors.

It has been suggested that transportation to parks might
be provided for the aged and handicapped using trams

or mini-buses. Potential users of such means of trans-
port would be from retirement homes, hospitals, homes
for the disabled, and similar facilities located in the vicin-
ity of flood channels. During the channel survey, any
such facilities adjacent to the channels were noted.
Generally, however, it was not possible to locate all of
the facilities of this type that might be close enough to
the channels to make use of such routes.

To test the concept, hospitals in the vicinity of channels
were considered as possible sources of those who would
use these means of transport, since they often contain
programs or facilities for the elderly, disabled, and handi:
capped. Hospitals near channels were identified on maps
for the purpose of route analysis. These hospitals and
other facilities located during the survey are listed in
Table 5-4.

An attempt to identify potential routes to parks through
channel corridors from the facilities listed indicates that
the concept would have limited applicability. Only two
facilities were identifed that would appear to benefit
from such a project. St. Joseph Medical Center {near
the Los Angeles River at Buena Vista Street) could be
linked to Griffith Park by a short tram route, and




TABLE 52. CHANNELS WITH FLOORS SUITABLE FOR RECREATIONAL OR TRANSPORTATION USE

The tollawing channels have floars that are sufficiently wide and flat to be suitable for recreational or transportation use. Since they siso have

low flow channels, the floors remain dry most of the ysar.

s tos Angeles River

Rio Hondo confluence to Golden State Freeway north of Figueros

Burbank Western inlet to Radford Street

SPT railroad crossing east of White Oak Avenue to Mason Street

= Brown’s Creek

® Aliso Creek south of Wilbur Debris Basin

s Arrovo Seco from Holly Street to Seco Straet
s Coyote Creek south of Artesia Boulevard

s Coyote Creek, North Fork

» Laguna Dominguez from Vermont to north of Redondo Besch Boulevard

Portions of the Tujunga Wash, Big Dslton, and the Los Angeles River between Radford Street and Fulton Avenue might be added to this list
if a curb were provided to channel low flows to one side of the fioor.

TABLE 6-3. POSSIBLE TRAM OR MINI-BUS PROJECTS

Los Angeles River/Tujunga Wash — connecting Griffith Park, Weddington Park (Los Angeles River at the Hollywood Freeway), snd Moorpark

Park {Tujunga Wash at Laurel Canyon Boulevard)

Los Angeles River — connecting the Sepuliveds Basin and Reseda Park (Los Angeles River st Reseda Boulevard) to residentisl areas as far west

as Pierce College

Big Dalton — from Barranca Ave. to Foothill Boulevard, providing sccess to South Hilis Park in Glendora

Coyote Creek — connecting El Dorado Park to Cerritos Regional Park

Laguna Dominguez — from Vermont Avenue to Alondra Park.

TABLE 64
MEDICAL AND SENIOR CITIZEN FACILITIES LOCATED NEAR CHANNELS®
Thome Guide
Channel Fanility Mep No.
Los Angeles River Monte Seno Hospital 35, B2
St. Joseph Medicel Center 24,C3
Shermen Osks Community Hospital 22, D2
Bell Creek Parkwood Hospital 12, B4
Waest Hills Hospits! 12, A3
Brown's Creek Canoge Park Hospital 12, D3
Tujunga Wash Riverside Hospital 23,82
Burbank Western Villa Scarsbrini Retirement Home 9, F6
Eaton Wash -8 Encines Hospital 27, E4
3t Luke's Hospitel 22, EY
Buer:a Vista Channel ity of Hope Medical Center 29. 06
Savpit Wash Vionrovie Community Hospitel 29.83
anitarium (name unknown) 29.C2
Walnut Creek Queen of the Valisy Hospital 48, F2
San Jose Creek Pacific State Howpital 93, F4

“Note This 11 o partial list, compiled from maps snd channel survey informstion.
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Channel access roads could be used for skate paths, and open areas within the right-of-way for skating rinks.

Riverside Hospital (Tujunga Wash at Riverside Drive}
similarly could be linked to Moorpark Park. In every
other case, either transportation would be easier over
city streets, or there would be no sufficiently attractive
destination for a route within a reasonable distance
along the channel.

It is likely that other feasible projects of this type could
be identified by local agencies familiar with the loca-
tions of facilities that would benefit from improved
access to parks. However, in most cases, it is not prob-
able that the benefits achieved would justify the costs
of the project.

SKATING AND SKATEBOARDING

The recent increase in the popularity of roller skating
has resulted in serious conflicts between sk aters and
bicyclists over the use of bicycle paths, particularly in
the Venice area and at the Sepulveda Basin. An effort

is being made to develop separate facilities for skaters,
and interest has been expressed in the use of flood chan-
nel corridors for skate paths. These paths could be
located either on access roads along the sides of chan-
nels or, in some cases, on channel floors.

§17

Access roads could be used wherever bicycle or eques-
trian trails are not planned, or where there is sufficient
room for both bicycle and skating paths. Wide spaces
along the access roads, such as those that occur at some
street crossings, could be used for circular rinks. These
might have grassy slopes around the sides for spectators.

The channel floor could be used for skating wherever it
is wide, flat, and contains a low-flow channel. Channels
suitable for such use are listed in Tabie 5-2.

Despite the potential for locating skating paths and
rinks within channel corridors, it is likely that many of
these paths would receive little use. Areas used heavily
by skaters are usually popuiar recreational facilities that
offer a combination of recreational and social oppor-
tunities to users; the skating facilities themselves are not
the sole attraction. It would be desirable, therefore, for
skating paths to be located near parks or other recrea-
tional facilities. In general, these other facilities would
provide better locations for skating than the channel
paths. The bottom of channels have restricted views
and a generally poor aesthetic quality which probably
would not attract large numbers of skaters. Finally, in
most neighborhoods, sidewalks offer an alternative that

X



often would be more convenient and equally as attrac-
twve to skaters as paths alang the channels. The most
promisi-wg locations for sk ating paths within channel
nghts ! way are along lead-in strips to parks.

Channets that might offer good potential for skating
paths or rinks are:

= L cs Angeles River floor west of the SPT railroad in
the Sepulveda Basin

@ Tujunga Wash access roads from Moorpark Park to
Magrotiz Boulevard

u Laguna Dominguez floor from Van Ness Avenue to
Atondra Park.

Sunitarly, it appears that there would be little advan-
tege to a skateboarder to the use of a channel path over
sidewalks. Rinks with banked sides might be popular
with skatehoarders, if they were {ocated in areas with
sufficient recreational appeal. However, these probably
would be best operated as commercial facilities, since
supiesvision would be required to ensure safety.

HOGTELS AND CAMPGROUNDS

The Cahfornia Department of Parks and Recreation
recormeaends in its Recreational Trails Plan (Ref 5-7,
page 17} that hostels and campgrounds be provided on
wall wordors that are heavily used for touring. Such
faciiities should be located on major regional trails, and
pieterabiy near the intersections of major trails, They
woull best be located at major recreational facilities
necause of their spatial requirements and the recrea-
toaal o taniues that these facilities offer,

The Whittier Narrows is the most likely location for a
hoste! or trail campground, because it is accessible from
both the L ARI0 and San Gabriel trails and would be
near the central point of a regional trail system. The
Sepulveda Basin might also be a suitable locatior if
travls are developed on the Los Angeles River. Vacant
fand at the confiuence of the Los Angeles and Tujunga
channe's and at the confluence of the Los Angeles and
Ric: Hondo hannels could be used for overnight facili-
ties, 1§ trary are located on the upper Los Angeles River
and Tupinga Wash.

Otheor locations within the LACDA system, such as
debiis basins and other flood control basins, might have
wuff.cient space for overnight facilities but would not be
1ecatef arong major through trail routes.
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USE OF THE CHANNEL FLOOR FOR COURT
GAMES

The floors of some channels are sufficiently wide and
free of water for enough of the year to allow court
games such as basketball, volleyball, handball, paddle-
bali, or tennis.

A major problem with such use would be keeping
players and balls out of the low-flow channei. Protec-
tive fencing probably could not be used in the channel,
unless it were of a removable type, and the amount of
work required to move the fencing several times each
year would probably be prohibitive.

(f the floor were to be used for tennis, fencing would be
needed across the channel as well as along the fow-flow
ditch. The courts would require cleaning each time the
flow of water rose above the low-flow channel. Frequent
repainting of court boundaries would probably be
necessary.

In the event that fencing could be provided, it is likely
that only the Los Angeles River and Coyote Creek would
have sufficiently wide floor spaces to permit court
games. The most suitable location for such activity
would be that section of the Los Angeles River between
Barham Boulevard and Radford Street, since Coyote
Creek and the other potentially usable segments of the
Los Angeles River have trapezoidal sections, which
would be less suitable for most court games. Game
courts on the channel floor might be made part of a
linear park in this area.

MOTORCYCLE USE AND BICYCLE MOTOCROSS
COURSES

Most parts of the channel system are poorly suited to
motorcycle use. The noise of the cycles makes them
incompatible with many other potential channel uses,
particularly horseback riding. The noise would also
compound problems with channel neighbors; these con-
flicts are aready severe in some places. Because bicy-
clists benefit much more from separation from traffic,
bicycling has priority on access roads suitable for trail
use,

The best locations for motorcycle use within a channel
corridor appear to be the Los Angeles River channel on
the east side of the river, north and south of Firestone
Boulevard, and between the Randolph Street railroad
bridge and Slauson Avenues. In both of these locations,
there are wide strips of vacant land along the power line




right-of-way that separates the channet from the Long
Beach Freeway. The freeway would buffer the motor-
cycle activity on the east and the channel on the west,
and the existing freeway noise would reduce the effect
of noise from the cycles. Adjacent use west of the river
in both places is heavily industrial. These locations
could be used for motocross courses.

The major drawback to these locations is that both
bicycle and equestrian trails are recommended for the
channel corridor in these places. Bicyclists would be on
the west side of the channel, and noise levels would
probably be acceptable there if the motorcycle activity
were confined to one location. An equestrian trail on
the east side, though, probably woulid be incompatible
with motorcycle use in the same area. However, there
are significant problems associated with the equestrian
trail recommended for this area. If the decision were
made not to include an equestrian trail here, then a
motocross course should be considered as an alterna-
tive use.

The floor of the channel from Gage Avenue to Figueroa
Street might be used as an off-street route for motor-
cyclists, thereby providing an auto-free alternative to
the use of the Long Beach Freeway. Again, this would
be feasible only if no conflicts with bicyclists or eques-
trians resulted.

Some debris basins might aiso provide suitable locations
for motorcycle activity. Basins selected for such use
should not have significant potential for conservation
uses, nor neighbors that might be affected by the noise.

An ORV (off-road vehicle) staging area is planned by
the Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recre-
ation for the upper end of the San Gabriel Reservoir.
The facility will be partially on reservoir property and
partially on National Forest land.

During the channel survey, children frequently were
observed using dirt access areas along the sides of chan-
nels as bicycle motocross courses. There are numerous
wide dirt spaces along the channel rights-of-way that
would be suitable for such use.

AiIR RIGHTS

Interest in air rights over the channels is increasing as
available land in the Los Angeles Basin becomes more
scarce and more expensive. Several large sections of
channel have aiready been covered for a variety of

purposes, and other proposals are being studied. Most
of these proposals involve nonrecreational uses, but
channels could be covered to provide open spaces for
parks, trails, athietic fields, or most other recreational
activities.

Ralph Iredale, in his study on the potential for use o7
air rights in the Los Angeles Basin (Ref 5-8), discussed
a number of possible projects involving air rights over
the Los Angeles River. These included housing projects
and megastructures that could contain offices, apart-
ments, or department stores.
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CHAPTER 6
IMPLEMENTATION

COORDINATION AMONG PLANNING AGENCIES

E ffective coordination is required among agencies at all
levels of government, and between these agencies and
various types of citizens’ groups, to plan and implement
any regional recreation program. This is especially true
in the Los Angeles region, since the great mobility of
the population encourages use of recreation facilities
some distance from users’ homes.

The rising interest in bicycling during the last few years
makes coordination among planning agencies and groups
even more important. Regional needs and trail corridors
can be determined by regional planners. 1t specific
routes within these corridors are to be most effectively
designed and most heavily used, they must be chosen
with assistance from local planners and those citizens
who are most familiar with the specific areas.

This is an important consideration in the case of the
trails discussed in Chapter 4, which would be located
within flood channel corridors. Local planners should
have an opportunity to recommend alternative routes
that might be more attractive because of fewer obstruc-
tions, better aesthetic quality, lower costs, or better
access to recreation areas. This will ensure that the

710 Program funds (see Table 6-2) available for this
area will be used most effectively on those channel cor-
ridors wtth the most potential for contributing to the
regional trail system.

Ciose coordination among planning organizations is not
easy to achieve. There are many jurisdictions in the
area and many agencies and groups involved in trail
planning, each with its own constituency and interests.
The roles of agencies continually evolve to fit current
planning needs, and someatimes change abruptly as a
resuft of major influences such as Proposition 13.

Tabie 6 1 lists the agencies and citizens’ groups most
actively involved at this time in the planning of trails
within the LACDA reyion,

The Los Angeles County Plan of Bikeways (Ref. 6-1),
which is a subelement of the County General Plan, is
used as a general guide to regional hicycle planning in
this area. This plan is quite conceptual in nature, and
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many >f the routes it shows have not yet been studied
in detail. A second important document is the Bicycle
Plan of the City of Los Angeles (Ref. 6-2), which is a
subelement of the City General Plan. This plan is based
on a Bikeway Feasibility Study done by the City of

Los Angeles (Ref. 6-3}, which evaluated potential bike
route corridors. Many of the potential routes shown on
the City Bicycle Plan are also quite conceptual in nature,
and will require further study before final route deci-
sions are made.

Other cities in the area having significant local bicycle
plans include Long Beach and Pasadena (Ref. 6-4, 6-5).
A number of cities have formed the East San Gabriel
Valley Bikeway Committee and have published a Mas-
ter Plan for bike routes in that area {(Ref. 6-6). There is
also a West San Gabriel Valley Bikeway Committee
(coordinated through the Arcadia City Planning Depart
ment) and a Pomona Vailey Regional Bicycle Trail Com
mittee (coordinated through the Pomona City Adminis
trator’s Office).

While no single agency serves to coordinate bikeway
planning in the Los Angeles area, three agencies ~
SCAG, the Los Angetes County Transportation Com-
mission (LACTC), and Los Angeles County Parks and
Recreation Department — serve to provide some
regional coordination. County Parks and Recreation
achieves this through its countywide planning role while
LACTC and SCAG administer regional bikeway funds,
particularly S.B. 281 Transportation Development Act
funds (see Table 6-2). The work of these agencies
ensures that a portion of the local bikeway planning
effort goes toward producing long distance regional
trails, rather than isolated shorter segments which serve
only local purpaoses.

There has been much less regional coordination of
equestrian trail plans than of bicycle plans, primarily
because there are fewer sources of funding for eques.
trian trails and less opportunity to achieve coordination
through the distnibution of funds. The Los Angeles
County Parks and Recreation Department provides the
only regionwide coordination of equestrian trail plan-
ning in the area. Several jurisdictions within the region,
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TABLE 8-1. AGENCIES AND GROUPS MOGT ACTIVELY INVOLVED IN TRAIL PLANNING IN THE LOS ANGELES AREA
Federal

U S. Army Corps ot Enginesrs - Cooperates with local agencies in the planning and construction of trail projects within fiood channei
corridors and flood basin recrestional areas. Provides 5O percent matching funds for thess projects.

U S. Forest Service — Has an interest in connections to Forest Service trails from the urban ares.
National Park Service — Is investigating potentie! access routes from the urban ares to propossd Santa Monics Mountain Perk treils.

Stats of Californis

Department of Parks and Recreation — Has established thres state trait corridors that paes through the Los Angeles region. Except for
portions of the South Bay trail, specific routes within thess corridors have not yet been determined.

CALTRANS — Has established bicycle trail design standards that are used by most planning agencies in the Los Angeles region.

Regional

Southern California Amociation of Governments (SCAG) — Administers S.B. 821 Transportation Development Act funds. Thess funds
are 8 major source of revenue for bicycle trail projects in the ares.

Los Angsles County

Department of Parks and Recreation — Holds the major responsibility for regional trail planning in the Los Angeles area. Has lead agency
responsibility on many trail projects, including LARIO and San Gabrie!.

Depertment of Regional Planning — Prepares land use plans and policies that provide & conceptual framework for more specific design
functions, such ae location of trail routes. Also provides regions! deta base information used for trail planning.

Road Department -- Acts as lead agency for the development of many bicycle trails slong streets and fiood channels.
Flood Controt District — Must grant a permit for any sscondary use of flood control lands.

Transportation Commission (LACTC) — Reviews grant requests for S.8. 821 Transportation Development Act funds. Provides regional
coordination of trall planning through the parformance of this function.

Local

City Departments of Pianning, Transportstion, Recreation and Parks, and Engineering — in particular, various departments of the éity of
Los Angeles play @ significant role in regional trail planning.

Citizens’ Groups

City of Los Angeles Bicycle Advisory Group — Actively assists city planners in developing bicycie routes and other facilities to encourage the
use of bicycles in the area.

Equestrian Trails, Incorporated — A large, active group of riders that organizes squestrian activities in the area. The local “Corrals’’ sometimes
provide assistance or suggestions to iocal agencies irvolved in trail pianning.
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particularly the County’s First Supervisorial District
and the Twelfth Councilmanic District of Los Angeles
City, have equestrian trail plans {Ref. 6-7, 6-8). The
City of Los Angeles has collected a large amount of
information on local trail systems, but it has not yet
done much work toward integrating these trail systems
to provide long-distance routes. A review of equestrian
trail planning is schedulied by the city for the near
future.

So far, it appears that very little consideration has been
given to connecting the extensive equestrian trail sys-
tem in the San Fernando Valley with the LARIO/San
Gabriel trails or with trails in the San Gabriel Valley in
order to link the two halves of the region.

The Corps of Engineers has a unique opportunity to
encourage increased regional coordination of trail plan-
ning efforts because of the possibility of contributing to
the development of a regional system of bicycle and
equestrian trails through the use of flood channel cor-
ridors and because of their responsibility for administer-
ing distribution of Code 710 funds on a regional basis.
Such coordination could be encouraged by the forma-
tion of a regional council of bicycle planners and a
regional council of equestrian planners to review Corps’
efforts toward developing trails in the channel system,
Although these councils would have only advisory
powers, they could achieve a great deal toward the
selection of optimal routes for a regional system,
toward reducing development of isolated trails that
make no contribution to larger trail systems, toward
providing a more complete regional data base for trail
system planning, and toward providing increased
emphasis on trail planning efforts at both local and
regional levels.

Considerable cooperation was provided by agencies at
all fevels of government toward completing the LACDA
System Recreation Study, and much interest was
expressed in developing a regional data base for trail
planning. Differences among agencies that are often
cited as stumbling blocks toward regional coordination
appear generally to involve priorities and methods.
There seems to be very little disagreement on the selec-
tion of routes or the determination of regional trail
system needs, and there appears to be a real opportunity
at this time for achieving increased coordination among
the area’s trail system planners.

The longer it takes to achieve the formation of such
coordinating groups, the less effective their work will
be. Urbanization, continued construction of freeways
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and flood channels, and rapidly increasing use of flood
channel and power line rights-of-way for a variety ot
purposes has resulted in a steady decrease in potential
trail corridors, making the development of regional
trail systems increasingly more difficuit in the future.

POTENTIAL SOURCES OF FUNDING

The Code 710 Recreation Program of the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers provides funds for the development
of recreation facilities on existing Corps projects. The
program funds 50 percent of the design and construc
tion costs of a project with the remaining 50 percent
to come from nonfederal agencies. Projects must be
operated and maintained by local agencies. The 710
Program has been a major source of funding for recrea
tion projects in the Los Angeles region in recent years

Another major source of money for bicycle projects is
S.B. 821, the Transportation Development Act Fund.
that allocates money derived from state sales taxes on
gasoline. Two percent of the sales tax money allocated
to local transportation projects is used exclusively for
bicycle and pedestrian facilities. These funds are admin-
istered locally by SCAG. Funding requests are reviewed
by the Los Angeles County Transportation Commission
In the 1979-80 fiscal year, 60 percent of the funds will
be allocated to local projects and 40 percent to regional
projects. Funding criteria for regional projects include
projected use, encouragement of alternatives to existing
transportation, completion of missing links or extehsion
of existing facilities, safety, and potentia! for implemen
tation in the year of allocation.

Grants that encourage innovative approaches to recrea
tion planning might be applicable to some projects
described in the preceding chapters. For example, the
use of inflatable dams to incorporate a section of flood
channel into a park for wading, swimming, or boating
might be considered an innovative project. Both federal
and state programs (the Federal Urban Parks and
Recreation Recovery Act and the State Urban Grants
Program) provide innovative approach funding.

Information on these and other major sources of
federal and state funds is summarized in Table 6-2.
Additional information on federal programs is available
in the Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance published
by the Office of Management and Budget. Additional
information on state programs is available from the
Urban Action/Assistance Program of the State Depart
ment of Parks and Recreation in Sacramento.
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Funding Source
(Adminiatering Agency)

FEDERAL

U.S. Army Cormps of Enginesrs
(Same)

Federai-Aid Highwey Program
(CALTRANS)

Land and Water Conservation Fund
{Heritage Conesrvation and
Recreation Service, Dept. of
Interior, Californis Dept. of Parks
and Recrestion)

Department of interior
(Haritage Conservation snd
Recrestion Service)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Transportation Development Act
Fund ~ Also known s
Locs! Transportstion Fund (SCAG)

Bicycle Lane Account
({CALTRANS)

Urban Grents Program
(Califomia Dept. of Perks and
Recreation)

TABLE 8-2. POTENTIAL SOURCES OF FUNDING

Enabling Legislation

Code 710 Progrem, s established by

PL 89-72, the Federsl Water Project
Recreation Act. Veyssy Guldetines
further define cost-sharing requirements.

1973 and 1978 Federsl-Aid Highway
Acts

Land and Water Consarvetion Fund Act
of 1985 (PL 88-578)

Urban Parks and Recrestion Recovery Act
(UPARR). Title X of the Netional Parks
and Recreation Act of 1078.

$.8. 821 (Article 3 of the Transportation
Develapment Act)

S.B. 38

$.B. 174: Roberti-Z'berg
Urben Open Spece and Recrestion Program

Provides 60 percent of the cost of most
recreationsl development st compieted Corps
projects. Costs must be shared equally by non-
Federsi sgencies. Completed project must be
operated and maintsined by local agencies.

Provides matching funds for bicycle and
pedustrian fecilities. $2.5 million were pro-
vided for California projects in 1977.

Provides funds for outdoor recrestion pien-
ning end development. 50% matching grants
to counties and cities.

Three types of grant:

1. Recovery Action Program Grants for oversil
improvements in recrestion system
{50% metching)

2. Grants for innovative Approaches
{70 to 86% metching)

3. Rehabilitation Grants for rehabilitstion of
axisting recrestion facitities)
(70% matching)

For development of bicycle snd pedestrisn
tacilities. In 1979-80, 80% of fund money
will go to local projects and 40% to regions!
projects. Total silocstions for 1978-79 sre
$2,260,428.

A minimum of $360,000 annually is mede
svailsble through this program for bicycle
projects. Priorities are based on sbility to
sttract matching Federal funds.

Pravides grants for the development and aper-
stion of recrestion facilities in heavily popu-
isted arees, and for innovative recrestion

programs.
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A visual survey of the major flood channels in the LACDA system was conducted
to obtain data necessary to evaluate the recreation potential of the channels.
About 220 miles of channel were surveyed. The San Gabriel River, the Rio
Hondo River, Ballona Creek, and that portion of the Los Angeles River below
the Rio Hondo confluence were not included in the survey, since these channels
were previously studied during the planning of trails now existing or under
construction.

The survey focused on the following kinds of information:

e The physical suitability of the channels and channel access areas for trail
use.

e Obstructions to travel along the channel access areas, such as street
crossings, inlets, and other secondary uses of the right-of-way.

® Other constraints to recreational use, such as potential conflicts with
channel neighbors.

e Opportunities for recreational use, such as good views, proximity to parks
or other trail destinations, and areas within the channel rights-of-way
large enough for recreational uses other than trails.

CROSSING AND INLET RATINGS
Street crossings and inlets that obstruct access along channels are rated on

the survey maps to indicate the potential significance of the obstruction.
This was done according to the following criteria:
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KEY TO STRIP MAPS

Scale: 17=2800"
Notes concerning ROW

Notes concerning adjacent use

Judgements as to the volume of s¢

mb""" a tunnel or ramp in a given loca
Opportunity Traffic counts were used to che
No access were not available for many cros
Covered channel ratings as well, should be assul

Footbridge (no obstruction)

{HAExwo0

APPEAL RATINGS

Bike Trail (existing)

seees Equestrian Trail (existing)

Ratings are given in the survey

—> Noobstruction location, based on the observor's

P>  Beginning of Reach for recreational use. Much subj
CROSSING AND INLET RATINGS and the ratings should be taken
Crossings and inlets are rated from A t0o G unit of variation in el ther di red
1o indicate the potential significance of
the obstr_ction they present to trail access. ORGAN I ZAT ION OF [NFORMAT ION
See text for a more detailed explanation of
the ratings.

Information is presented on chann|
More detailed information is contj
beside the black triangle at the

(A)
{B)  Major Obstructions

) set of notes corresponds to that
(o} Moderate Obstructions . i 1
(€) All notes are organized assuming
F , first reach of a channel always bd
() Minor Obstructions considered on that channel.

EY TO NOTE The key to map and note symbols ii
REACH page so that it can be viewed at {

Downstream limit of reach is given first.
TG: 1979 Thomas Guide map number.

CHANNEL

Trap Trapezoidal LS Loose stone

Vert Vertical U Unpaved

c Concrete LF Low-fiow channel
RR  Rip-Rep

ADJACENT USE

SF Single Family Housing v Vacant
MF  Multiple Family Housing F Freeway

| Industry St Street

[+ Commercisl S School, College
8 Business Offices o] Other

OS  Open Space

APPEAL

5 Very High 2 Low

4 High 1 Very Low

3 Moderate

OBSTRUCTIONS
(G) At grade
{(AB) Above grade
(BG) Below grade




Judgements as to the volume of street traffic and the difficulty of constructing
a tunnel or ramp in a given location were made on the spot by the observor.
Traffic counts were used to check volume estimates in some places, but these
were not available for many crossings. These estimates, and therefore the
ratings as well, should be assumed to have some margin for error.

APPEAL RATINGS

Ratings are given in the survey notes to indicate the aesthetic quality of a
location, based on the observor's opinion of how attractive the setting was
for recreational use. Much subjectivity was involved in these judgements,
and the ratings should be taken as general guidelines only, subject to one
unit of variation in either direction.

ORGANIZATION OF INFORMATION

Information is presented on channel maps to the extent that space permits.
More detailed information is contained in the accompanying notes. The number
beside the black triangle at the beginning of each reach indicates which

set of notes corresponds to that reach.

A1l notes are organized assuming an upstream direction of travel; i.e., the
first reach of a channel always begins at the farthest downstream point being
considered on that channel.

The key to map and note symbols is located on the fold-out portion of this
page so that it can be viewed at the same time as the survey information.
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INDEX TO CHANNELS (See Figure 8)

Channel Map
Alhambra Wash 16
Aliso Creek 7
Altadena 15
Arcadia Wash 18
Arroyo Calabasas 5
Arroyo Seco 14
Ballona Creek 31
Bell 4
Big Dalton Wash 21
Blanchard Canyon 12
Blue Gum 13
Brown's Creek 6
Buena Vista 19
Bull Creek 8
Burbank Western 11
Caballero Creek 5
Centinela Creek 30
Charter QOak Wash 20
Chatsworth Creek 5
Compton Creek 28
Cook's Canyon 12
Coyote Creek 26-27
Dayton Creek 5
Dunsmore Canyon 13
Eagle 13
Eaton 17
Emerald Wash 25
Fair QOaks Drain 17
Flint Canyon 15
Gould 15
Haines Canyon 13
Hall's Canyon 13
Hansen Heights 11
Hay 15
Laguna Dominguez 29-30
La Tuna Canyon 11
Limekiln Creek 7
Little Dalton Wash 22
Live Oak Wash 25
Lopez Canyon 9
Los Angeles 1-4

Los Cerritos 27

Channel

Mandeville Canyon
Marshall Creek
Mill Creek

Pacoima Wash
Paradise
Pickens

Rubioc Wash
Rubio Diversion
Rustic Canyon

San Dimas Wash

San Jose Creek

San Pasqual Creek
Santa Anita Wash
Santa Monica Canyon
Sawpit Wash

Shields

Sierra Madre Wash
Sierra Madre Villa
Snaver Canyon

Thompson Creek
Tujunga Wash

Verdugo Wash

Walnut Creek
Ward

Wilbur Creek
Wilson
Winery
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LOS ANGELES RIVER MAP 1a
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7em Nt W side C, BR . vore 3 Channel - 1 (odors)
T 93 A2 Sottom LF e L - 0

Survey Notes
T Crossings and inlets

Ien St 1G): Busy streel Channs) wal) on 4 side chenges fram trac ‘0 vert at bridge  Remp under bridge woul!d prodadly
not he possible.

Low-71nw channel diverges  of 37th <t., continges N 83 two rhannels slong sides of fnvert.
Access walleqd off, & na'f  Used as parking 19t Wat engugh room for tredl in parking ares
dery tad odors from meat packing plant.

Truck rampy enter 1nvert from both sides just N of Downey

2
®
£y
3
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LOS ANGELES RIVER MAP 1b

! Reach Channel Srde | ROW Accass Fence or Wall Adjacent use Ihml Protographs
. & 17th 5t Yert K L 1 1 3-3%
i to Sides ¢ Channel yoo 4 1
. S0to St Bottom 1 dirt annel vey Gas stetion ¢ s)
: 16 53 A2 W ROW Tos -
1 Survey Notes
LD frossings ang inlets
Suto S (G). Busy street
© Unpaved o Lovered with s1iT, nol pOssible tu deternine. Low-flow channels on 3ides Entire bottom covered with water furing survey
(' 20" paved rosd, S Malf of reacn. N haif dirt, qoes under power 1tne supports. Sufficient clearance for trat!
"4} very bad 7dors from mest pscking plant -
Pea.n nannel “rge | PUn Access Fence or Wall Atracent se T Appea!) | Pnotogrepns
oto 5t iert 127 Paved (] o : N 35-38
o Lides @ £ Chanre . Yo )
26th St ot tomi Not passable Thanne! Y8F i
582 4: u 3 o N -
Survey Note
1 Crossings ang tnlets
26th *t (G} Moderately busy
Came a5 for Reach b
i Sciess +oed is presently blocked by itored venicles and other industrial materisls that would have to he movnd {f roac were to be used —
2 Industroa’ hwildings 4nd equioment come to edge ¢t channgl in the northern 500' of the reach  Southern halt 1 passable (beina used for
varking, tat there 13 protably room fir 2 trail tneough the lot)
Qe n Channet C1de | ROw Access fence or Wall Adyacent i'se Appesl | Photographs
Bth vert . ) :0- [ 1 39-41
to Srves £ e nanne! ves -
J40n 5t RR fr Hetiom (2 " 3 ChanneT Yes 1 !
2 ROW wo
Survey Notes
£-1s51ngs and inlets
24h .t RR Rr. (4
(1 fame 35 T each 6. -
(D f it e, 30 access wsdth N hals veing used ‘or storage of industrial matertals, ne passage
3 A Wt paved SLrip for 2007 N of 20th S Northerr 6007 of streteh s dirt, 25° wide
ean Channe) Srde ] ROw Access Fence or wall Adjacent use Appeat | Photographs
S [4tm <t QW Br. vert 1 40-44 —
(3 Srdes steet she| £ ) f
Jutte St 3R Br Bottom €, B 1 :
16 52 F1 LF N G
‘urvey Notes
v08$1ng5 and 1nlets
washingion Blivd. (G). Husy street.
Butte “t AR Br. (G) Mo ottruction £ side; sccess road ramps under -
. ow-flow channels at stdes converge | of Autte St KR, continye N as & single channel
1 ode accessy
24tP 5t BR to Washinqg'ton Blvd . scrap yard f1lled with pipes comes to edge of channel
Washing-on Blvd. o Burte St. RR- small storage yard adjacent to channel {st [00° n of wastingion  Paved road (25 ! on adjecent
*ndustrisl propert, leads past storage yard to 8CCess road beyond 10" grave! rest of distance ‘o N
1w 5130 aniess -
2itn St RR to Washington Blvd. B0'-wide paved strip. Mot presently u-ed, was probably parbing ares for asbandoned 'ngystrigl
turiding to W. Fencet at W edge
wash-roton Blvd to Butte St RR- 30 Jirt steoy, fenced w edge
o (hane! e | BOw Access Ferce ar wall Atjacent ye “rﬂvm' PhetoIraphy
s fr, Tray t 3 ROW No I, RP T w6
vies € < Channe' vop . ! -
“ivd Bottom € , < |70 TRanre! Ves AL i !
~ 20N No 1 e ¥
ey Notes
costtags ang anfets
Diyroic Blvd . San Rernarding Fwy . 7Uh St wnottier Blve () These bridges are well aluse grage. ant camp 1w several 'ungreq feet
ty tne £ and W G Tne an Beinerding anv 7th St. bridges do not obstruct arcess on (™ £ side  There th & 0f usab'e Accecy wigth

“der the freewar, ant /[~ under Tth St Arcess {5 ODStructed 8¢ OtAEr Dridge (rostings DeLause Of (asu?f1cfent ardth defween ra:lg
an rridge abuloert. In order to ity over thesq streets, or cross under (he bridges oyfs e the c(hanne! ROM, 't would be
woiensary L0 Cross several sets uf tracks two times A1) bridges carry heavy trafiic THCTE TS 8N #CeSy ramd 'O the channe!
trttom from 6th 1 which enter- under the whittier Bridge on the W. side. A ramp 10 the - hanne) —a)' .nder the w t1ige Of the 1. 'dge
“a ol possible

LRRY A

PR OTO Gy wod accest halfwy to M (20, giet)  Ratl yards Deg'n Malfwsy 16 usable access wictn (gravel| from (hgnne!

TAr s Useblr whItl carrows 10 47 10 twn claces {Powsr 1ine supports)  Steep slooe--retgining wall proBebly necesiacy for N agif
Srmete 1o Sen Bertardine Swy €& sadle 8r(r sy wiGth from channel to ties (grovel!  Obs'ructiont '~ two DlaCes (DOWET support. \tene!
‘rame; blork a:rrss
ar Rerngrding fw, to Wittier 20" ysable arcess width from chennel to ties (dire §nd Qravel” LA e wi@th naccnms tn & e lgeen
Liower supports’

L IAT-LRF Y 11}

7 8.7t RO to Mymy g 14 u.able access width om chennel to ties (dirt and grave’ OVt .- teg ‘r 3 #% Ly power Luppor s \upgorts
straddie fence. 9 from +.000rt pad Lo ‘ence, 5 usable from suppirt to t1es  “ee nOte & ang o 'n 49 Steep sCope. retatring wal!
muld %e necestary most ol leagth

Mymgre to San Bernardino Fwy. ot D

atle Insufficient useble space DEtwoen rasls #0d ‘.90 nf rhanne’

nan Rerngrding Fwy to Whittiar 2' usable gccois width ‘com channgl 1o ties (dret and graver' Do @ 31"y OBSELrurted A numerOus | 18 e
by power 110€ Supiarts and retl equipment ' Lpports st-addle fence, 10 from support pac to fene  ee myte creer e
retaining wal) wo,!t he cecessary most of “ength
L) - -4 Power ''ae SupPerts straddie the side of the channel in many o) Aosirgle tane t s le DAtR (0u'd SOMPL WL 9O VNPT

these supparts. and in some piaces this 13 the only access SPICE svatleble o+ ~aq the nannel for & tr-ar!  C(legrarrey
would Be # r1mal, Powever, aad suCh 8N Srringement would Aot be desirable  The srelir Sngca 04 A8t 14th ynder
$uaoorts between 0 ,tte 5T N9 and Olymoic W 310e).  The smOUNt Of . 19arance 1n other s w1l gy sompwat wien the
$12r, placement, arg geometry ' 1he SUPPO-t  Ramping down Between the SupPOrt Gad' » , 1 'mrease ,Aable widl* one foOt
toe ey one OOt of droL. G 4 TeriMASE €Q.a) to tRe distance from the fence 1o the pal withii tre &0 (h1y dittowe §8

joewr 17 Lhe A Cess gescripl or

may cav he 1033ible co v ate teatly or Other (4 1 11L108 1o M rR1) pards, even where MiAIMA} (learancey sainl Termigeion mby e
e v ea aptaln feum ova rattogads AISG, thire are Aume-out SeC luded SPACEY AMONG TAE DY g8 3UDDOCCY WP ICR Bre LAE6 By Trantients
s fee Sueh pr St o aften ennuntered a1 G tAE L iredy, ANG they might Afscourage use of ta o3 (r the 7. pards
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LOS ANGELES RIVER MAP 2a

Reach {hannel Side | RO Access Fence or wel) Adjacent U'se Appral | Protograpns
1. ahitcie: 81vd T 7D A e [y ) "R 61-70
to Srdes ™ ¢ (hannel _ Yes \
Aot Macy St Bottom ( , (F U TRarnel  Ye3 W
A1) w ROW No
! Survey Wotes
@ Crossings and nlets
4th St o, st St., #ollymood Fwy . Macy St Same as 1@, Reach 1D, 0 The Hollywood Fwy bridge does not obstruct sccess
on either yide. Access tunneis are ‘ong and dark, however, with columns On the sidey that can't be seen behind; mot good for
-— trail use  Tne Macy st bridge does not obstruct Access on Lhe n side; tunnel Lhere 15 suitable for trail y Access i3
Gbstructed 4t the other bridge crossings decause of Insufficient width betweer rai)s ang bridge abutments. and Same
a3 Reach 10, Bridge supports at Macy St. drop considerably below grade o the thannel walls, and might make construction
of & ramp diffiCult. Aamp could go through bridge supports. however. rewdinirg ot or slightly above grade
@ 100 4-15° of channel 18 vertical.
(O B side access  7'-15° of usable access width (dirt ang gravel) from cnaanel 1o RR ties, Sxcept for obstructions, ObSLructed numerous 1
- places by power line tupports (o access undernegth) and 1 equipment. §° cerm arain along channel side. Marrowest usable access
“Idth from Whittier to 1t 4% 5* (4 places). from 1st to Hollymoad Fuy , 3'; and from the Fuy. to Macy, 7'.
D woside access  12°-15° of usable access wigth (dirt and gravel) from cnanne! ta RR 1163, except for obstrucions, Obstructed mamerous
Places by power 1ine Supports and rall equipment. Most supports straddle fence; § -12° from fence to support pag, 1'-5' usable widtn
from Support to ties [see note & ,Rerch 10). Marrowes? ysable 8cCeSt width from Whitiier o ith is 6. from éth to Ist, 5'. from ist
to the HoTlywood Fuy , 0 (power SuPPOrt with Ao access URderneath); gand from the fuey 0 Macy. 7°.
(@ Seme as note 5, Reach 10.
—
Reach Channe? <108 ) ROW Access Fence or ¥ald Adjacent Lse Appeal | Photographs -
12. Macy St. Trap 2) € [©} ROw No [TNO) 70-75 4
teo Sides C Channel  ves 2
! W Muan St Bottom C . 1F [T © \ne ar 355
- Survey Notes
@) Crossings:
' Alnambrs Ave. RR Bridges (2° AG): Ramping down would be more difficylt, because the top B of the chanmel 13 vertical. Storm 4
! dratn inlet in E wall under ¥ Bridge wight also faterfere with ¢ romp 3
! N Main St. (G) Busy strest. I
(@) Top 8-12° of channel 1s vertical. f
— @ E siae access.
Macy St. to RR bridges  20° usable access width from chamnel to ties (dirt). 5° berw drain along chanme! sige. Power lime sup-
burt restricts usable access to 7' at one point  Access Passes under 3 other [ower ]ine SuUppOrLs (M0 ~bytruction).
Between RR bridges: 20'e, dirt.
RR bridges to N. Main. )0' of usable width from fence to bank, more 1f retaining wall were used (dirt and 3° sidewslt). Passes
under three power line supports, one of which is set dlagonally to the path, requiring a sharp bend In the tratl.
@ ¥ side access
Tt Macy St to RR brisges  12' of usable sccess wigth from channel to ties (girt] S° berm dratn 2long cNnnel side.  Access goes
under & power !ine supports {no obstruction).
RR bridges Access 15 obstru ted for about 250' (n the area of the bridges by <4133 an¢ rar) equipment
RR bridges to N Main. Mo ac ess. Space Beside channe! 1s ysed for parking.
(9 same 53 note 5, Reach 10
E Large smount of fndustry botn sive: of channel  Good potentia' for bicycle transpe “ation ¢
- =
Reach Channel Sr10e | ROW Access Fence or watl Ildjlum use Appeal | Protographs
13. N Myin st Trag &) PR K€ ROw No [ 5.8
to Stdes € Channel v
Baver St. RR Br. Bottom ( , LF O] Thanne  ves L] 2
1644 7y " Row o
Survey Motes
D Crossings:
Spring St.: Well sbove grade, ramps down a long distance to the f and W Does not obstrurt o stge  Ryil *Quipment Obstructs
most of access space under Spring St on [ side, about 5' clearance §5 dvaliat'e arouns obstructions.
Broadwiy. Well above grade. [loes not obstruct access on either side
Baker St. R Br Margina) sccess underneath on W side (7' clearance) Mo obstruction on £ stge
(D Top 5.15° of channe) s vertica).
@ E stde access 6°-(C° of ysable access width {airt and gravei) from channel to RR tims, except for abstryctions. Obstructed or
Partially gbstructed 1n musmerous places by power line supports and rail equipment  Narrowest usable access w'Gth from N Main to
;{r:ng fs §°. from 5pring to Broadwey, C' (obstructed by power Support and Torge concrete blors), an: from Broadway to the Baker St
@ ¥ sige access
K. Mavn o Spring 7 ysable access width from channel to RR ties {dirt and gravel) except where obulructed. ot passable in -
one place (power 1ine support obstruction).
Spving to Broadway: Z0' usable access width from channel to telephone poles a1 1) Narrowest usadle arcess width (s 7° {power
support abstruction),
Broadway to Baver St. RR: 25's usable accets wideth from channe! to telephone toles (dirt]  Marrowest usatile access width ts 12°
(power support obstruction)
(5 Same as note S , Reach 10
fﬂ Seme as note 6 , Reach |2
Reach Channel Side § ROW Access Fence or Wal) Llﬂuccm 1 Apgea' | Photographs
14. Baker St RR Br. Q p |G [ R, st 85.93
to Sides C Channe} \
Golden State Fwy fottom (., (F O] ChanneT
16 38 5 ROw
Survey Wotes
(T Crossings
Pasadens Fwy # #0d has sufficirnt (ledrance for access underneaih, byt 35 odstrurted by rarls from Sam Farnando R Br |, which pais 1
under the o ent o' the Pasadens fwy. Br  Access on the § 9de 1 not Obttrur trd By the freeway bridge. tut 1s obstructed tmmediate’
S of the b-rdge by the Arroyo Seco channel fsee 3 ) 4
San Fernando Rd. PR Br. (G} Tracks oDSIruct access on M s1de under Pasadens ‘uy Br., and on € gide under froueros St. 8r. p
Flgueroa St. (AG)  Access 13 not obstructer on the W side. mintmum clesrance 15 about 10 The area under the bridge, however, Ny ¢
numerous large columns and dars cavernout spaces  Thase sheltered aress #re frequented by trancients Potenttal safety probigms. }
Access 15 obstrurted under the | end of the bridge by ratls leading to the San Fernangs Rd RR bridge.
(D Channel 15 vertical from Just  of the Pasadems fwy. to Just N of the Golden State fuy.
@ E side access
Baker St. RR to Pasadeng Fwy.  Access s obetructed famediately K of the M by 1 power )ine support §° accesy width (with 8° clearance)
undes the suppart ' clesrance, support to fence. [0° usable access wigth (dsrt] from fence to AR thes for S Malf of reach. M nalf
of reach (R 0f second powsr Vine support) Aas 15° or more Of usable sccess un'!) the Arroyo Seco channel  The chamme! Inlet obstrycts
sccess Just S of the Pasedans Fuy. Br. AR br. crosses inlet, byt MO acCess deadends ot inlst
Passdens Twy to Figuerns St 20° utsble access fence to tles (dirt and gravel)
figueroa St. to Golden State Fwy 13' accesy road (dtrt)
£ 7 aide sccess
Baker St PR to Pasadeng Fwy.  20°-30' usable access width from fence to ties (dirt) Pact1ally obstructed ) places by power )ine
Suoports (8° radlc width, supprrt to ey, 77, SubbOrt 10 fence: Ao 8CCOSS undsr SuPports
Pesadena Fuy o 4igueros St.o B paved tidewslh from chamnel fence to $1de of <lope A e.s width 1% constricted to §° at ore boint
by 2 concrete abutmen:
Figuerod 5t to Goldaen State Fwy 20" fdict) from fence to 31000 The 110pe ¥ L' thE acccis Bres esteads ul to the adjacent street
There are numerous 18rge columnt 3et 1n the $10p8 that suppoOTt the STret, which Overhangs the access aves for such of this distance
The cnlumng §nd Ovarhang [ ovide sheitered spaces which are fraquented By trgrsients. Potentia! safety prodlems
& e a3 Resch 10
© MO% 15 fenced onty from Figuercs St - to tAE Golden SUELE Fuy. on the [ gide
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LOS ANGELES RIVER MAP 2b

Reach (hanne) Stde | ROW Access Fence or ¥al} Adjacent Use Appes! | Photographs
15. Golgen State Fwy Trap ] 10" paved [ Yes W, st — 9-9%
to sides (D Channe) W0 1, SF_§ e
Glendate Blvd Sottos U " - [} anng L0 M
G as ROw ves (B
Survey Notes
U (rossings:

Glendale Fwy. (AG} Mo obstruction either side.
Fletchar Dr. (6), Glendale Blvd (G). Ramps used O cross under these bridges would be longer than normal; there s no W side
ROW access M of Fletcher Dr. for the first 200°, &nd sccess rosds Yead 10 the Glendale Fwy from the W Om both itdes of the
main bridge  Both Carry heavy traffic
2 Lonc-ete, excepl 1n the fo'lowing places.
[ stde: RR from 300" N of b?ﬁlﬂ State Fuy. to oppotite Birkdale St. and from Fletcher Or to Glendale Blvd.
« side  RR f-om 600" ' of Golden State Fwy to Glemdale Fwy.
3 b osrae access
Access road 13 10 moderaiely good conditon. Same bed spots. Orifteq dirt covers much of road
Goloen State Fwy to Glendale Fuy.: & Access passes undar powsr 1ine supports. Mo obstruction. b Mumerous dips {n road
because of sha)low dratr Inlets  These would need to be Dridged ower for 2 trail. ¢ Access road snters ra!) yard approxi-

mately opposite Dallas St and follows paved road inside yard for gbout B00', then drops back “own into channel ROW for remainder
of gistance.

nlendale Fwy. to fletcher Dr. 50" v
4 ¥ 3108 access

Maoerately good condition. Some bad spats, espacis’ly from Glendsle Fuy. to Fletcher

Goiden State Fwy. to Glendale Fwy Same 45 3b avove,

Sletcher Or to Glende's Blvd, Shme o3 34 above MO Bccess road first 200° M of Fletcher Crystsi St s ddjacent to channel
for thiy dtstance

ant strip between sccess rodd gnd street to N,

5  Numerous oreaks, hcles tn femce from Golden State Fwy. to Glendale Fwy. (u side).
b Possinle adracent use conflicty
£ stde  SF and W housing from Petite (L. (1/4 mile N of Fletcher) to Glendale Blvd. Lot of broken glass, rubbish 1n sccess road
tehind apartment houses nesr Acresite St. Singla family houstng leve) with ROW, separsted by chafe link and shrubs.
@ side:  SF housing from Golden State Fwy to Riverdale St. (3/4 midy to N). Back yards same elevation to 1" higher tham sccess
T0ad, separated mo.tly by chain link, wood slat fences, vines, ang shrubs.

At the time of the survey, the river bottom in this reach had flowing wetsr and a full growth of lush vegetation, &s well ss rocks,
bouiters, and *slands e scentc appearance of the river bottom considerably softened the less sesthettc effects of the concrete
thannel walls and Gf aqjacent sress with tictle visual aopesl such as the rafl yards. The sound of the flowing water also added
aupes’, though this was reduced somewhat by fresway nofte.

Reacr Lhannel Side | ROM Access fence or Wal! Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
16. Glendsle Blvg Trep 10’ paved SF, 0 99-103
L <1des 13 £ 18 3 ‘
entura Fuy. Bottom 9-15" paved b
T b, 25 1 ® fﬁ— 2

Surve, %otes
b {rossings ang inlets
vy Feldiz Blyd reavy traffic
ftorago St Fw, .t nsteucts £ sige onty (3° AG, [ side) Tunnel under W side (AG;
vertura Fwy (AG;. Joes rot obstruct sccess.
verdugo Wash  Interrupts access on £ side at Yenturd Fwy. bridge. 200 spen at confiyence. Narrows to BO' at San Fernando Rd.
crossing 700" to £
2 ve-r1cai channe! with terced stdes under . ¢ Selfz bridge and from 1/B mile S of Venturs fwy to Ventura Fwy
L Fporsp. eviept 'n *he ‘o lowing plates
f stde (Corirete from 3/8 mile % ot ventura Fwy. to Yenturs Fwy.
w s1de  Concrete from Glendale B'vd to LOs Feliz and from Colorado Fuy. Ext. to Ventury Fwy.

4/ [ s'de nccess:  Ac ess rog Dasses under power 1ine supports frow LOS Felis to Ventura Fwy Mo obstructicn except at one pole batween
‘o

‘nrad0 and Venura Fwy . pule strscdiss AOW fence, restricts access width to 6°  Paved access road ends 1/8 mtle S of verturs Fwy.;
"0 W of ths point

“r actess Ro#d 1< fr jour condttion 1n A few places, espectslly from Glendale Blvd to Los Fel1z. Dirt last 1/¢ mile S of
veetur.s Fuy
Adjarer’ uses
Viae
“lendale Bivd. -los Felfz. SF nouses, level with ROW, separated by chain 1ink fence. vires. shrubs  Small park $ of tos Feliz.
Good potenttal rest stop
Los Feliz-Coloredo twy Ext Golf course, private equestrian faciiities, park, 1ty maintenance yard, water reclamation plant,
1ght radustry
& yrado ‘wy Txt ventury Fay Uight *adustry office complen.
W side. 80" vArant tterp betweer acicss rosd dnd ROM fence from Glendsle 81vd to 1/4 mfie N Flanted opea trip teparates ROW
toom freewny for mest ot ceseh

Tave a4 nete T, Rearn 165 views of Griffith Park 111y and Verduqo Moyntaing to N.

Larqe private equestrian compley bordert rnanpe) ROW from Rigal( St. to Atwater Park (M of tos faliy) There are Several dirt equestrisn
rami. Ato the 1averl betweser 103 FA1Y7 and (0'orado Fwy {20 . &nd eQuestraing presant’, ride 'r the invert  An equestrian tunmel
Crices froaw the hannsl 1o Grifeitn Park ynter the fwy

§ foorrridge ‘rom ubnynook LT into Liattith Park

Qeach | inannel tide | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Pnotographs
7 Ventaa ¥ ] 0 ROW as 1, ot. o 104-107
Ly Ties D v [P Channg) R 3
vertora Fuy 4ot tom U s 1 Thanng FoSto8
s, 2 } [ [ Yes
Surv![ "otes

3, frasatngs and 1-'ety
‘ne Burtent tastern (hgnnel and an RU'.wige surface drain inlet cause bresks In the ¥ chaane) wil near Flower St Netther 13 @
stgnificant rbstry ticon (see 4 )
a0'der State fwy AG) Does not obstruct sccess o elther side.
A 150" wrde, 4 cecp rytout thterrupts the access road on the N s1de gdout S00° £ of Riverside Dr  wot a serigus obstryction.
frver.ide Dr (uj  Moderately busy
Aiedank Western ialerrupts gccess oe N side. Crossed by equestrian bri f

verturg Fuy (1 35)  Obstructs Doth sides S access rodd from W of the Fwy. continues along the fwy towerd Griffith Park. An
equestrian tunnel ynoer the fwy 2 shart distence W of the Fwy Crossing conmects equestrian tratls { and W Of the Fuy. on the
M stde

3

f yide 15 vertics! from verdugo Wash to apprusimstely Burbent Eastern inlet. W side 1f trapezoidal for this distence encept fi
Tength N af Ventura. (nannel 1% trapezoidst from Burbemk F.inlet to Burbank Western confluence. vertical ¥ of this point
Rip-rap from Burbank Fastern 1nlet to 600" ¥ of Golden State Fwy. and Trom Riverside to Burbent Western confluence Concrete Otherwise
E/N 5100 secess 107 dirt coad from Verdugo Wash to Burbenk [.inlet. leterrupted for 250° distance by Burbent [astern and 2 wmeller
wask inlet MGt 4 majac obstryction.  There 13 8 Jarge paved sres betwegn the AOW and Flower Street that would carry & trarl scrons
the interrugted distarce  Tral) woyld rump down through the smaller inlet. 9-12' peved W of this porint until faterrupted by 180 cutoy
hatween Goiden “tate Fwy ana Riverside (4' deep). Mot o major obtiruction: can be réiged down through. '>' paved from cowtout to 200
Wt Riverside 17 dirt from this point to Burbenk Mestern confluence ond from confluance to Venturs Fuy (equestrisn tratl)

(8 w’. stde accest 3G drrt access to 200° K of Verdugo f {€ end). 12-15' paved from this point to 200" W of Riverside Dr. 15" dirt
“rom Riverside *5> A00° £ -7 Ventura fwy (equettrisn trail). Lerge open dirt space 90° wide remainder of distence to Yentura Fuy
‘haanel Sides fenced along vertical sections

Ther. 478 PumiTous @questsian faci1ities along the M side of the ROW from Rivarside Drive to Ventura fwy (W end} There are bridie

pate: 2)ong Both sides ! *he channel, dfrt equestrian remps into the favert, 8QueStr'En bridges 8cross Burbenk MESTers ang across the
Uy angeley River a1 Mariposa St , snd 4 twane) under the Venturs fwy & of Marfposa 5t. ronnecting Lo troils 1a Griffien Park. Wk
of tra reach recrives potensive equettrian uie

@ Aoest 4 from verdug Wash to Surbank fastern, ) from Burbenk £ to Miyerside. 2 ¥ of Riverside

Al-12

& short

DI

—

CITTRLLT

+
o shir il




-~y
LOS ANGELES RIVER MAP 3a
Reach (hanne? Stde § ROW Access Fence or Wall Rdjacent ise Lupea! | Photogeaphs
18 Venturd Fuy. vert N ROW 6] F, 08, St, 108113
to Sides ?‘ Channg] H
— Barham Blvd fottom (2 S NICLGA Thannel  Yes LN 0]
16 24 D3 to B4 4 ROW Yes
Survey Notes
(T rrossings and inlets:
matl anlet (18' wide, 6' deep) interrupts access on S side at Buena Vista.
1 - Barham Blvd. (10 AG): Obstructs S side only 4' access width on S5 side under bridge. Busy street.
@ 8ottom has 20° concrete paved strip along each side, unpaved in center, to approximately Buens vista. Concrete with low-flow channel
from Buena Vista to Barham
() W side access: 15 equestrain trafl from Ventrus Fwy. (enters through tunnel under Fwy.] to Catalina St., 12' dirt road from Catalina
to Burbank Studtos No access permitted through Burbank Studio lot; access area is used for parking.
3 50-100° dirt open arex from S access road to ROW fence. Becomes steep slope towa~d Barham, but flat and usable farther ¢o €.
-—_ .
3 Equestrian trail on N side has only a rafl at ROW edge. Heavy Shrubs along N ROM from Catalina to Burbank Stydios.
E Suera Vista Park is adjacent on N side from Buens Vista to Catalina (0S). Burbank Studios (B' adjacent £ of Barham on N side.
D Good views of Rills to 5. distant mountains to ME. Freeway nolse.
—
Reach Channe! Side | ROW Access Fence or wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
19. Barham Blvd. Vert 2 ROW No 2 115-118
to Sides C N Channe!  tes 0 SF, C R
Lankershim 81.d. Bottom C, LF s |3 Thannel  Yes 0 3
16 24 B4 to 23 F4 ROW No
— Survey Notes
D lrossings:
Lankershim Blvd./Cahuenga Blvd. (G): Streets intersect over channel, cover channel for 15C' on N side, 100° on S side. MHeavy traffic.
:2] £ side access area is used for parking for first 450° W of Barham. Past this point the Lakeside Country Club comes to the edge of the
channel; no ROM access is permitted through the club, byt the space is unobstructed.
— ’j 15" dirt road first half of reach. W half of resch is used by Universal Studios :o edge of channel. [quipment is stored on access area
for part of distance, remainder used for parking.
Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wa!! Adjacent Use Appeal ] Photographs
- 20. Lankershim Blvd. vert X atrt ROW N (& | SF (5], 05, 119-132
to sides { Channe)  ves ML CL St 2
Radford St. Battom C, LF S 3 ChanneT ™ Yes _~[SF L 1. 0S,
76 23 F4 1o (4 RON N & w5t ;
Survey Notes \
D Crossings and intets:
hadd HolTywood Fwy. (G)
Vineland Av. (5’ AG). Moderately busy.
Tujunga Av. (G): Moderately busy.
Tujunga Wash inlet obstructs N side access.
Colfax Av. (AG): Does not obstryct either side.
Radford 5t. (G): Light traffic,
— @ 10" access width from Lankershim to Fwy. and from Tujunga to Colfax. 20' or wider otherwise.
@ 11’ paved from Lankershim to Fwy.; [0’ dirt from Fwy. to Vineland; 20 dirt, Vine'and to Tujunga. 11" paved plys B dirt, Tujunga to
Tolfax, 20" dirt Colfax to Radford.
(@) ROW fenced only between Lankershim gnd Ho'l,wood Fuy.
5] scattered SF housing, both sides, along much cf reach. kouses are generally set well back from the channel and seperated by 10°-20°
P of grade change and steei embankments. There are a few fonces and heavy shrubs in some places between houses and channel.
Reach Channel Side | ROW Access fence or Wal' Adjacént Iise Appeal | Photographs
21. Radford St. vert v | 15°-20° girt RO g 5t 133-139
—— to Sides ¢ rhannel  yao 5
Coldwater Canyon Ay, Bottom { . 15'-20" dirt Thanne!  yes .02
76 23 C4 to A4 - LUl [™ b
Sur.ey Notes
D Crossings and rnlets
Laurel Canson Blvd '}, Very busy street. Inlet enters under ' side of bridue; no tunne) possitle on & side
- Whitsett Av. {G)- Moderately busy.
Coldwater Canyon Av  ‘G) Busy stree:
_g]’ Commercial strip separated from channe’ RUW by small street. Includes delf, restayrants, savings and loan, ice cream shop, small
shopping center. Good opportunity for trail-oriented commercial fa tlittes.
L]
—
-
-
-




LOS ANGELES RIVER

MAP 3b

Reach channel Side | ROW Access fence or Wal! Ad acent Use Tlawa’ Photogrephs
72 tiawater (m Vert . 12" givt ra. RON "o Wt o 140147
t Sides € {mannel  1es 38 s
Mou: pary St fottom . afrcrd Thanne! T8
MANIE S} l > ROw w0

Survey Notes

amn .
(L {rossrngs ane inlet
Fulton Ay. (G)

s
Not tusy

Royroark Yt G/ Moderately busy  (rosses &t 4 inaliow angle, and covers (he cAgnnel for gboyt J60°  Probsdly toc lomg 4

distar:e for

s tynne!

cess space on N s dg Detwmen Fulton am: MoOrpark 5 obitructeg Dy & Aumber Of trees and shrubs that wiuld require removal

-
?
“i\b: o wers tC be

used

71 e mouse aniy, & 6" nigher then R0W, sepsrated by SArubs.

73 mocroect St

(3
tertyray Fuy
RE

Channe) Side | AOW Access or Wait Adjacent Use Appes’ | Photographs
vert, 12° ROW Yes sF ¢ 147156
Sides . @ 7Crmmll ,_.%L_E_—_J N
Bottom ( 12 dlrt rd. Channe! Yes St

> ROW __d_

D Crossings and tnlets

wodman &y (6):

centura Fuy  [AG:

Busy strest. funnel not poseibie on either side twcsuse 0f 'nlets [ of the tridge.
Haze'tine Av. {6} Busy streat. Tunne) under street 1S not possible on elther side beca.se of frlety just [ of the briage

S side 15T wige)

Tne freewsy 115e1f do#s not obstruct access on either sige.
> used ‘or RY storage !comme-<iall, and ts not passable.

The space unger the freewsy on the § side, howaver,
An 8Ccess ramp to the tnvert obstructs access under the fwy on the

Z) “aved ‘rom woodman 'u (oIEAth {pOOr candition)  Oirt otherwise. Access narrows to 7' at one poInt 7' retdining wal) neeced lost
10 & of mageltine sloping side’

3w texm Muurpar to woodman. Shor: Jength of fence E Of Hazeltine. Shrubs otherwise.
(4] <F moustng, N side. 172 distance from Moorpark [0 Woodman. 6'-8' higher than ROW, separated by chafn link and wood fences, shrubs.
Reacr {hannel 5 | RO Access Fence or Wa!! Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
23 vertyra Fwy vert " 13 <127 dirt . @ B, 85, S5t 156163

H S1ges { {nanne ! 3 4 _ 3

teeda Bled Bctrom T5diet Thanre”  Yes Foe

b0 s ROW o

Survey Motes

Jd 0 trossiegs and ante
van Nuye Alvag
rete A '
arge ipes o
sepulveda nlve

T Cencec addacert tn

L2rge «nrubs fooe

45 2 ert uiel, M

shrsby vy ‘ence

3) bady steeel  Tucre! under St 2n S s10@ wou'd De S ff1r, 0y
Moderately bus; street  No tunne) POSSiIDle on 5 side becayse o inlet at bridge

ss cnannel st Rorie St
Busy street

rrist Rldag ana slong SF

Obstruct & stde only

hecause of Inlet near bridge.

from Yan Muys 1o (edros. 1arge shruls Otherwise

rester T tepuiveds  ferced atherw.se

Je Sunxist Bldg (B) w ot

vantura Fwy  SF from Sunkist Blgg trn ylmar,
neaded 56 from van wyys to CRdros except 8 8 f3n Nuvs. B hiyher than RO, separates by chain link fence.

NGt a MaJOr Droblem. low-traffic street 15 ddlacent to channe) on N.

6'-j0 migher than ROW. separated by

{hgnne? “13e | ROW Access fence o7 Mat? Agjacent Leg Appeal | Photographs
R Ver:. N 20-25 dtrt 0w Yes B 16¢
‘o Channe’  yoo 3
Se° LoEn by < | sccess Chanre™  Ves )]
R : ROW I
T 2ug
€90 far . Fwe arc DL ACtess road obSt-uct RO for about 1507 Lpanrel surisces for short gistance between the two,

‘e lwd v

‘s ina Lessitie

war Mtega fuy

Lde DSttt by faching Tl woeepe

uwe goit couise  Boiats eamp ‘nic nvert (0 W of Sepuiveds

Fez fhanng t e | ROW Access Fence o walt 14:;3 ent !'se Agpes! | Phatographs
TE a7 Dregt Say vert N 2 RON ey 1
T Grams o Channel  we ‘1_?__*__4 )
shie 4 Law Buttom f.“" > henne o
i . _1 > ROW Ty
SRR S SIS S S W S

tep. velr lam

[

Aoserigs o g Tow ey

Jraecty the cpannet £ Lf tne fam 1y thqt W gf cre dam, rodeTs ySing (he channel

et 1ol 1o pass the Q% ttese spacey Jiternatively, the teat coylu ramp ot the T face of (he dam to the dam rrad
LI 3:or ce - hannel aryg- oprs fields on both sides
T se T Row Ac ess [ Fence or wail Adjacent use Agpea) | Photographs
e e ) T R ) s
o ‘rannet
N ST . U
L . } R "o
Jur-ey Noves
W Lrasitagy arornters
Charnels grier ‘com N ang C SGO W Ut cam TBstract DOTh sides
Burbant gled. Modergrely husy < -irt Bike path crotses on br dge
1Y ek hed . egrtien
Reach ) ! - a0 Ac ess Fence or Wa)t Adjace -t e Apcee' | Photographs
A Ba bert 8lua 127 di-t rd. 03 165 168
to 30°_ac esh 7
R ¢t rd, [
14,08 T oces —
zrvey Soted
{ ety

N Y SO
T feens ma

(U vvsen ot L s, @ fon Baltas to RP

fi) Farttg'ly tee vy

nnai intet BStructy N s tde

TROCE ace veouling ok ramps  ader the bridge om bOth Sides

wavy trath

1
i
]
|




nemp £ rom
ROW t0 Street—

LAUREL GRove i
FooterioGe

LAUREL CANYON BLYP B-$side g
O- Neide :
2 - RADFORD ST. (&) - .
: ULVEDA DAM
Tujunga Wash (m) %P W
coLrax ave, (W0 )

FoOoTBRIADGE

TUIUNGA AVE. (5)

Lame vacant greas

sides. Horee = VINELAND AVE. (g)
Pens, S slde — L Loa HOLLYWOOD FWY. ()
Ack & “-‘3\adwd

V‘mm
LANKERSHIM BLVD. (C)
CAHUENGA BLVD. (€)

‘l‘-dkeeldc
" Country
q ub

| / Yol
no ROW dccess permitted [Z

o parking within Row
thzuAm BALVP. (D- Sside)

117{;.": &
;l"ll;:aﬂm , —

Ramp. —= gl F (‘)
indo Invert 232 i

KESTER AVE @ ?&:ﬁ)

* privacy [

FOOTQRIDQES
VAN NUYs BLVD

/4 Co Sﬂ )
k+ FO

OTBRIDGE., TUNNBL.
_VENTURA ﬁwv.(%f:,
e WAZELTINE AVE (g

\_Fashion Square

tunne!l not A -
PCLside i ) Shopping Center
EiHer side. .

\ /= WOODMAN AVE. (D)

MOORPARK. ST. (1)’ prvacy

FOOTBRI0GE

13
FULTON AVE. (F)

®

Y 0% 200
S siude open
wite COLDWATER CANYON AVE. (D)
. LOS ANGELES RIVER -
50°- 100" Wide [4
open vpace, |, m
within Row * ,
lange dir+ U . tg“m/‘/ fi
openspace ’
400'%90° s WHITSETT Ave
within Row (&)
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CORPIN AVE.
(F)

TAMPA AVE. (E)

FOOTBRIDGE

Aliso
Creek,
WILBUR Ve (¢) [Map7]

Caballero . o« 5¢choo|

creek [Map5a)
LINDLEY AVE. (D)

VICTORY BVD. ()

WHITE 0BK AVE. (E)

SPT RR (E)
bike. *

ramps \

BAL-BOA\ PLYD (E)

-8ull Creek (F)
{Map ga]

T

'MAP 4a

. 'LOS ANGELES RIVER
Co A1-16

VALLEY CIRCLE BALND.

park -

PETERSON Ave. \\o—schoo!

PLATT AVE, -
{2}
South Fork
“; -
WOOTLPKE AVE. o -
VAN OWEN 4T
_ ? ® 5thool —
.\ . FALLBROOK AV.
. o Chatsworth
- ”m Creek (Mapse) =~
Hospital e sHoupP AVE. (D) -
\ FOOTRRIDGE -

Arvo )
Calabasas . 5904 ([— Tornnen cvu. 8vp.(p)

(Mapsb) (2 l ) FootBrIoKE -
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-
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LOS ANGELES RIVER MAP 43, 4b

Reach r;annp! Yide | ROW Access ‘ence or wWali Adyscent Jse Appes R Protographs
29. SP1 RR Br. Veap 11 paved ROw 0$ 16¢-170
—— to ides AR N Channel
White Oak Ave bottom C , LF [ 1) paved snnel [3 ?
16 14 £5 ROW Yes
Survey Notes
G) Crossings and 'nlets:
White Oak Ave (G! Mygerately busy
-
Reach {nannel S1de | ROW Access fence or Nal® Ad)acent Use Appeal Photographs
30. wWhite Oak Ave. *-ap N | 107 paved ROW Yes SFiaL LS. oS 171-179
to <1des RR __“@___ Channel  No A
Wilbur Ave. Bottom 7, LF TO Gav [Channel W SFLa), LS
— 16 13 D5 to B i3 s 3 fou Yes

Survey Notes
J) Crossings and 'nlets:
White Dan Ave. {G': Moderately bysy.
Ltindley Ave. (G). Moderately bus,.
Cabaliero _reek fnlet tlocks S sl e dccess.
-— Victory Blvd. (G): Busy street.
Reseda Blva. (G)  Busy street.
Aliso Creek inlet blocks N side access.
wWilbur Ave. (G} Moderately busy.

(2 wWidth of L.A. River narrows from approximately 100’ to 50°'.
@ No paved access road between Yictory and Reseda; park extends to edge af channel, no obstruyctions along edge of chanmel.

- '_j Single family homes in this reach are at same level as access road, usudlly screened by shrubbery or block walls.
Reach Channel Side | RO Access fence or Wall Adjacent .se Appeal | Photographs
3T, WiTbur Ave. Trap. 10’ paved ROW Yes of W, 0 180-185
- \ to “1des € " P Channel  Ng al. w. ol . 8
Winnetka Ave kovttom C, LF 0 \f
TG 14 85 to 12 14 g 107 paved Channe AR
Survey Notes
(D Crossings:
Tamps Ave. (G): Moderately busy.
ol Corbin Ave. (G). Moderately busy,
Winnetka Ave. (G): Busy street.
2 Other adjacent use ts mobile home park
Lﬂ Single family homes in this reach are set approximately 10° above chamnel, ususa'l. separated by block walls and Shrubs.
- Reach “hanne! Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent 'ige Appeal | Photagraphs
32, Winnetka Ave. Trap, (? N |10 paved ROW Yes SF{4;, MF, 186-198
A to Sides @ Channe) a
rroyo Calabasas Bottom €, |F( ) CharneT N SFLS], MF, C
16 12 F4 to C4 s |10 paves I ves G,
- Survey Notes

@ Crossings & inlets:

Vanowen St. (G): Moderately busy traffic.
Mason St. (G): Moderately busy traffic
Brown’s (anyon inlet obstructs N side.
Oe Soto Ave. (G): Busy street.

- Canoga Ave. (G): Bysy street. RR bridge crosses just [ of Canogs.
Cwensmouth Ave. [5): Light traffic.

Bell Creek/Arroyo Lalabasas tnlets obstruct both sides.
Low flow only as far as Brown Creek.

Channel becomes vertical at Owensmouth.

B[@ES)

— SF homes between Winnetka Ave. and De S0to Ave. are at same level as access road, usually set back from channel and screened by
walls or shruboery
EJ S: hg::s between winnetka Ave. 3nd vanowen St. are at same level as access road neparated by chain link fences and scaltered
Shrubbery
_ SOUTH FORK MAP 4b
ha'm:Y Codp [ AW A ress Tar o or Wgl) Adrr ept 1sE Apprs) PhnLeseaphs
: - Sl
Tr . 15 pavwd RO, ves i 198-200
te Ty F N Chanrel Yo
valle, Circle Bivd Battam 15 301 ThanmeT 0 77 K
- 1610 64 : on- vey __
. Survey Mates
Y Crosiiags and intets
Tsugnga lyr Elut b ey bty
3 “houp Ave. ¢ ' e, bty
LRALLWOrER Teees RTA Chalenzts Y o 1de
P fallbrook Aye P TR
flatt Ave i ety ty
vitley Liecle Blvd /0 doderately tusy,
(%9 The F0uth o ©F el kek we Ll Survegc There 15 wable 8rrss
rotatr sidec * rme A ence woth ge't reek
-
g
.
-

| NP\ - ‘ . B




CALABASAS Z0.(K)
VENTURR PWY (4)
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CABALLERO CREEK MAP 5a

Reach {hennet Side | ROW Access fence or Wal) Adjacent Use Appea! | Photographs
1. Tos Angeles River 10" ROW ves SF - 201-202
to A B[ 07 paved Channe!  ves < ,
Erwin St. 0 Thanne Yes SF
16 14 C5 Bottom C w 10’ paved . A

Survey Notes
\; Crossings:
Erwin St. (G): Light traffic.
@ SF homes adjacent to channel, separated by 6' concrete block wall

and narrow yards

Interiors of houses and yards are visible from

access road
Reach Channel “orde | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appea! { Photographs
2. Frwin 5t. Vert. . 15 air [ Yes 203-208
to Sides € s Channe! ves 3
Ganard St. 8ottom C 157 dir hanrel — Ye$
16 14 (5 W E Yes

Survey Notes

3 Crossings:
Calvert St. (G): Light traffic.
Topham St. (G). Light Traffic
RR Tracks {G)
Oxnard St. (G}: Light traffic.

@ N of Topham St. the access road on the £ side of channel {s obstructed by cars parked on 2 paved ared
[3) oF housing adjacent to channel, sepsrated by 6' concrete block walls or chain link fences and narrow yards. Interiors of houses and

yards are visible from access road.

m The three streets and one set of ratlroad tracks, together with the interrupted access on the [ s1de betwsen Calvert and Yopham,

constitute a major obstruction.

Reach Channel S1de § ROW Access fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
3. Oxnard St. Vert. None ROW No SF13) 208-209
to Sides  C £ @ Channet Yes X .
ventura Fwy. Battom € Channel H MF
16 13 Lb o fhone o ROW ':s -
Survey Notes
@ Crossings:

Burbank Blvd. (G): Busy traffic.
Ventura fwy. (G)

@ Channel partidally covered between Oxnard St. and Burbank Blvd. Access otherwise oistructed by residences.

Qf  SF homes adjacent to channel at same level, partially screened by vegetation.

No frivacy problems.

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
4. ventura Fwy. Vert. 15’ dirt Yes ST W 210-211
to Sides ( £ Channel 3
tarzana Dr. Bottom C 15 dirt annel  vey sF 2], wr,
TG 14 C6 to 21 €2 ¥ __1Poor condition Yes

Survey Motes
@ Crossings
Killion St. (G): Light traffic
Ventyra Blvd, (G): Heavy traffic
Tarzana Or. (G): tight traffic.

[Z] sF nomes ave adjacent ta ' hsnnel at the same level, usually screened by vegetstfon anc block wails Mo privacy problems.

Reach Channel ‘1de | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent use Appes? Photographs
5. Tarzana Dr. iert ' 3 ROW o 4
to Sides 2 Channel  ygo i
Avenida Oriente Bottom C - Channel v S
G 2) 4B to 2C u @ ROW o |®
Survey Notes
1 rrossings

fleseda Blvd. {G) C(rosues channel twice. Light traffic.

<L E access is restricted by t1 Caballero Country Club, but there a-e no physical obstructions

3 W access rartially obstry. ted by Reseda 8ivd.
'4] (hannel becomes 1 natural stream S of Avenida Nriente.

ARROYO CALABASAS MAP 5b

Reacn Channe! $1de | ROW Access tence or wall Adjacent Use Appesl | Photographs
1. Los Angeles Ricer vert ™ )] ROM Yes sF[8) 212, M3
to Strdes {hanne! Yoy s
Ventura Fmy Pottom € o |13 paved Thanne  Vas T 5]
T, 12 (4 'O ROW Yes

urvey Notes

/1) Leyssings and Inlets
Vanowen St (5 VYery bu-v
Topanga Cyn Bivd. (G! very busy
Vietary Blvd (G, very busy
Shoup Ave. (0} veoy bucy

Fallbrook Ave (7} i, busy
Woutlane Ave (a, Very tusy
Burbank Blvd (7 ver., *
Mgrang 8t (G iagnt

{an:nnet St 1 Light *eaffic
alley Trecle Dr (6] vary busy.

ventura Fwy G} “ajor atstruction

1)

fhannel §s covered by 4 shupping center parking 1ot between Vanowen and Toparga Canyor 81vd

Y

S wide 15 narrow byt passable from Wwoodlake to Martano
hetween yord and channel  Owner keeps horses in yard.

W access (R paved for mest of reach. 4 dirt from Victory to Fallbrook.

5¢ house (s adjecent, back yard comes ciose 0 channe!

2, b nous ng adiacent, both wrges, for most of regach.  lmproves separalion needeq tr some places

Al-19
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Reach Channe! Stge | MM Access Fence or Wall Ad)acent Use Appeal | Puotographs
1. Bell (reek Vert NE 15 airt Yes SF, 0%
to Sides C Channe) 3
Roscoe Bivd. Bottom € 157 dirt Channel  Yeos SF
16 12 82 ¥ ROy Yes
Survey Notes
@ Crossings and inlats:
Sherman Way (G): Very busy.
Saticoy St. {6): Very busy.
Oayton Creek [nlet obstructs west side.
Roscoe Bivd. {6): Very busy.
Reach Channe) Side | ROW Access Fence or wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
1 Chatswo-th Creek Trap 15" diet Row : SE a4
to Sides ¢ " Chamne1 ‘8 s
Orcutt Ranch Park ttom C s |15 dirt ChanneT @ EA
To 12 A2 to 5 £} %5 ROow
Survey Notes
(D Crossings ang inlets:
woodiaxe Ave. (G): Very busy.
valley Circle 8ivd. (G): Very busy.
(@ Channe! ROW s covered for 100° a short distance E of the park by 3 houses.
@ Matural stream through park. Channelized from park to Valley Circle.
(@ Channe! fenced or walled W of uoodiake. ROW fenced or walled except § stde W of wWood)ake.
[5] Justice St. adyecent--possidle altarnate route for trails
(® Mot surveyed W of park.
Reach Channe! S1de | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
1. Los Angeles River Vert " 15° dtrt AOM Yes SF
to Sides € Channe!  ves 3
Parthenia St. Sottom [ 57 aTrk Lhanne]  Yos Lig
16 12 €4 LF £ el Yes
Survey Hotes
@ Crossings and fnlets:
Sherman Way (G): Very busy.
Saticoy St. (G): Very busy.
Rosecoe Blvd. (G): Very busy.
DeSoto Ave. (G): Very busy.
Vartel Ave. (G): Moderately busy.
Sants Susana Creek inlet obstructs W side.
Partnenia St. (G): Very busy.
Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appea) | Photography
21 Farthen.y St. vert W |15 din e [ 215, <16
PR Sides C anne Tes
\Y,Tf{;'f',;_""m Bottom C, LF ¢ |15 it Channel  ves 1. 08, SF 4
6 Ot to 01 L Yes
Survey Notes
U Crossings and inlets:
Norghoff St. (G):  very busy.

sP1 R.R. (G)

Lassen 5t. (G} Very busy.

Canoga Ave. (G):

Moderately busy.

Devenshire St. (G): Very busy.
Chatsworth St. (G): Very busy.

Variel Ave. (G):

Moderately busy.

Simi,; 2an Fernando Valley fw. [G): Very busy. Majcr obstruction.
(D Ex15ting Browns Creek Bike Trat),
(3) Existing Browns Creek Equestriam Trail

u..h
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LDASEN $T. (D)

o—school
SPT RR (D)

NORDHOPF ST. (D)

PARTHENIA ST (D)

DE soTo AVE. (D)
cHbSE ST. (E)

RO5COE BLVD. (D)

SATILOY ST (D)

SHERMAN WY (D)

MAP 6

BROWNS CREEK




ALISO CREEK MAP 7

Reach (hanng) St1de | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appesl | Protographs
1. Los Angeles River Vert 20" dirt (P ROW I 0s, SF. 0. | a7-221
to Sides ( * Channe!  yeos 3
Wilow Ave.Debris Basin] ottom C P ] 207 dirt nne SF, 05, SF, 0S
16 14 84 RON
Survay Hotes
@ Crossings and inlets:
Yanowen St. (G): Very busy.
Sherman Way (G): Very busy.
Saticoy St. (G): Very busy.
Strathern St. (G): Very busy.
Wilbur Ave. (G): Very busy.
Roscoe Blvd. (G): Very busy.
Parthenis St. (G): Very busy.
Eddy St. RR (G): Very busy.
Deprts Basin
@ No access road on west side between Strathern and Wilbur Ave.
[3) Existing inear park 1n powerline easement.
Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wpl! Adjacent Use Appesl | Protographs
2. Wilbur Ave.Debris Basin| vert T5Tdirk ROW Tos SF.% -2e8
to Sides € b Channe) o, .
Alfso Dedbris Basin Bottom C £ 1% dirt Channe ves 4, C, MF, SF
16 7 85 ROM Y
Survey Notes
@ Crossings and Iniets:
Nordhoff St. (G): Very busy.
Plummer St. {G): Very busy.
Wilbur Ave. (G}: Very busy.

Wilbur Crk. inlet enters from NW.

Lassen St. (G):
Reseda Blvd. (G)

Devonshire St. {G):
Chatsworth St (G}):

San Fernando Miss

Very busy.
Very busy.

jon Blvd. (G}):

very busy.
very busy.
Very busy.

Crossed by existing footbridge.

T A+

R 8 7 S e,

AR AT

7=y e

@ Existing undeveloped park site at confluence of Aliso Mash snd Limekiln Cyn. Wash, opportunity for recreation ares.
[3] Extsting Vinear park in powerline essement.
(@ Opportunity for recreational use in existing debris basin, —

LIMEKILN CREEK MAP 7

~
e Tl e o e e e R e e e AT

Reach Channe) <1de | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjscent Use Appea) | Photographs
1. Wilbur Ave.Debris Basin| vert L |15 eirt RO Yes 1. 08, SF, 229-233
to “1des ( Channel
Limekiln Debris Bastn | Eottom C ¢ TS dirt ChanneT  Yes 1, 05, SF,
16 7 86 ROW Yes 05
Survey Notes
@ Lrossings and Inlets
Tampa Ave. {G)- Very Ly,
Cortin Ave. {G). Very busy. -
Plummer 4. (G} Jers busy.
Corbin Ave, {G) very bu<y
Lassen vt. (G): very busy
Devur.mire Sp. (1) Very busy.
@,‘ Easemert 15 10' wide and steeply sloped 1o west side ¥ channel
@ ppartuncty toe eecrestiond! ses in extil'ng debdrts Jisin. -
{
5
14
N
WILBUR CREEK MAP 7 ,,
1
Reach T rhannel “ide | €0 Access fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeatl | Photographs H
1. Al1so Wash vieg 10 durt ROw res o M, 235 - ;
to 1des ( ~ [©] Channel )
rmatswerth St Sirttom (. ' 15° airt Channel  Yeos SF
167 f4 [©) ROW vos
Survey Notes {
D Crossings and inlets - |
Lassen St. (G} very busy H
Devonshire St. (L) Very busy. I
Chatsworth St. (G):  very busy.
"D Channe! s covered beyond ' atsworth St . but «asemen. continyes between single famrl, residences for an undriermined distence
‘D tavement 15 30° wide on each side  Outside 15° slopen up from f1at Ares
-—
-
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BULL CREEK MAP 8a

Reach Channel Side | MM Access Fence or Wal) Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
1 Los Angeles River Trap ) w |20 Dirt mml iy 0s. s 3 26-238
to Sides ‘—‘—&‘
Satfcoy Street Bottom c& ¢ [200 otrt m"""“ » 0s, sF
1614 F5 Yes
Survey Notes
(D Crossings:
SPT R.R. (6):
Victory Blvd. {G): Busy street,
Vanowen St. (G}: Busy street.
Sherwan day (G}: Busy street.
Saticoy St. (G): Busy street
(g C(hannel 13 vertrcal under Victory, partially vertical under Vanowen, Sherman and Saticoy.
(3) Chanre) is rip-rap with dirt bottom between Los Angeles River and Victory Bivd.
oach Channe) Side | Row Access Fence or Wel) | Adjacent Use Appea) | Photographs
T aticoy St 2 15 Dirt RO Yes SF.o1 . 239, 240
to Sides € L : Channe) 4
flummer St. Bottom C B nne 3 F
g E )15 Dirt e € t.s
Survey Notes
L Crossings:

Stagg St. (G): Moderately busy,

Roscoe St. (G): Muderately busy.

SPT R.R. (&)

Parthenia St. (G} Busy street.

Mordhoff St (G): Busy street.

Plummer St./Hayvenhurst Ave. Intersection (6): Busy intersection.

2 (rhannel is trapezpidal on W side but vertical on [ <ide between Stagg and Pluamer, becomes partially vertical on W side under Stagg and

Roscoe.
3 fenced N of Stagg.

BULL CREEK MAP 8b

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wal) Adjacent Use - Appeal | Photographs
37 Tawer St ROV Yes SF 281 -245
7o Irap w | Nane Channel Mo
“an Feynando Mis<ion Srdes £ FaeT 3
Blvd. Bottom ¢ ] thannel — no | sf
B M 3 15' dirt RON Yes
Survey Notes
| frossings and -alets
Granada (nannel inlet abstructs access on o side.
tassen 3¢, {G): Busy street.
Dev-rianire Yt (L) Busy street,
(hatwwerth St (G) Busy street.
Celtrs St (G). Light traffic
Sar {venaeds Misston Blvd. (G} Busy street.
Reach : i Channe ! Side | ROMW Access Fence or ¥ali Adiacent Uue Appcal ] Photoyraphy
E Tag Frmann M1 ion [ ert W | 1% Taved RO Yes |, i 246, 247
Ty Grdes € T‘ Channel 3
to . — Channel No Y
rinaid Y flottom 1, e
PO ; O o~ e

‘urvey Nates

LS NTIN
nitht Ave  {G) Lanht teatfa
“ipglar St () Fusy strect

Vo uhannel was npt surveyed beyond Rinalay nt

Al-24
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sThaG ST, (E)
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SIMI/SAN

SATICOY T, (0} Fem{wpo MiSHON BLVD. (0)
L VALLEY AWy

ceLTic 1. (F)
CHATHAWORTH ST ()

SHEZMON WY (D)

YANOWEN 6T (D)

MAP 8a

BULL CREEK
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LASSEN ST (P)
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.| . Sepulveda N
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;. Recreation
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azcess area used

ETHEL sT. (C-W. SIDE)
gICTORY BLVe (D)

I oOxNBRD ST. (D)
’
(] FOOTGR.!DGE

1) COLDWATER CYN, BLVD
7 Lntersection

CHANDLER BLVD (()

7 NOGNOLIA BLVD. (p)
« Wide easement , both Sides

v

WHITSETT NE . ()

Pipe - partial Q

Obstruction, M u P 9

both sides
! TUJUNGA WASH
Al-2o6

as drive - both ‘ ‘_
sides N PAXTON ST. (F) o
Tic <-° ) )
SATICOY 4T (D) TN 2 VAN NUYS BLVD. (£) e
SpT RR (D) 5, P -
. st FOOTHILL FWY (A)
/
Y "N e ()
SHERMAN WY (D) * NN
@ FOOTWILL. BLVD.
FULTON AV (¢) .
— Intersection ( “D%“:e"
VANOWEN 6T (C) \\R_ecrcahon
[} bhapping Center '\

()

MAP Sb

GLENOAKS BLVD -
Yamp tof invert ¥

/ Hansen
TUJUNGA WASH S Spread. || ~
LOPEZ CANYON / Ground f
<

SAN FERNANDO RD
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Wazh / ARLLTA AVE. __
(Map 10a) ’ \ &)

! gpaead« >
(L oround /-
\~~/

(o)
ROSCOE BLVD, N -

CANTARM ST. \ .
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TUJUNGA WASH MAP 9a

Reach Channe! Lide | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Protographs
1. Los Angeles River Vert. W 20'-28" @ [ o ¥, ST, Church, 248-253
o Sides ¢ Channel  ves k]
Laurei Canyon 81vd. Bottom € 157-26° annel  yqq . SF
16 23 (4 3 Dirt ¥
Survey Notes

‘D Crossinys:

Pipeline crossing partially obstrycts both sides 200' S of Moorpark.

Moorpark St. ()

- Busy street.

Laurel Lanyon Blvd. (G} Rusy stree*.

;Z) Paved from contluence to Moorpark.

[1! SF nousing £ side, Moorpark to Laurel 'anyon. Yards 10° higher than access road.

Separated by chain 1ink, vegetation.

NOTE:  Single-family housing is adjacent to Tujunga Wash for much of 1ts length., Potential conflt i
map becsuse of the frequency with which they occur. 9 Privecy conflicts are not Indicated on tne
Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent ‘se Appeal | Photographs
2. Laurel Cyn. Blvd. Vert. 40'-60" ROM Yes SF 254 -257
to Sides ¢ Y loin @ SR O )

Chandler Biwd. Bottom C 50'-60" Channel — veg s, 05, C, SF

16 23 82 E ot B R0W v '
Survey Notes

(D Crossings:

Ventura Fwy. {AG): Does not obstruct either side.

Riverside Dr./Whitsett Ave. Intersection (G): Busy intersection. Major obstruction.

Magnolia Blvd. {(G). Busy street.

Chandler Blvd. (G): Divided St. with RR 1n middie.

ROW; no tunne

1 required.

(2) ¥ side access area 17° wide first 500' N of Riverside,

3) £ side access ares
fl SF housing, W stide

Laurel Canyon-Rverside
Riverside to Magnolia:

(%] SF housing, E side.

Riverside to Magnolia:
Magnolia to Chandler:

S auto bridge and RR {n middle.
N auto lanes are supported within RON; tunnel would be required to cross under.

12" wige from Yentura Fwy. to Riverside, 30° wide first 10C' N o Riverside

Yards level #ith access area, separated by chain link, veyetation.
Yards level, separated by concrete block.

Yards Tevel with access area, separated by chain link, segetation, wood slst fences.
Yards ievel, separated by concrete block, chain 1ink, wood slats, vegetation.

Tunne! under intersection would be 250°¢.

$ suto bridge and RR bridae are free-standing over

Potential problems.

Potential problems.

Potentisl problem.

Reach Channe} Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adfacent Use Agpeal { Phatographs
No lst, s 258-260
3. Chandler Blvd. Vert, w .
to Sides ¢ i Cc::::‘T :“ a0 6
Oxnard St. Bottom C £ es F .41, ST 4
16 16 46 @ ROM ) .
Survey Notes

(D Crossings:

Burbank Bivd./Coldwater Cyn. Blvd, Intersection (G): Busy intersection.

long.
Oxnard St. ?G): Busy street.

@ A greenbelt development occupies the W access area from Chandler to Oxnard, and the | acce-s area from Burbank to Oxnard
contains a dirt hiking path, and the [ :ide a paved bicycle path and & rest area for bicyclists
€ access area 1s 50' dirt from Chandler to Burbank.

Yards level with access area, separated dv concrete bla.

of the channel [ of L. A Valley College
(3) SF housing, £ side, Chandler to Burbank

rﬂ There 15 & large myral on the W side of the channe} adjacent to Valley Cotlege.

Major obstruction.

Tunnel under intersection would de about

The W side

A wooden bridge connects the two sides

Reach {hanne) Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
4 Oxnard St. tert, 50'-60' Dirt ROW Yes  fmp, o [4° 261-264
to Srdes U v @ g“"‘"'] Yee : [' : 3
Sherman Way Bottom sanel " Yes  Tov wr, Snoppt
16 16 A5 N ® Row ves ot i lal

Suryey Rotes

{I) Crossings.
victory Blvd. (G)

tthel St. (G)  Moderately busy street (entrance to shopping center),

Vanowen St./Fulton Ave. Intersection (G): Busy intersection.

Sherman Way (G)
(2) # Stue access area

\i,‘ E side access area. 60° dirt, no paving for short <istance N of Oxnard, hetween Fthel ana sanowen
10° paved ¢ 40'-%)' otherwise.

'
443 SF housing along mnst of ¥ sidr, along § side b of shopping center st Ethe).
concrete block, chawn link, vegetatinon, wood slats.

Poss ble rest area § af Ethel adjacent to shupping center.

no dirt for 100" S o

(
o

Rucy treet.

Busy street.

75" dirt from Yictory to (thel.

f Sherman .

Major obstruction.

Tunnel (7' wide, B' high! under  <i1de.

Tunpel under intersection would be 200"+,

. and part way to Sherman.

12° paved,

Yards mostly levei w.lh access aress, separated b
Potential problems fn several places '

feach Channe ! Stde | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
Y Sherman Way Yert ) el Mo (S
to Side< hd @ g:‘""': Ies i 3
Satroey St. Bottom L anne Yes r
AN [ ® o tes feos[i]e

aryey Notes
Lo Crosoingy
SHTORR (G
“aticoy ** ()
DN osidr access arey
RR tn Saticoy

1T F stde access aree

Lusy strent

0 airt 1507 N 1 f Yherman, JO' dirt to RR, 20

10" paved ¢ 8' dirt for 200°, 10" paved ¢ 50° dirt remainder of distance to R,

8% drive by adiacent office (- RA to Saticoy
T4 SF Rowiing, | side, Sherman to RR

-_l —

vaved from RR to Saticoy

Nead as drive by adjacent industry from

12' paved from #% to Satfcoy. Used

Yard 4° higher than access ares, separated by chate Tink, wood stats, vegrtation
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TUJUNGA WASH MAP 9b

Reach Chanoel Side | RON Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appesl | Photographs
] ¥ .
6. Sat K‘gy st ::;:; ¢ v @ o el ':: SF(4], T 265-267
Laurel Cyn. Blvd. Bottom € Thannel  Yes |SFI4], Church, ST, 3
Y6 15 F2 € O] o] ves Jos

Survey Notes

(D Crossings and inlets:
Cantars St (G): Moderately dusy.

Roscoe Bivd. (G): Busy street.
Pacoima Wash inlet obstructs access on W side.

Arlete Ave (G): Moderately dusy.
Golden State Fwy. Main bridge (AG) does not obstruct either side.
taure) Cyn. Blvd. (G): Busy street.

@- N side access area: 50°-60" dtrt except in the following places: 10° paved ¢ 40' dirt last 300" S of Cantara; 10’ paved, Roscoe to Canterbury

Exit ramp to S (G) obstructs both sides.

(Canterbury does not cross channel); 10° paved + 25' dirt N of Canterdury, 50'-60" dirt from S of Arleta to Laure! Cyn.

@ E s1de access ares: 60" dirt N of Saticoy; 10° paved ¢ 40° dirt Tast 300" S of Centars; 8' paved ¢ 5' dirt, Cantars to Roscoe; 10’ psved ¢
40°-50' dirt, remainder of distance,

{41 SF noustng: Both sides, Sattcoy to Cantara; W side, Cantars to Roscoe; W side, Arleta to Laurel Cyn.
Potential problams 1n a number of places.

Yards level with sccess area

Reach Channel Stde | ROW Access Fence or Wal) Adjacent Use Appes] | Photographs
7. Laurel Cyn. Bivd. vere. L] ROW No 268-272
to Sides C ® Channel  ves v, 05 2
ansen Jam Sottom € ChanneT v,
69 c4 £ [©) AW S [ Power RONW, [, OS
Survey Notes
@ Crosstngs:

San Fernando Rd. and SP RR- San Fernande bridge obstructs W side only. RR obstructs both sides.
embankment, #asy to tunnel unde-.

Glenoaks Blvd. {G): Busy street.
Hansen Dam: End of channel.

Busy street.

Tracks are 10° above ROW level on

@ ¥ s16e access area: §0° girt, Laurel Cyn. to San Fernando; 20°-50' dirt, San Fernando to Glenoaks, 12' dirt N of Glenoaks.
j\ £ s10e acres; area: 6C* girt. Laurel Cyn. to San Fernando, 10' paved + 20°-50' dirt, San Fernando to Mansen Dam Go!f Course.

LOPEZ CANYON CHANNEL MAP 9%

Reach Channet Side | ROM Access Fence or Wal) Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
1. Hansen Dam Vert. sw birt ROW " Yes SF, 08 273 %
Channel 3
by Ftetdy Channel  Yes 05
%b;lZ:BaHn Bottom C NE | 15' Paved Son You
Survey Motes
(D Crossings.

Foothil) Blvd. (G): Busy street.
Terra Bella St. {G): Light traffic.

Footatll Fwy. {Gj: {Under constructton)

var Nuys Blvd. (G}: Light traffic.
Filimcre St. (G)
Paxton St. (G): Moderately busy.

Light traffic.

(D channel is covered for 300" N of Foothill.

Al-28
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LopeL Flood

Control Basin
C)/’kc\
FOOTBRIDGE \ 0 Ce

FENTON AV. (F) ~ N
® 5
lécp){:;;.d . OLIWE VIEW DR (E)
1 N ‘
| Broonds > 4

FOOTHILL FWY.
FOOTHILL BLVD. (D)

q .
3 Mansfield Av.
§ &torm Drain poLk oT. (F)
- FooTHILL Fwy.(A)Yfp
FOOTHILL BLVD. (D)
STORIA ST. (F)
3 GLENOAKs BLVD. (D)
!
2 HERRICK AVE. (E)
%
%
== BRADLEY AVE. (E)
- SPT RR (D)
SaM FERNANDO RD. (D)
privacy
Gt
FOOTBRIDGE Snap 100
o 5'M1/SAN FERNANDO FWY.(4)
N
* LAUREL CYN. BLVD. (D)
Iy o] park
East Cyn.
chanrel GOLDEN STATE FWY. (D) MAP 10b
AXON ST. (E) |
M marginal - 4 path WILSON CHANNEL
/N N DEVONSHIRE ST. (D)
R VAN NUYS BLVD. (D)
./ *)g\ ~
\ _ . TERRA BELLA ST.(E)
\ Pacoma, |
, Spreading . ®)
\annds I o POOTOMDEE
—_——. 0/100 o OSBORNE ST. FOOTBRIDGE
fVCfJ,-a”
c
ny,,e /

BRANFORD SY. (0)
WBNTWORTH ST. (F)

MAP 10a

PACOIMA WASH
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PACOIMA WASH MAP 10a

-
[each Channel Side | ROM Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appesi | Photographs
- [ ] Yes f 2
1 Yu_yuﬂ-il: Wash z(:;:s . o 18 Oiet Channe)  Yes S @ , 79, 280
Thannel ves 7
tworth t. Bottom C SF (2
et N s pire oM Yer tJ] _
Surwl Notes
(' Crossings:
Wentworth “t. (G)° Light traffic. ]
(2 57 nwousing, 4' higher than ROW on £ s1de, separated by chain ltnk, 2’ lowar than ROW on W s1de, separated by 5° concrete block wall. !
Putential probiems, W stde. p— 1
i
|
Reacn Channe) Side | ROM Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appesl | Photographs ;
"7 ventworth st. Trap. o | o ou Yes |SFl4]. Church. ¥, 781291 4
to Sides € @ Channe) - 3 _ g j
Simi-San Fernando Fwy. | Bottom C X 10* Paved. N ChanneT No B
16 9 A6 to 8 €2 Bad Conditign () | Rw Yes |V ;
Survey Motes
(D Trotsings 3

Branford St. (G}  Moderately busy.
Osborne St. {G) Busy street. —
ferra Bella St. {G): Moderately busy.
van Nuys Blvd. (5): Busy street.
vevopshire St (u): Busy street.
Paxton 5t (G} toderstely busy.
fast Cyn. Channel inlet obstructs W side.
Golden itate Fwy./Laurel Cyn./Simi-San iernando Fwy. Large complex of Simi/S.F. Fwy. ts 8 major obstruction. Golden state does not —
obstruct.
2 Access area, SW side: 3'-4' dirt from 300' § of Devonshire to Paxton.
Ac

T) cest avea, NE srde  No access from Montague St. footbridge to Osborne, from 300' S of Devonshire to N of Devonshire, and N of Paxton.
4' tirt patn S of Paxton

14, SEorsusing 15 adjscent to the channel on both sides for most of this reach. VYards level with ROW, generally separated by chain link
and neavy veqetation. Problems possible in some places.

¥

!
e« v o

Survey Mates

(T} Crossings and inlets
San fernando Rd.. Busy Street. W side of pridge f$ free-standing over ROW. [ Side has abutment within ROW. -
SPT AR W side of bridge is free-standing over ROW. E side has sbutment within ROW.
Bracley Ave. (G): Moderately busy.
Herrick Ave. (6): Moderately busy.
Glencaks Blvd. (G): Busy street,
Mgnstoeld Ave,: Stomm drain inlet odstructs W side.
faothell Blvd, ') Susy street,
Ponthl) fwy. (AG). Does not abstruct e:ither side,
ferton Ave (G) Light traffic.
taper Dam

4
Reacn Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
K P Trap 10°-35° 0trt and ROW v, 1. MF, 05 293-297 .
i ‘m"":’;"“am" Y- | Siges ¢ % 1Gravel 2 Channe) Yes 3 - !
Bottom 10°-25° annel ves [ SF 3, V, I,
topes Flood ont. Bastn 0°-25* Dfrt and e ' :
To8L to 384 £ Gravel RO™ Rirfield, 05

'@) A fow pe-ce of {ndustrial equipment are stored 1n the £ access area between foothill Blvd. and Foothill Fwy., obStructing access.

‘_lj “ongs twg. b oyide, between Twy and Sen fernando. Yards 3’ lower than access road, separated hy chain link fence. Potential problem.
“bobays oo N of Bradley, [ side, 8° higher thar access road.

(4 (tannks 10 *nys reach ts narrow {7°) and has slaping floars which are not suitatle for trasi use. -

1
ki R nia Fisowpt

]
" >y

WILSON CHANNEL MAP 10b

Reacn rhsnnel Side | ROM Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal § Photographs i

1 Astorfe t. (T ver: M 20" Dirt ROW ) Yes 303 -— b
to . Sides € %:mme1 Y, 3

.;l‘,'u:plv'm- or (Y Bottom ¢ |20 piee ‘o:"” Yes &

(1) rovsings 4
Faothiil Blvd. (6) Busy ~treet, -
Polts “t. (G} Lignt traffac
Coatra’! Fw, o (G} Major obstryction
Telee St U6): Light traffi
Cree view lir (G0 Morerately busy.

2) ihanne’ 1y underground S of Astoris.
.3) ot surveywd N of Olfve View.

A1-30




BURBANK WESTERN SYSTEM MAP 11a

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photogrephs
1. Los Angeles River Vert. [ [ 05, SFLG] 305307
to S:;zs 4 t @ Channel  ves * 2
Riverside Dr. Bottom C annel  Yes | Stables
16 24 E2 ottom w Q o Ly

Jurvey Notes

(D Crossings and inlets:
L.A, River confluence: An equestrian brigge crosses the Burbank channe! about 400’ N of the confluence.
mall crannel inlet obstructs W side 700 fram confluence.
Riverside Dr. (G): Moderately busy.

@ E side access: 15' equestrian trail from confluence to equestrian bridgu. Open field comes to edge of channel between bt and SF
houses (700' N of confluence). No access from this point to 110° S of Riverside (yards and sheds extend to edge of channel}. 9' dirt
access last 110'.

@ Open field cames to edge of channel from corfluence to stables. No sccess fram stables to Riverside.

m Numerous equestrian facilities W of channel along L.A. River. Numerous equestrian trails in vicinity.

(B sF houstng. € side, #rom 700' N of confluence to Riverside. Yards are level with ROM, separated by wooden fences.

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
<. Riverside Ur. Vert. ROW No 308-310
" :D v Sides € £ @ Channel Yes sl N
ctory Blvd. Bottom Channel
16 24 E2 " Q@ bt Nl LA O
Survey Notes
@ Crossings:

Victory Bivd. (G): Moderately busy.

@ E access space fs obstructed for first fourth of distance by trees and large shrubs planted for screening of the adjacent yards.
A shed obstructs this segment in one place. The middle Nalf of the distsnce is paved, and is part of & parking lot. The remaining
distance s dirt, and slopes very steeply.

@ W access space is obstructed for first third of distance by trees, large shrubs, and a shed. Remainder of distance is 1S' wide,
dirt, and slopes steeply to the side; not usable without retsintng nﬁ.

SF houslﬂg. both sides, first third of distance, Houses level with ROM, separated by vegetation, chain Vink fences. Several of
1A v

the lots e horses in the yards.
Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appes! | Photoyraphs
3. victory Blvd. Yert. 150 gi ROW 4 I, SAL5. MF, I, 11-324
e sides € £ e Cranne) _ Yes | 43 o2 , 1
Olive St. Bottom C Thanne ™,
TG 24 £2 n 16 . dcs C, SH & 1

Survey Notes
(i) Crossings and inlets:
Alareda Ave. (G): Moderately busy
Footbridge (5' AG): Obstructs both sides at Elmwood.
Pipe crossing obstructs both sides near Cedar (2-1/2' high),
Providencia Ave./Lake St. intersection {G): Moderately busy.
Verdugo Ave. {G): Light traffic
RR 8ridge at Olive St. (G): Tracks can be crossed on lightly travelled street adjacent to ROW.
Qive St. (G): Light traffic.

@ € stde access: Steep side slops for most of distance. 3'-7' retafning wall would be needed for treil use.

@ W stde access: WNo access from Victory to Elm. ( and MF extend to channel adge. 15°-20° dirt from €1m to Alameda (2° retaining wall
needed). Mo access Alameda to Yalencis, SF and M housing extend to edge of chanmel. 15° dirt (2'-5' retaining wall needed) N of
Valencia. No access from RR bridge S of Olive to Olfve St. (buiiding ertends to edge of channel).

@ No ROW fencing along much of reach. C. I, and MF fenced, St usually not.

[-j] SF hausing scattered, both sides, Victory to Alameda. Mostly SF from Alameda to Providencia, both sides. Yards 5'-6° higher than
ROW. Some concrete block and wood slat, but often no separation except scattared vegetation. SF third of distance from Providencis
to Verdugo, both sides, 4'-6' higher than ROW, heavily screened by shrubs (no fencing)

(® Large walnut trees obstruct access last 150° S of Verdugo.

Reach Channel Side | POW Access Fence or Nall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs

4. Olive St. Vert. 20" dirt ROW Yes 1.3]. RR(S 325-330

to Sides € t @ Channel  ves 31wl 2
Golden State Fwy. Bottom C W |20 dfrt ThanneT  vYes [REN
6 17 D6 &3] ROW Yes

Survey Notes
|5 Trossings and intets:

Magnolia Blvd. (G): Light traffic.

2 RR bridges between Magnolia and Burbank (bottoms at grade, tracks §' AG).

Vanowen St. chennel inlet obstructs W side 500 § of Burbank {See .

Bur?lnk stern channel fs covered from Vanowen St. inlet to 150' N. Several sets of RR tracks cross channel over covered section
See .

Burbank Blvd. [levated. Does mot obstruct Vanowen St. channel ROW.

Golden s::te Fwy  Major obstruction of Burdank Nestern, both sides, from grade to 30° AG. C(hannel i3 covered by freeway for about
174 mile.

(D sides slopes 2'-6° retaining wall needed most of w side, al) uf E side.
(3] Adjacent industry both stdes. Potential for commuter use. Luckheed Afrcraft short distance to N.
@ Vanowen 5t. chennel continues past Burbank Blva. for sbout /00° before going underground.
[E Several sets of AR tracks paralle) the fwy. from Providencia to the N. The tracks and the fwy together constitute a major barrter
to connection of the channel § of the fwy, with that N of the fwy.
Al1-31
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BURBANK WESTERN SYSTEM MAP 11b

Reach Channel Sige | ROW Access Fence or Mall Adjacent Use Appeal | Protographs —_
5. Golden State Fwy. vert. NE 2 ?’: ) No St 33
to Sides o anne Yes

San Ferrandc Blvd. Bottom ( B Y {hannel Yes ¥

T6 17 0§ g f‘o!m,l:i;‘ Q@ |row ‘
Survey %otes ’
3) Crossings and inlets. —

.

tmnf\el to covered by fwy. for 1/4 mile  Surtaces near Brosdway ond Leland Way.
San iernando Blvd. (G): Busy street

@ Adjacent street comes to edge of channel (Leland way).
30 Freeway entrance ramp »s mediatedy sajacent to channe’ at S end.  «cess widens Lo the N4, reaches 20° at San Fernando. Steep siope

near San Fernando separated from freeway only by quard rati. -—
Reacn Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wal) Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
f. San Fernando Blvd. Vert BicycleJrail ROw ST, SF S. [4 332-33)

to Staes NE 2 Chanrel v:s )

Cohassat St. Bottom € 1535 dirt Thannel  Yes G 3 -

1607 (3 b &) ROW wo @
Survey Notes
(D) Crossings and 1nlets: !

Channel {s underground from SE of Sdn Farnando to approximately Morgan and Jackson St. intersection.
Suena vista St. {G}: Busy street.

Golden state Fwy. ac.ess ramps from Puena Vista (Gj: Twu roads with daylight between. Tota) obstructed distance of about 150° -— N
Cohasset St. (G): Light traffic.

Q Bivycle trall begins nesr Morgan/Jackson 1ntersecticn, eaves .hannel at Buens Vista, re-enters channel ROW at Naomi  From Buena
¥15ta to fwy. access roads ROW is planted with ground cover. N of access roads there 15 g 12° dirt rosd to Tulare. Naomi St. fs '
adjacent to the channe, edge from Tulare :c the N for 100'. Bicycle trail resumes at this point, continues to terminus at Cohasset.

Q35" dirt strip separates fwy. lanes and channe! for most of the distance betwken San Fernando and Buena Vista. The SW half of this 7
steip ts planted with large shrubs. Clo.e proximity t0 freeway traffic. Embankment rises between channel and freeway approaching - f
Buens VYista, and continues N of Buena Vista, providing separation from fwy. traffic. There is & 15' dirt strip st the bottom of
the embankment from Buena Vista to Cohasset (&' between Buena Vista and “wy. access roads).

Lurvey Notes
T T osings

tanark "t (G Lignr tratfic,

filencaks Blvd. (GY. Moderately busy. Street crosses diagonally. Long tunncis would be required for undercrossing {150'}.
2 W et strip separates fwy lanes anyd (nannel ‘or most of the distance between Hollywood Way anu Glenuaks  The SW half of this .
strip 1s rlanted with sheubs  (lose proximity to freewa: traffic for much of the reach on thiy half Embankment rises approsching
vanark ant continges pa-t L andrs, Lroviting separaliun Froa Say traftic for about half 1y distarre of tte reach.

@ NE ROW fenced only from Naom! to Cohasset.
15} 5F [wwo houses: adjacent to NE side of Nw of Frederick St. Yardas 2° higher than PUW, no eparatior from ROW.
-—
Reach Crannel Side | ROW Access Fence or wWall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs !
7. Cohasset St. Vert NE 120° dirt ROW No St13, 334-335 i
to Sides C Channel  ves 3 i
1011 ywood Way fottom C 2 gtet Channel ~ Yes ¥
617 B2 { . 2} RO No - |
Survey Notes i
0 Crossing i
ot lywood Way {Gj: Moderately busy
@ l;: a;cess nd;'rows and rises fairly steeply near '101)ywood Way to meet tre axit ramp decending from the freeway. Narrowest point B° '
d for trari, —_ i
Q] “ngnnel 15 paralteled fur entire reach by Glerogks Bivd.. whitn hds wide outside lanes and is o good street for bicycling. X
|
Reach Channe! 5ve | ROW Access Ferce or wWall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photoyraphs .
8. Hol’ ywcud Way dert. N |12 dirt ROW No St 336 |
to siges € F Channe) 1es - 3 !
ulenpaks 8lvd Bottom L T gt Channe] “Yes I3 J
[IANRN SW RO No
|

-_—
Reacn “hannel side | ROW Arcess Fence ar wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs _}_
9 Glencybs Bivd vert N {0 et 0w Yes v 337-338
to ciges Lhannel ves ) 3
vinedale St iortor L i R [LTECT) IR YD)
Gae sl, 916 -H Rind ves -
Survey Notes —-—
‘3, (rossings ang anlets
Nettleton .t (G) L ight Toateag
Hansen Heiqghts Iniet  Costryucts Ye tadge abeu' haifwzs Letween Nelt.e¢ton and Vinedate
itnedale St. (6. Light 1rafinc
2] 4 nousing, Both sidew, entire lenqth o1 reach ' -B' higher than R iw, separated by ¢ mcrete blo k, chatn 1ink, wood slats, and
vigatatior Inadequare tepardtion 10 noes plyo oy —
3 (harne Secomes . Tuna ,m Wash X DY sumeen wtn confluence .
i
-
[
-
.
Al-3.
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LA TUNA CANYON CHANNEL MAP 11b

Reach Cnannel .1de | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appes! | Protographs
1. Vinedale St Vert c 107 diet ROM Yes SFL2T, of 339
10 Siwdes C Channel  Yes 3
Jordan | ane buttom C 10° girt Channe!  yps o, SF 21
6.k B ® hoe (5 5 2
Survey Notes

=

Crosvings and antet

lo-dan Lane (G): Light traffic.

f

SF mousing both siges

Level to 3' higher than ROMW, separated mostly by cnain Link and wood slat fencing (vetter

Horses are kept on several of the lots

separation npeded).

@\ N helt fenced at ROW. "al¢ ynfenced, |1@s between cnannel and paralieling stree!. used extensivi 'y by equestrians énd (edestrians
Qeach lranne) 4e | RON Access Fence or wWall rdjacent e Appeal | Photographs
2. Jordan Lars et N 20 dire ROW Yes SF {2 340-347
to S1qes C Channel Yes R
Liebres Basin Bottom € 10 20 gt ThanneT Vot oS3, il
10 A-C, S 5 Cﬂ RO res Sy D

Su'v?l Notes

Q\

@
El

@

Crossings
vriizge Ave (G; Light traffic.
Wilawood Ave. (G): Light tratfic.
Martindale P). (G): Light traffic.
la 'una Cwn. Rd {G) teavy traffic. Kuad crosses st shallow angle. Channel is covered for 300°. Sufficient room along sides
ot ruad for trail  vweavily used by oquestrians and bicyclists.

SF houstng along N side. Widely scatterea SF along S side.  vYards level with ROW. Mouses separated from ROW by large lots, which
are often ysed for keeping horses or *or vegetable gardens No conflicts likely. Neighbors in this area generaily support use
of FUW for equestrian trar}.

verdugu Mtns adjacent un S side. Steep slopes

very heasvy equestrian activity 1n this area. Hurses are kept on most of the 1ots adjacent to the channel in this reach Numerous

2quest)tan fac1i1ties nearby  Many tratls in mcuntains to K and S. Parts of channel ROM are now used by equestrians

HANSEN HEIGHTS CHANNEL MAP 11b

Reach Channel Stde | ROW Access Fence or Nall Adjarent Use Appeal | Photcgraphs
" 18" ROW Yes F[3), 0.8, St. ¥ 338, M8
1. La T\L[lo.i Cyn. Confluence !‘\’;:s C £ 12 le!rt Channel ‘ , .
rendletnn St. Bottom C w 1117207 dirt road [Channel  Yos SFTIT. O[3]. v.
69 th ROW Yes

o

Survey Notes
(D trossings

Vinedele St. {G) tignt traffic.
Rer-cse St. {G)- Light Traffic,

La Tuna {yn. Rd. {G): Modaerately busy.
Turtsrd St. (G): Loight traffic.
sunland Blvd. (G): Moderately busy
Pendieton St. (G}  Light traffic.

(Z' £ access area 1s nat graded for much of reach, very uneven, espectally from Vinedale to Penrose. teep side slopes for much of

remaincng Jrstance, retaining wall would be needed ir plares for trail use.

‘¥ ngy.ng 13 adjacent to the channel for much of the reach. Yards vary from level to 6' above RO4. Chain link fences and vegetation

are mcn! often used for setaration; there is an 5' concrete block wall on the E sfde from Penrose to 1a Tuma.

';47 vther agjacent uses. ¢ wide -abandoned church, retirement home; W side--nursery, church
Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or wall Ad)acent Use Appeal | Photographs
2 Fendelror St Vert / [ Yes o, 4. s
to Lrtes ( K @ Channel  ves . sl ,
“toneh rst Ave fortam C Channel V. SFS
9 in Hh Q@ ROW }_ﬁ i

St menyrst Ave. (G} Moderately busy
W/N <ie 120 airt fast halfy no access last half [narrow dirt strip between SF ana channel;
I dtet first half, V¢ paved last half
‘Ither acjacent use W st1de. quarry

Potent1al privacy conflict, *F housing W s10¢ of Stinghurst  Houses 3° higher thar KM Chain 3 rb fence or no separation  Wouses

use % . est rnad as ratry drive

2
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VERDUGO WASH MAP 12a

Agach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
1. Loy Angeles River vert. None ROw s {a], ¢, 1, st 9-
to Sides € - @ Channe! - 4 , 361
Glenoaks Blvd. Bottom ¢ None hanneT ™y TSF AT, €. W, st
16 25 A3 to 02 5 Q] ROW &
Survey Notes
(@ Crossings and 1ntets:
SPT RR (G)
San fFernando Rd  {G)- Busy street
Concord St. (G): Lignt traftic.
Kenilworth Ave. (G): «ight traffic.
Pacific Ave. (G): tight traftic.
Central Ave. ((): Busy street
Brand Ave. (G): Busy street.
Louise Street {u}: tight trattyc.
Jackson St. {G) Light tratfic.
Geneva St. {L): Light traffic
Sycamore (yn Inlet
Glenoaks Blvd. (G): Busy steset
(D Much of reach obstructed by Glenoaks B1d
'© Reach obstructed by residential and commrriial drve bopment
i[?] SF housing at same leve) as channel, but usually scrcened Ly veqetation
Reach Channe) “ide | RON Access fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appesl | Photographs
2. Glenoaks 8lvd. Vert. None ROW sF[A)s 362-66
to Sides ¢ v ©)] E:'""'} ™ )
Opechee My. Bottom C None anne Yes SF (4] C, W
T6 25 D2 to 18 F5 ¢ [©) ROW ~o
Survey Wotes
@ Crossings:
Mountain St. (G): Light tratfic.
Canada Bivd. (G): Monderately busy strret.
Wabasso Wy. (G): Light traffic.
Opechee Wy. (G): Light traffic
(@ Channel is divided into three sections by walls along bottom.
(D Access obstructed by residential and commercial development.
E SF housing directly adjacent to channel, «t same level, separatud by chain liak fencing. vegetation.
Reach Channel ade | ROW Acoess Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
3. Opechee Wy. Yert. None- ROW No 367, 368
to Sides ¢ ?‘H (2) Channe1 __ves |5+ GBI ¥ )
Canada Bivd. Bottom € Notse Channel .
16, 18 5 to Fa 1t " RN ves 1SI. 13, ¥, 5t
Survey Notes
@ Crossings:
Glorietts Ave. (G)}: 1L1ght traffic,
Canada Blivd. (G): Muderately buty strect.
[Z] Access obstructed by street and/or residectial et commercial development.
E] SF housing at several locatrons along reach, partially screencd by shrubbery.
Resch Channel .ide | W Access R fFence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
4. Canada Blvd. vert v e peer H0w Yes |5i [3], 0 (4, 30-372
to Sides ‘ Channel 185 3
Verdugo Debris Basin Bottom C 1 et UhanneY ™ “yee [0 (4]
TG 18 F4 to £3 ! (2 KOW Yes -
Survey Notes
@ Crossings:
None
@ Access restricted along most of reach by (akmont Country ¢ lut There 1y an existing 157 access road aroynd the debris dem
E] SF homes are set well back from channel
{4] other adj. use: Oakmont tountry Club.
Reach Channe! rde | ROM Accmse T bence or Mgl Adiacent Ue Appeal | Photographs
§. Yerduqo Debris Basin vert ity ves(@X v, ot, SF |4}
to Sides b SO Channel ug(j ! .
New York Ave. Bottom N ) ChanneT — ves | <t, SF (8]
16 18 ) | X ROM Yoy

Survey Notes
(1) Crossings and inlets:
Unnamed street, 'mmediately i of doLrr, basir {1 ) taight traffic
Pickens Creek inlets obstructs NE stde
Shirieyjean St. (6° AG): Light teaffic  Ramy. dcocents to rnvert fiom SW s1de, DPASSINg under ‘hirieyjesn.
Whiting Woods Rd (). Lignt traffyr
Eagle Cahnne) inlet obstructs Nf side
New York Ave {L). Lignt traffac,

Q) SW s100 access srea: Marginal access 5 of Shirleygean (narrow, rough', 12° paved from Shirleyjean to Lagle confluence (bad condition
from writing Woods to Fagle}, 12° dirt from Eagle 1o Wew York {150° "t of New Yor) used 8t driveway by adjecent SF)

@ NE side access ares: No access S of Shivleyjean, 610" dirt from Shirleyjean to near Whiting Woods. 10° paved (bad condition) from S
of Whiting Mood to tagle: 12° dirt M o' Fanle, ), ;aved S of New Yor

() No R fence, SW <ide, from fuqle to New York.
[_5] SF housing, W side, between Eagir confluence anc Mew York. Yards level with actess area, no sepsration. Poteatis) prodblem.

[6] SF nousing, WF side: Shirleyjean to Eagle, yards 10° higher than sccess areq, separated dy steep slope: from Cagle to New York,
yards 6 higher, separated by chain 1ink, potent sl problems. Al 35
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Reach Channe) Side | ROW Access Fence or Wal) Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
6 New York Ave. vert. o 107150 Dire mm] S;’) 0, SF 4
0 Sides C —_
Footniil fwy. Bottom ¢ e [10-1550irt Channel '@S os. SF (4] N
TG 18 1 to 11 €6 ROW
Survey Motes
(D Crossings and anfets:
Dunsmore Canyon inlet pbstructs NE side
Dunsmore Ave. (G): Light traffic.
Soston Ave. {G): Moderately bysy.
foothili rwy (G} Major obstruction.
@) Paved from W edge of park to Foothill Fuy.
(3 Fenced  of park
(4] SF moustn, W of park. separsted from access area by high, steep slopes
Reach Channe! Side | RO Access Fence or wall Adjacent Use Appea? | Photographs
1. Verdugo Wash . RN Yes | Sf, 0¢ 376-377
Yo $ioes ¢ L @ C""'ﬂ‘.‘r Yas_ N ?
Elahurst Dr. Bottom C Channe Yes
6 11 B6 3 @ ROW SF, 05
Survey Notes
Ty Crossings:
Foothi1i Fuy:
ta Tuna Cyn. Rd. (G): Moderately busy street.
Elmhurst Br. (G): Light traffic.
2} This reach was not surveyed in detail, however, it appears to have at least a 10° access area along both sides.
Reach Channe! Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appea) | Photographs
2. Dimhurst Or. vert w | 210 Dirt N el 18 si(3]. os 378-382
MDA @ anne
Debris B Sides < 4
e Bottom ¢ g [0agon roannel —— Tes T se[3y, o
Survey Motes
@ Crossings:
Tujunga Zyn. Bivd ((): Moderstely busy street.
Focthill 8lwd. {G): Busy street,
Haywood St. {G): Light traffic.
Day st. (G): Light traffic.
g) Access arca 1s 20' paved, each side, between Tujunga Cyn. and Foothill
@ SF housing s set back from channel, usually well screened by shrubbery.
E; Very attractive scenery, good views, around drbris basin.
5) Channel s very narrow ir this reach {about 8').
Reach Channel S1de | ROW Access fence ar Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
1. verduqu dash yert, s [ No §
o Sides C b d Channel  ves |°
s 0Tteos (n Aot tom ( ChanneT —vos [ sF
Gt et f ) Row N

Survey ¥nte-

(1) irossing
Foutn ' fuy (G)
Aenctu’o Aye, (L) Woderately bucy.
Fouthit' Blvd. (L} Busy street
Lowell fye. 8 vista Lt [0): Lignt traffn
Crare . St 1G). Light teaffhe
108 Tens e {A) Laght traffag,

(Z) Im1s reain was not surveyed in delas). There apbears to be » 10° ROW 430ng both sides < of Foothi)) Blvd., and Insufficient space for

wse from Foactmill to Los OYivos.
(T “nannel s very narrow (about 7' wide)

Reach Chinne) Stde | ROM Access Fence or wallt Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
T Ao e ver: 10" Dirt [ S ¥ 373.175
o Sides € v Channel  Yes 12, .
Nedris Bayin Bottom ( B Lhanne] Yos sf oV
fetris & € {10 oter - L 2} G

Survey Rotes

@D Crossings
nanta arinttg Wt L Ligrt traffic,

g‘] S Mo, ng al same iovel as access sres, screendd tn places by shrubbery. Posstble problems.

(3 cvry a0t artive guoge from Santa Carlotts to 10s 01ivos. Wigh, steep slopes on sides, iarge boulders along channel.

(@ cpry 1P 0eactrue sterorg, oo views, Bround debris basin,

S Tpannel i verty nare w o About T wide)
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NOTE: Chamnels on Map 13 are not usable for bicycle or equestrian trails because of frequent obstructions and insufficient usable access
area, These channels could be used in some places as short neighborhood walkways Or 1inear parks. [n these cases, the welks
would Cross streets at grade, since traffic is generally 1ight. Obstruction ratings are therefore not given for channels on Map 13.
Widths given are for usable flat land. [n most cases, steeply sloping land alongside could be landscaped to provide a parkway.

PICKENS CHANNEL MAP 13a

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appea) | Photographs
1. Verdugo Wash Vert. W | Intermittent RO No | sF[3] 97-407
to Sides € 2 Channel Yes 3
:’c:c;lzn!sjmbris Basin Bottom C E lme:iésent M”I'“\' l:‘ SF ]
Survey Notes
@ Crossings:

Shirleyjean St. (G): Light traffic,

La Crescenta Ave. (G): Moderately busy.
Honolulu Ave, [G): Busy street.
Hermosa Ave  (G): Light traffic.
Piedwont Ave. (G): Light traffic.
Manhattan Ave. (G): Light traffic.
Montrose Ave. (G): Moderately busy.
Fairway Ave. (G): Light traffic.
Footnill Fwy. (86 4)

Foothil) Blvd. (G): Busy street.

@ Access area 15 5'-15° dirt on each side, interrupted frequently by SF housing that extends to the edge of the channel
are very steeply sloped in many places and unysable without retaining walls. 9 o Mocess dreas

@] SF housing Is usuaily 5°-10° higher than access area, screened by vegetation.
@ Channel crosses over freeway in a box culvert.

HALLS CANYON CHANNEL MAP 13a

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Walt Adjacent Use Appes?! { Photographs
1. Verdugo Debris Basin Yert. ROM SF, B, ¥ -394
9 to Siges C b Non04© Channel @
Hall's Debris Basin Bottom C Nore nnel Y SF, 8, ¥ 3
06 18 E3 to F1 SE @ o] o]

Survey Notes

(1; Crossings:
La Crescenta Ave. {G): Muderately busy.
Roselawn Ave. (G) Moderately busy.
Broadview Ave. (G): Light traffic,
Honoluly Ave. (G): Busy street.
Sunset Ave./Hermosa Ave. intersection (G): (fght traffic.
Florencita Or. (G): Light traffic,
Montrose Ave./Del Mar Rd. intersection (G): Moderately busy.
Foothill Fwy. (G): Major obstruction.
QOcean View Blvd. (G): Moderately busy.
Foothill Blvd. {G): Busy street. Major obstruction.
Castle (n./Castie Rd. intersection (G): Light traffic.
Lyans Dr. in{: Light traffic.
Cross St. (G): Light traffic.

@ Channel 1% covered between Roselawn and Broadview for 200" and for 250° N of Montrose.

@ MM side access area: access area is either nonexistent or narrow and too steeply sloping to be of use, except between Broadview
and Nonolulu {4'-8' dirt), and N of Cross (4 dirt).

@ SE side access area: same as 3bove; not usable except for short dirt strips N of Lyans and N of Cross (&'-8° wide).
® Intermittent.

SNOVER CANYON CHANNEL MAP 13a

Yot S.rveyed

EAGLE CHANNEL MAP 13b

Reach Channel Side | @ Access Tence ar Ngll Adja-ent e Appeasl Phot i aphs
now (5 Sh,B, ¥ [
! verdg AR I CECS - KT s
Eagle Debris Jasin Rot tom i Channe 1 ™ .8, ¥
113 by to 4} 5 @ f o ROW G)

Survey Nates
(D) Crossings.
Crussed dt grade by (G <rrvets gr iatersections Al carry 1ight traffic except fuothi1f B1vd (Busy strect), the Kamsdell/Comminity
intersection, the La tre. rntd/El (aminito sntersection, and Orange (Moderately busy). and the oothill fuy, Foothill Givd. and the
Foothill !wy. arc major wbstructions

12) Very s}l chamnel, shout H' wide

(3) W side access areg acceyy 1, rither noneristent or Aarrow and too steeply sloptng o be of use vxcent fur short distancex § of faothttl
Blvd. (3" dirt) and N of 1 taminito (19 dirt)

(4) £ side acces. drea: nonexistent or too narrow and steep to use except in the following places: Mills to Honatyly (3° dirt), Prospect
to Rem-del] "6’ paved), Mary 1o N of T~ thilt Bivd. (6° dirt: Foothill obstructs), and Letween Lo (rescents and the Debris Basin (157 girt)

¢5) Intermittent

Al-39




e

SHIELDS CHANNEL MAP 13b

Reach Channel Side | ROM Access Fence or Wal) Adjacent Use Appes) | Photog aphs
1. tagle Debris Basin vert Row Ko 0s
ik Stges ¢ N @ Channe]  ves P
shields Jebris Basin Bottom S Channe]
16 19 11 ) S €) ROM s jos
Survey Motes
Q@ crossing:
La Crescenta Ave. (G): Moderately busy.
@ Narrow channe) - about 8' wide.
(3 unrestricted access £ of La Crescenta (Open Space). 6°'-8' dirt efther side W of La (rescenta.
. P
Reach Channel Side | RON Accesy Fence or Mal) Adjacent Use Appeal | Protograpms
1. Eagle Confluence to vert @ ROM @ SF, ¥
Ward Debris Basin Sides € L ct:"m%] Les 3
Bottom anne Yes
16 13 D1 to 110Y ¢ ¢ ® BOW ol M
Survey hotes

(U Zrossings (Above-ground portion of channel only):

El Caminito St {G): Lignt traffic.

Orange Ave. (G): Moderately busy.

Brookni 11 St. (G): Light traffic

Henrietta Ave. (G): Light traffic

Frances Ave. (G): Light traffic.

Harmony PY. (L): tight traffic.

Markridge Rd. (G): Light traffic.

@ Channel 1s underground from Eagle confluence to €l Camintta, and from 40’ S of MNarkridge to the debris basin.

@ W side sccess area: 15 dirt $ of Orange, 6'-15' paved from Orange to Brookhill, 3'-8' dirt either side of Harmony. WMot usable in

other [laces.

@ € side access area: 12'-15° paved from Orange to N of Brookhill, 3' dirt N of Harmony. Not usable in other places.

G; Intermittent

DUNSMORE CANYON CHANNEL MAP 13b

Reach Channel Side { ROM Access fFence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
1. verdugo Confluence Vert. W Row [OIR NG 409-412
0 A ® Channe! Ve s
Dunsmore Debris Basin Bottam ( f Channel él SF, C
6 18 i to f4 [6)] ROV
Survey Notes
@ Crossings
Honcluty Ave. {L;. Busy streel.
Montrove Ave (L' Moderately busy.
fuot'nili Fwy. (G). Major obstruction.
Encingl Ave. (G): tight traffic,
Altura Ave (G 11ght traffae
Prospect Ave. (L) Light traffic.
Community Ave. (L): Light traffic,
Faotnii) givd. ((): Busy street.
“ants Larlctts St (G): Moderately busy.
HMork:14ge Rd (). tight traffic.
(2} Narrow (hannel - about 6° wide.
(3) Woarde wcerss ares park comes to #dge of channel S Of Honolulu, 4' dirt S of Encinal, 4'-8° dirt from S of Alturs to Community.
Not weahie in other places.

4 € side 4. ess ared  .ark comes 1o edge of channel S of Monolulu; 3°-5° dirt from Encing) to Conwunity,

/6. Intermittent

BLUE GUM CHANNEL MAP 13c

Channel is ynderyround ‘rom 1o confluence with Haines Canyon Channel to 100' S of Blue Gum Debrys Basin (Photo 417)

HAINES CANYON CHANNEL MAP 13c

Mot usable in other places.

Reach Channet Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
1. Weatwortr st Vert, ROM sf, C {8 413-416
('u ’ S:;es C ol @ Chenne! 1@;_ D 3
Hetnes Uebrts Basin Bottom ( s ® ThanneY v Sk
1610 02 to i1 A3 v w
Survey Notes
@) Crossing:

trossed at grade by 23 streets or intersections. Al) carry 1ight traffic except Foothill Blvd. (Busy street) ang Oro Vista, Mcvine,
Woodward/Apperson intersection, Greeley, and Tujunga {Moderately busyj. Ffoothill Bivd. fs a major obstructton.

(D n stde accrss sreas 15' paved from Qro Yists to Foothill, 30 dirt from Foothill to McVine, 12°-15' dirt from McVine to Woadward/Apperson
No access fn other

to Mt Gleason, 10° dirt from Mt. Glesson to Plafnsview, dirt road adjacent from Plainview to 30N’ W of McGroaty.

places.

(D S stde access ares. 15° paved road adjacent from Foothil]l to McVine, 6'-8' dirt from woudwsrd/Apperson to Mt. Gleason, 10' dirt from

M. Gleason to Plainview, dirt road adjacent fram Plainview to 300 W of McGrosty. No access in other places.

@ 1ntermiteent
[3:] Smail strips of commercisl af)acent on N .ide ¥ of Pinewood end [ of McVine.

A1-40
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- ARROYO SECO MAP 14a
Reach Charne) Side | RON Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Agpes! | Protographs
1. Los Angeles River Vert T No Parkt 88, 414
to 21N " &) Channel  tes 9 R '
San fevnando RY. Bottom (, (F annst Yes Parkin
— . 9
16 W 5 . L) ROW No
Survey Ncies
@ Crossings:
RR bridge and Ave. 19 (both G) The.e bridges cross the stream togrther ard constitute a stnule obs ion. Mode
San fernando R4, (G! cavy traffl 9 s v ng bstructio rately busy street.
— @ Top 9' of £ wall is trapezoidal.
@ Paved truck ramp from invert to San Fe.nando
@ 10" dtrt, very steep (45°). ot ysabl, witnour retaining wa'l
-
Reach Channel Side | ROd Access fence or wail Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
2. 5an Fernando Rd. Trap. N | Not usable ROW ves |7 419, 420
| jides € @ Channel  Yes 2 ’
Ave. 26 gottom C, .F [¢ Marginal 3 anne]  'es Maint  yard, v
- 16 35 FS Yes
Survey Notes
M crossings:
Fwy. ramp support obstrurts S sige {3}
Ave. 26 (AG)}: No obstruction.
@ 10° dirt strip separates channel from fwy. weavily planted.
—
@ 15' asphalt strip, too steep to use (a5%4), from San Fernando to fwy. ramp support. %' from ram support to Ave 76 targe amount
of space available for 'rar) use to S between ROW and fwy. ramp.
- Reach Channet Side | ROW Access fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
3. Ave. 26 @ N access ROW - f 421-426
to Siges € (. Channe,  yes 2
Ave. 43 Bottom C, LF S F_qj annet  Yes
16 36 AS ROW NO
- Survey Notes
@ Crossings:
fwy. entrance ramp from 0bth St. (6' AG): Obstructs S side.
AT3SF RR (bottom at grade. tracks 10' AG )
Pasadena Ave. (bottom at grade, road 10° AG} Light traffic.
Ave. 43 Fwy. exit (G): Bus:
- Ave. 43 {G): Moderately busy.
@ Trap from Ave. 26 to fwy. ramp. vVert ¢ of ramp to Pasadena. S wall becomes trap £ cf Pasadena N wall remains very steep). Channel
vert. from just W of Ave. 43 exit to £ >f Ave. 43,
@ fwy. adjacent to edge of channel on N side.
@ S side: 12' dirt from Ave. 6 to fwy. ramp; JM dirt from ramp to footbridge, 5' ant from footbridge to RR pridge (steep dirt slope
10°-15" high S of these flat strips); 8' dirt, very steep siope, heavily planted from R to Pasadens. From Pasadena to Heritage Square
- 20" dirt, very steep, with S0-150° figt dirt ~trip adjacent *o 5. No access presentiy through Heritage Square (fenced). 10’ dirt,
very steep {450), with 12°-35' dirt strip adjacent to S, from Heritage Square to Ave. 43 remp  Wide dirt space between ramp and Ave. 43.
TS) Other adjacent use: Heritage Square (Victorian homes restoratfion proect).
-
Reach Lhannel Side | ROW Access fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal Photographs
3. ave. 83 trap 2 Nraccess ROW - [3 427-429
X velo ey { N ,{\, Channel ves .
via Marisnl Ave. Botior C, L} annel  ves {8}, parv. 0%
16 36 51 5 ® ROW No -
- Survey totes
@ Crossings
Foottridge 1/4 mile w o f “ffen ' to 107 4.3 Ubstructs S Side.
Griffen Ave. [G): Mot by busy.
Via Marignl Ave {G) Moderately busy
Py (D (hannet becomes trapeziidal 'R mile [ of Ave 43 Remaing trapezoidal for remainder n¢ reach ercept under Griffen and Via Marisol

B idge, where walls a

@
®

twy. adjacent to edge
No access for most of

e yertical.
at channel on N oside
frest 200 yards [ of Ave. 8)

Al-41

5t yards fxtend to edge of channel
rrom footbridge to 250 varas w af Geiffen there 15 a steepiy sloping (450) dsrt strip that narrows to 7
wauld be needed to make any wite of this strip

“n access last 250 yards W of Griften
dareas N of Griffen and 5 of via Marisol:. separated by eghth of a mile with 1o access

(&7 to edge nf channel).

10" dirt from beginning nf park to footdridge.
for sbout 250°.

Retaining wall

Larqe natural dirt
{steep Nil13ige comes to edge of crannel}.
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Reach Channel Side [ AW Acchss Fence or ¥a)) Appeat | Protographs

5. via Marisol Ave. Trap. W - 430-43%
to S1des (g 2 | 3 Chamnel Vo8 2
San Pasqual Ave. Bottom C, LF 3 e Yes Park
56 36 €3 to €1 RO No

-—
Survey Notes B
\'S Crossings:

Ave. 60 (AG): Does mot obstruct access.

Ave. 60 Fwy access remp: Does mot obstruct acctss.

ATASF RR (AG): Does not ebstruct access.

Marmion Way (street and fwy. extt ramp) (G): Obstructs S side. Moderately busy.

Pasadens Ave. as;: Does not odstruct access. -

Pasagens Fwy. (AG): Does not obstruct access.

San Pasqual (5 AG): Obstructs N side only. Light traffic.

@ vertical beneath Msrmion Way, Pasadens Ave, Pasadens Fwy. and San Pasqual. Sides concrete tn vertical sections.
(3 Park adjacent on N side from ¥ia Marisol to 300' W of Ave. 60. Comes to channel edge. Fwy. adjacent E of park to 100 yds. E of
Pasadens. Large open field betwsen fwy. snd channel adge from this point to San Pasqus). -
3 S side access: through park from via Martsol to Ave. 60 fwy. ramp. 12° paved maintenance road adjacent to channel edge from fwy. |
ramp to Marmion Way. Through park frae Mermion W¥ay to Arroyo Seco Stables. Equastrian trai) goes from stable to € under Pasadena 1
Ave. 18' paved road from Pasadena Ave. to driving range. Oriving range, parking, temnis courts extend to sége of channel past this |
point to the fwy. crossing, no sccess except on park street. Paved stroet adjacent to channel £ of fwy. crossing for 100 yds, equestrisn
trat? sdjacent past this pafnt.
@ Channe) {nvert between Marwion and Pasadena Ave. 1s used extensfvely Dy children - acts as extension of park. —
Reach Channe) Stde | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjecent Use Appesl [ Photographs -—
6. San Pasqual Ave. vert, Dirt, 10' min. [ No 0% 436, 440
to Sides ¢ v Channe) a5 D 2
dally St. Bmobc. LF Dirt, 10" min. ThanneT Yes ()| SITA]. 05, D15
6 26 €6 to E4 € ROW L]

Survey Notes —
(:5 Crossings and inlets:

Inlet enters from N side W of San Rafael Ave. C(Crossed by existing eQuestrian bridge.

San Rafael Ave.

is Lome Ra.

Colorado Blvd. These streets al! cross well above grade. None Obstructs access on either side.

Ventura Fwy.

Holly St. ) -

@ The channe) is 3 natural stream and riparian area from the spiliway under Colorado Blvd. to about 400" S of Holly St., a distance of
about 1,500'. Mo fencing in this ares.

(@ The Arrayo rarrows from San Pasqual to Holiy and, except for the stables and the two Clusters of SF housing N of San Pasqual and Sen
Rafsel, forms a vrelatively natural ge with the channel at the bottom and steep slopes on either.side. The access width vartes
considersbly on both sides, the minimumn useable width being about ten feet. There are large open areas in several places on both
sme?. some with recreatfon facilities. vVery attractive ares, much opportunity for severs! kinds of use. [ncludes existing equestrian -~ f
trail, !

E} Fenced only along SF housing. SF separsted by chain Yink and wood slat fencing; no conflicts likely.
[ otner adjacent use: San Pasqual Stables. i
—
ARROYO SECO MAP 14b _
Reach Channe} Side | RO Access Fence or Wall Adjecent Use Appeal | Photographs
7. Wolly St. v 107 dirt RN wo | 0s(2) M .
tg s:;:s I3 v Channe! Yes 2
Seco St gottem C, LF 18' dirt annel Yes
16 26 £ P ) iroues erasy | R o |0 —
Syrvey Notes
A} Crossings: p
Seco St. (G): wide, Vight traffic.
Ei’] Steep slapes to N, Brookside Park to §.
-
Reach Channel Side § ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjscent Use Appes) ] Phatographs
8, Seco St. Trep W |none ROW No Rose Bow) park.ng, aaz2, 403
to Sides @ Channet Te: 1f course 2
Devil's Gote Dam Sattom C, LF s None ® ) Yos M park ng, -
26 €3 to 19 05 ROW [ 90} course

Survey Notes i
D] Crossings:

washington Blvd, (G): Light traffic.

Foothtl]l Fwy. (AG): Does not obstruct access.

Oak Grove Dr. (A6 - crosses level with top of dam): Equestrian tunnel provides access on [ stde —

® Golf course on both stdes of channel to channel edge.

Al-42
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on the Winery and Hays maps due +o
lack of space.
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FLINT CANYON CHANNEL MAP 15

Reach Channe) Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appsal | Photographs
. Foothill fuy. [ied o
1. Foo ul' wy @ Channe! 08

Chevy Chase Dr. ThonnaY s, SF s
16 19 05 to B4 L.

Survey Notes

@ crossings:
foothill Fwy.
Berkshire P).
Woodleigh Ln.
Oakwood Ave.
Commonwealth Ave.
Beulah Or.
Chevy Chase Or.

@ There is a natural stream from the recreation area S of 8erkshire Pl. to a point near Chula Senda Ln. (does not cross stream). W of
this point, the channel 15 cuvered to Beylah, and there is a )inesr park within the chamne)l ROW. Channel is open for a short distance
€ of Chevy Chase, but there is no usable access. An equestrian trail lies within the ROW [ of Geulsh.

(@ The channel was not surveyed in detail.

WINERY CHANNEL MAP 15

Reach {hannel Side | ROW Access fence or Nall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
1. Flint Cyn. Confluence vert. " @ ROM [ . Descanso dns. 445-448
to Sides ¢ ks Channel v, | .
foothil) Bivd. Bottom € Channe’ « Descanso S.
16 19 B4 NE [€)) Fow ;;s d .
Survey Notes

@ Crossings:
Padres Tr. (G): Light traffic,
Encings Or. (G]: (1gnt traffic
N and § entry drives to Lescanso Ldns. (G): Light traffic.
Descanso Dr. (G): Wnderately busy.
Verduga Blvd. {G): Busy street.
Foothill fwy. (G): Major obstrurtion.
Footnill Blvd. (G) Busy. Major abstryction.
Indian Ave. {G): Light traffic.

(21 Coverrd or no access fram confluence to Descanso Gdns. (SF housing comes to edge of channel). Lawn or landscaping cames to edge of
channel in Gardens. SF housing to edge of channel from Descanso Dr. to Verdugo, except for wide open space adjacent to £ side of
channei N of Oescansc. Covered from Verduge to Indiam Ave.

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wsl! Adjacent lise Appeal | Photaqraphs
2. Footmiil Blvd vert, ¥ [©) hou tes | s o). power now 448-452
to S1des € Channe! ! .
Debris Basin Bottogm € 3 @ Channe? Yes SF {5], Power ROW
76 39 B2 zl g ROW Yes
Survey Notes
(@ Cressings.

Indiana Ave. (G)- L ght tratfic.
Olive Lan. (G): Light traffic.
€Y vago St. (6): Light traffic.

(@ Narvow channel, about 5' wide.

(D W side access area: covered for 150°; 10° dirt from this point to Olive; 10° paved from Olive to debris basin (equestrian trat) alongside
RO® from 0)ive to Ei vago).

(&) E s1de access area covered for 150°; 10° dirt from this point to debris basén {equestrisn trail within ROM from £1 Vago to debris basia.
[8] SF housing along sile opposite power ROM.  Level with ROM, potential problems in some places.

HAY CHANNEL MAP 15

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access :2:& or Wsll Adjacent se Appes) | Protographs
1. Fiint Cyn. Confluence Yert, RO™ o . ¥
to Stdes € v @ Channet
Foothill Blva. Bottom C 10° Diy, mm“l'_'uy" SF m‘ 5. C 3
TG 19 83 3 (5 Row Yes
Survey Notes

(1) Crossings:
Desconso Or. (6): Moderately busy.
Cornishan Ave. (G) Light traffic.
Fontm 11 Blvd./Verdugn i1ntersecttion (G): Busy street.
(2> W side access ares: coverea N of Descanso; no usable access to 200° W of Cornishan, 10° dirt for remafnder of distance.
(D € sice acress area: (overed N of Descanso, no useble sccess to Cornishan; 8°-10° dirt from Lornishan to FOOtMI11. Used as path to the
school S ot Fouthill

(4] N0 separation between XOW and mouses N of channe) to M of Corntshan. Potentfal problems

Reach Channel Side | MON Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appes! | Protograpns
Foothill Blva. vert. v 10 v No SF
to Sides € Channel _ Yes 3
flanders Ro Sottom C Yes
Y6 19 82 J6)) £ @ v x_ 1
Suryey Rotes
@ trossimgs:

Encines Dr./Fernside Dr. intersection (G): Light traffic.
Flanders Rd. (G): Light traffic.

(D) crannel s covered for a1l of this reach except a 500° Tength S of Enctnas, where the access area ts generally too steep for use.
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Reach Channel Side | AN Access Fence or Well AMjacent Use Aoves) | Protegrashs
3. Flanders M. Vert. None 4 S 453483
to Stdes C w €] Channe!  Yes .
Debris Basin Bottom None Yes SF
16 19 81 Q@ £ L] No
Survey Notes
(D Crossings and inlets:
Olive Ln. {G): Light traffic.
Inelt obstructs ¥ side access S of Green Ln.
Green Ln, (G): Light traffic.
Journey's Eng Dr. (G): Light traffic.
E} Vago St. {G): Light traffic.
@ Marrow channel, about 8' wide.
@ 15 paved, ¥ side. from £} Yago to debris basin.
(@ Fenced from £) vago to debris basin only.
Keach Channe! Stde | ROW Access Fence or Nal) Ad)arent lise Appeal | Motographs
1. Flint Confl ROW
vntmdm uence (D Channe!
Gould Cyn. (han, Channel
619 ¢4 Row
Survey Notes

(1) varadise Cyn Channel s underground from Footni)) Blvd to the beqinning of Gould Canyon Channel (between Santa Ines ano Gould Ave.}.

Not surveyed S of Foothill.

GOULD CHANNEL MAP 15

Reach Channe! Side | ROM Access Fence or Wal} Adjacent Use Appeal | Photoqraphs
1. Paradise Chan. Vert. W ] 10°-15° Dirt it ves | SF. 08
to Sides ( Channel 3
Gould Debris Basin Bottom 10°-15° "Dirt Channel  yeo SF. 05
6 19 €2 € Jequest. Trail o8 Yes !

Survey Notes

(1) Crossings:
kmight Way {(G): Light treffic.
Gould Ave. {G): Light traffic.

f2) (nanne) is covered by school yard and parking between Knight and Gould.

ALTADENA CHANNEL MAP 15

Not Surveyed

ALHAMBRA WASH MAP 16a

Reach Channe) Side | RON Access Fence or Wall) Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
1. Rio tondo Riv. vert. Nane ROW - 05, S, SF, C, ¥ 465-469
T v iaes ¢ N @ Channe] Yes | o t

San ternarding Fwy. Bottom C None Channel " ves 08, ¢, SF, 05, SF ‘

16 4, A3 t @ ROW -
Survey Notes
(1) Crossingy:

Weliut Grove (G} oy street,

Ky ti Lt {G): M rately buny.

Sa1 tabricl Bivd. (G): {usy streel.

Garvey Ave. (G): Uusy street.

Emerson P). (G) Muderately busy.

Hellman Ave. (ti): Busy street,

San Cernarding Twy. (G} Major obstruction,

(2} Golf ourse vreciudes ac.r.s from K10 Hondo to Malnut Grove, both sides. 15° dirt access road, W side, Hellman to San Bernarding fwy.

Reach Channel Stde | ROV Access Fence or Wsll Adjacent Use Appes! | Photographs
7. Ramcna St. Vert. e 08, SF 7) -
ta Sides € v @ Channel S 1
Alhambra Rd. Bottom el Yes 0s, s 3
16 3 M to 02 £ 6] fou )
Survey Notes

m Crossings and inlets.
Sar. Pasqual Creek intet obstructs W side
SPT Rk (G)
Misston Rd, (G} Busy street.
Alharbra Nd, (G): Busy street.

(@ Golf course and park com to edge of chanmel.

(3 No defined access ares  Upen space, school grounds, and perk (ome to edge of channel, providing access.
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Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Mal) Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
2. San Bernarding Fwy. Vert None [l - SF, C, SF 0
i e Pt : -~
Ramona St Lhi I es o L,
16 37 £6 Sottom ¢ £ @ v -
Survey Notes
(D Cros ings:

Mar nall St. (G): Moderately busy.

o
Vel Mar Ave. (G): Busy street.
Valley Blve. (G). Busy street.
Ramora St. {G}: Busy street.
@ 157 dirt access road between Valley Bivd and Remona t.
- H
E
Reach Channet Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs - %
). Alhambra Confluence vert. w |15 oirt ROW T ars-an7 H
to Srdes € @ Channe — - 4 ¢
Huntington Or. Bottom ¢ 15" Dirt ChanneT ™ “yes T4, sF !
16 37 04 to (2 2 4 3) ROW o
Suryey Notes
@ Crossings:
SPT RR (G)

! Misston Rd. (L): Busy street

i State St. (G): Moderately busy.

Main St. (G): Busy street.

Woodwsrd Ave. (G). Busy street.

Alhambra Rd. (G): Busy street

Huntington Or. {G}: Busy street. -

@ Covered from confluence to Mission. 15' dirt access area both sides, N of Mission.

MILL CREEK MAP 16a
NOTE: Mil1) Creex - Mep 168 - Not surveyed.
.
RUBIO WASH MAP 16b
Reach Channel Side | NOW Access Fence or Waly Adjacent Use Appeal | Protographs
1. Rio Hundo R. Vert. W |MNone [l No SF 478-483
to Sides C Channel  ygy
Grand Ave. Bottom ~ nneT  Yes | 5T, C. 57, 05 !
6 47 Bl to 37 F4 £ ne oM ™ -
Survey Notes
(D Crossings:

San Bernardino Fwy. (G): Major obstruction.

Marsnall St. {G): Light traffic.

walnut Grove Ave. (G}: Busy street.

Valley Bivd. (G): Very busy. —
Wells St. (G): Moderately busy.

Mission Dr. (G): Busy street.

Grand Ave. (G): Busy st-eet.

i
Reach Channe! Side | ROM Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeat | Mhotographs
[ No 1, C, SF, 0% 484-490
z. l'.ram:okve, gf;;s c W None : 1 * o 4
Huntington Dr, Bottom € ThanneT  Yes C, SF, 05
16 3) 4 to 37 E1 £ |None N o SF, 08, SF
Survey Notes -
Q@ Crossings:
Santa Fe RR {G)
Broadway (G): Busy street.
San Gabriel Blvd. (G): Busy street.
Pine St. (G): Light traffic.
Live Dak Ave, (G): Busy street. )

Las “unas Dr. (G): Busy street.
Elm Ave. (G): Light traffic.
Hermosa Or. (G): Woderately busy.
(ongden Dr, (Gi. Busy street.
Rose Ave, {G): Moderately busy.
Lora'n R4, (G): Moderately busy.
Muntington Or. (G): Busy street. -

(D Cnanne! bottom hay an sbrupt &' drop tn elevation,

(D Butlding spans channel just  of Broadway; major abstruction.

@ Butlding spans channel just N of Las Tunas: major obstruction.




EATON WASH MAP 17a

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjscent Use Appest | Protographs
1. Rio Hondo Riv. Vert, 15 Ofrt Yes C, §F W 1 491 -4
%o Stdes € b " %J“ o 5 14 , 91-49?
Rosemead 8iva. 8ottom { < Dirt Yes " », )
1638 €6 we |50 [o} ] ves |©° ], .
Survey Notes .
@ Crossings:

Flair Dr. {G): Moderately bysy.

san Bernardino Fwy. (6}: Busy street.
Loftus St. {(G): Moderately busy
valiey Blvd. (G): Busy street.

Santa Fe RR: (G)

Temple City Blvl. (G): Busy street.
Lower AZzusa Rd. {G): Busy street.
Encinita Ave. (G). Busy street,
Rosemead Blvd. (G): Busy street.

(@ Mo access road on W side 0f channel between Flair Dr. and San Bernardino Fwy.
@ W side access area 15 paved between the Ric Hondo and Flair Or., and between valley Bivd. and the RR. No access 5 of Lower Aruss; used

as drive by adjacent industry.

[B SF hoysing, Loftus to Valley, yards are level with ROW, separated by chain 1ink. Potential prodiem.

Reach Channe) “ide | ROM Access fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
2. Rosemead Blvd vert. ROW Yes S, M, ST .
to Sides [ ™ @ Channel  Yes 3 4%, 4%9
Duarte Bivd. Bottom Channel V¥ v, C, SF
16 38 A3 NE @ ROM Yes
Survey Notes
(D Crossings:
Broadway (G): Busy street :
Las Tunas Dr. (G): Busy street
Muscatel Ave (G} Moderately busy. F
Hermosa Dr. (G): Moderately busy. 3
Garibalds Ave. (G): Moderately busy.
Longden Ave. (G): Busy streect. 3
Duarte Blvd. (G)' Busy street.
(2 15 paved access road both sides Letween Muscatel anj Duarte. 15° dirt between Brosdway and Muscatel. ]
Reach Channe? Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal 1 Photographs
3. Duarte Blvd. Vert. "0 ROW Yes [SF, C, W 500-504
cora® Srdes € W 1S oirt Channe)  ves
olorado Bivd. Bottom € Thanoe  Yes N, SF. ¥ 4
TG 28 A6 € 115" Diry ROV (S
Survey Notes
@ Ccrossings:
Huntington ir. (G): Busy -Creet
California Bivd (G): Busy street.
Pasqua! St. (). Moderately busy
Oel Mar Blvd. (G): Moderatsiy busy
Colorado Blvd (G} Moderately bu-y
(D) € ROW fenced only between ti,ut1aatan and Colorsdo.
4
4
5
%
P Y - vy P — Ak »




—
Reach Charinel Stde | NOM Access Fence or W11 | Adjacent Use Appes) | Phatographs
4. Colorado Blva. Vert. ¥ 15 Dirt et ) Y |sroos 505-511
to Sides C Channe 1as. (]

taton Cam Bottom 5' Dirt Channel oo v, 08

16 27 £3 vy " o % ,
Survey Notes - §

Crossings and inlets:

Foothill Fwy, (AG)/Foothill Blvd. (G): Fwy. crosses the channel over Foothil) Blvd. Foothill Blvd. has heavy traffic.

Crange Grove Blvd. {G): Busy

Sierra Madre villa channe! inlet obstructs £ side access.

Sierra Madre 8lvd. (G): Busy street.
(2) Channe) s covered by & car lot between Colorado and Foothill Fwy. -
[3] Good views of footnills to N and E.

i
§
— |3
SIERRA MADRE VILLA CHANNEL MAP 17b i
Reach Channel Stde | ROW Access Feace or ¥all Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs E
1. taton Wash Vert. ROM - b3
to Sides C Channe] H
Oeorys Basin Bottom C snne ¥
TG 27 F2 to 28 Al ROM ‘
Survey Motes E
! Ez:m.b:oi:'e:;e:?dmslm‘z: :;ig::l.y‘ E of Eaton Mash to slightly W of Sterra Madre ¥illa Ave Golf course cames to the edge of - g’
¥
b
-
Reach Channe! Side | ROW Access Fence or Mall | Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs %
. k Dr. . ROM - St, SF $
Sy Sraes ¢ LI Qhanne} _ ves 3 -~ R
Altadena Or. Bottom C None Channe es SF, St
1% 20 F6 £ AW -
Survey Notes
Fair Oaks Storm Drain is a 6'-8° wide trapezoidal channe) no more than 3'-4' deep with no separate RON. it is Lounded on one side by a street
and on the other by residences. Many private Oriveways Cross the sme)} channel, and 1t s undsrground at street intersections. -

RUBIO DIVERSION MAP 17b -

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs

b, Rubio Wash Confluence Vert. N ou )
to Sides C Channe] 1
Altadena Dr. Bottom C Channel  Yes - ]
TG 20 0o : il Mo :
Survey Wates N i
(hannel s entirely coverea by Altadens St except for a 1,400'-long section E of the Rubto Wash confluence. E*
- i
S
;
T
- .

-

L]

-

L]
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ARCADIA WASH MAP 18a

- Reach Channel Stde | kW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appea! | Photographs _—
230" Dirt ROM Yes < 513-5139
1. Qo :1:“40 Riv. ;le;:s ¢ ¥ 15°-30 g Chansel  Yes C, <f .
Conflyence Bottom C 15°.20" Dirt Channe Yes 1, %F
1G 3B £4 - 28 D6 E 2 ROM _._.__l . § :
Suryey Wotey
y hd @ Crossings:
Lower Azusa Rd. (G): Busy street.
Grand Ave. (G): Moderately busy.
freer Street (G): Moderately busy.
Daines Or. {G): Light traffrc.
tive Cak Ave. (G): Busy street.
— Las Tunas Ur. (G): Busy street.
Sandra Ave, (G): Light traffic.
woodruff Ave. (G): Light traffic.
falm Dr. (G)}: Light traffic.
Lungden Ave. (G}: Moderately busy.
Las Flores Ave. (G): Light traffic.
Wisteria Ave. (G): Light traffic.
—— Lemon Ave. (G): Light traffic.
Norman Ave. (G): Light traffic.
. Camino Rea! (G): Moderately bucy.
Naami Ave. (G): Light traffic.
£! Monte Ave. (G): Busy street.
Leroy ove. (G): Light traffic.
Ouarte Rd. (G): Busy street.
- Campus Rd. (G)- Busy street.
(?) 15' paved access road between Leroy and Duarte, W side
G) Access restricted N of Campus Ly 901f course on € and rose garden on W
g
ARCADIA WASH EAST BRANCH MAP 18a
Reach Channpe! Side | ROW Access fence or Wal) Aajacent lse Appea) ] Photogrephs
.. Arcadia Confluence vert. . ROW Yes C, SF 524-528
to Sides € " 157 birt Channe)  Yes A
el Oranqe Grove Sottom C v Channel  Yes
16 28 05 g |15 Dt o ves e
Survey Notes
1) Crossings.
Huntington Dr  (ul: Busy street
Colorado Place {G}: Moderytely busy.
hnd Colorado 8lvd (G): Busy street.
ATESF RR (G)
Foorhill Fwy {G)
Foothill Blvd. (G) Busy street.
Hacienda Ur. (i): Moderately busy.
Orange Grove Ave. (G): Maderately busy.
— (2) Access road covered by civic offices between £ and W lanes of Huntington.
(3 Channel runs through parking 1ot of Santa Anita Race Track.
(4) Channel is covered for 100' beyond Colorado.
3 (5) Channel 1s covered hetween RR tracks and FOOthill Fuy.
— [6] Inadequate fencing at rear yards uf residences to assure privacy from tral} ysers
‘D Not surveyed N or range Grove.
— -
Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
? 3. Arcedia Confluence Vert, w | None RON - C. 05, SF $20-523, 529
1 to Srdes C ® Channe) Yes
Orange Grove Bottom ¢ None ChanneT Yes C. 05, SF 4
6 28 06 F ROV - T
- Survey Notes
l; Crossings:
#untington Dr. (t.'. Busy street
] Baldwin Ave. {n}. Busy streel.
Colorado St (G): Busy street.
Foothill fwy. (G): Busy street
— 01d Ranct Rd. {G): Light traffic.
foothill Btvd., (G): Busy .trevt.
Hampton RA. {G): Light tratfic
Singingwood Or. (G): Light traffsc
Orange Grove Ave. (G): Moderately busy
LZ) Channel 1s covered by a parking lot between £ and W lanes of Huntington.
H - (3 Lhannel runs through the parking lot of the Santa Anita Race Track.
: () Access restricted hy County Arboretum,

(D Channet 1s covered between (clurado and Frothill Fuy
@ 10" sccess road between Hamptan and Orange Grove on W side.
i -— '{) Channel 15 underground N of "range Grove.
(8) Baldwin Ave. channe) enters under fnotnill fuy. Channc! rematns underground to the N,

- A1-53 -




SANTA ANITA WASH MAP 18b

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appea) | Protographs
1. Peck Reservorr ‘g 15' Dirt [ Yes 0S., SF 530-534
to Sides 1 W Chonngl  ves 3
Duarte Rd. Bottow C 15° Dirt Channe 'tl [ SF
16 38 13 o hid
Survey Notes
(1) Crossing,
Live Nak Ave. (u): Very bu.y.
Longdor Ave. {L): Moderately busy.
Camino kea) () Moderately lusy.
Duarte Rd. (L) Busy “treet.
(2 Channel nanges frow trap 1o vert. 100° south of ¢ive Uak.
(@ Equestrion trarl 15 adjacent Lo channel ROW, wot within
Reach Channel Stide | ROM Access Fence or Wal) Adjacent Use Appea! | Photographs
2. tuscte By ert 15 et o Yes L LSS 535-543
o Sides € - Channe!  Yes 3
Sycamore Ave, Cottom € 15" virt Channel  Tes ST T OSOST
16 28 £ L (3) RON Yes

Survey Notes

(D Crossings
AT 3 SF HR (f)

Lignt traffic,

kuntington tr./5th Ave. wntersection (G). Gusy street.
Santa (lara St. (6): Light traffic.
2nd St. (G). Gusy street.

Colerado Blva. (G): Dusy street.
fFooth: 11 Dlvd. (G): Busy street.
Sycamore Ave (G):

& Access road stops 100° before Foothi)l Fuy. A narrow (10’ max.) easement continues under fwy. bridge but stops at Colorado.

Reach Channe! Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
3. Sycamore Ave. vert. " 15° Dirt ROM Yes sk, 05 544-547
to Sides C Channel  veg
Debris Besin Bottom € 15 Dirt Channel  yes SF, 0S
16 28 E3 E ROW Yes
Survey Motes
(D trassings and I[nlets:
Sierra Madre Wash inlet obstructs W side,
€lkins Ave. (G}: Light traffic,
Reach Channet Side | ROM Access Fence or ¥ali Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
. Santa Anita Confluence | vert w None 2 OI‘N 1 - SF 550-551
to Sides ¢ annel  Yes
Debris Basin Bottom ¢ ¢ | Mone ?‘;""‘1 Yes | <F 4

Survey Notes

(D trossings and intets:

Highland Oaks Or. (G): Light traffic.
Odkwod Or. (G): Light traffic.
Orange Grove Ave. {G): Dusy street.
N Sarta Anita Ave. (G): Busy street.
Sterrs Madre Blvd. (G). Moderateiy dusy
urand View Ave (6): Light traffic
Mumerous small crossings between Grand View and dedris besin {G): Light traffic

2. d srde: no access encept 10° dirt from Sierra Madre to Grand View.

Al-54
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BUENA VISTA CHANNEL MAP 19

Reach Channe) Side § AW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
1. Sawpit Mash Trap. N ROV 0s, 1 566-568
to Sides ¢ @ Channe) : 3
Spreading Basin Buttom € 10°-15° Dirt T L
TG 39 Bl S o
Survey Notes

(D Crossings:
Buena vista St. (G): Woderately busy.

(Z) N side access area: 15 dirt road and van Meter St. provide access W of Buena Vista, interrupted by SF houses that eatend to edge of channel.

1Y) Ietermittent.

Reach Channe? Side | ROW Access Fence or Ma)l Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
2. Spreaging Basin Trap. ol Yes 1w 569-572
to Sides € % @ g:“""" L] ?
Duarte Rd. Bottom C amel Ko 1. 05, SF
16 39 ¢ S/E @ ] Yes .
Survey Notes
I} Crossings:
Buena Vista St. (G): Moderately busy.
Duarte Rd. (G): Busy street.
Q) N/W side access ares: 15 dirt first 2/3 of reach;, 12' paved last third.
(:.‘) S/E side access area. 12° dirt first 2/3 of reach. no access last third (SF housing to edge of channel).
Reach Channel Side | RON Access Fence or Wel) Adjacent Use Appes! | Protographs
1. Peck Reservorr vert. £ 15°-25" Dirt uo,m, ;“ 05, 1 552-555
to Siaes € d H
Lhanne
Live Oak Ave. Bottom P W REIEN oo Yes 05, St
239 A Yes
Survey Notes
(D) crossings:
Peck Rd. (G}: Buysy street
Live Oak Ave. (G): Busy <treet.
Reach Channel Side | ROM Access fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
[ 4 1 $55
2. “"',v;" Ave. ;t;s ¢ 3 @ Channel Yoo 2
suena ¥iste Conflyence | Bottom € v (hanne Yes St
TG 39 82 ©) L ]

Lurvey Wntes
L/ iroxs:ings and nlets:
Lorgaen Ave  (G)- Modera‘ely busy.
Byena Y1312 Channet 1nlct obstructs east side.
27 & S10r access ng access trom Live Oak to Longdon.
19 Burna Vista conflyence

14 s13e sccest no access from 300 N of Longden to 600° N of Longdon

Access ares has & stde s10De, 1< heav:ly planted with trees.

Street comes to edge of chanmel.

18" dirt from Longden

15° dirt past this area.

Reach Channel Side | ROM Access fence or Wal) Adjacent use Appeal | Phatographs
3. Buena Vista Conflyence | vert. ¢ |15 otrt ROw Yes i
to “i1des C CM-“_'}——‘" 2
Duarte Rd. Bottom C 15 Dirt Uhanne Yes St
1629 86 ¥ 125
Survey Wotes

D crossings:
Shrode St. (L} 1aght tratfyg
Euchid Ave. (L) Light Lraffic
Quarte Ra. (G) Rusv street

A1-55




SAWPIT WASH MAP 19b

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wa)} Adjacent Use Appes] | Pratographs
4. Duarte Ro vert. w |15 Dirt es 1 556
to Stdes € Channel  ygo 1
Central Ave. Bottom C t | none ‘Channel 0 i
16 29 (5 Ld Jas
Survey Notes
) crossings:
AT4SE RR (G)
Building over channel (G)
fvergreen St (G). Moderately busy.
Foothil) Fwy. {G)
Lentral Ave. |G)' Moderately busy.
(2) vovercd 250° N of Duarte Rd. - Resurfaces N of Central Ave.
Reach Chaunel ide | ROW Accest Fence or Wail Adjacent lise Appea) | Photone aphs
S Centrat Ave vert L s oire 0 ves |1 7-560
to Sides € Channe) 188 |
Royal .15 Dr. ot tom . Thanne] Yes 1
1629 ¢ I R ROW ve:
Survey Notes
{1) Crossangs.
Huntington Dr . (L) Busy street
Mountain Ave. (UL}: Busy street.
014 RR Bridge {No Tonger 1n uyse) (G)
Ruyal Qaks Or. (G) Moderately busy.
Reach Channel Side ) ROW Access fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Motographs
6. Royal Daks Dr. Vert. v 15 Dirt [ Yes 05 (Park}, Sf |2 561, 562
to Stdes € Channe) Yes 3
Norusbega Rd. Bottom C 15° Dirt ThanneT  yes SF12]. s
1G 29 (4 ¢ a5
Survey Notes

!l) Crossings:
Lewon Ave. (G): (ight traffic.
Wild Rose Ave. (G- (ight traffic.
Greystone Ave. (): Light traffic

Morumbegs Rd. (G) Light traffic
!zj The rear yards of residences are leve) witn the service road and existing chain link fencing permits direct viewing.
Reach Chanma) Side | MM Acoess fence or Wall Adjscant Use Agppeal | Photograghs
7. Norumbega Rd. vert. v None [ No as 863, 564
ta Sides € Chaomel  Yes 2

Sawpit (am Rottom C 15° Dirt Yes 0s

16 29 81 € i o
Survey ¥ :e3

1) Crosuings
None




¥ To Monrpvia
Canyon Park

NORUMBERA KD.

NoRuMeEaR PR (F)

WiLp ROSE Y. (F)
* privacy
LEMON BV. ()

- 5chool
-parking lot

213 .
DUAR RO " e

/ MOUNTAIN B, ©)
HUNTINGTON OR (P)

FOOTHILL FWY, (A)
EVERGREEN Y (A)

————— PUARTE RP . (C)

school
Louo BV, ()
FOOTBRIDGE
EAN ?vhvg(mEL
W. , .
g SHRODE &Y (F)
e puena Vista

channel (map 1ab)

MAP 19a

BUENA VISTA

LONGPEN BV (E)
LIVE OAK AY. (P)
access ramp to wvert

FOOTBRIDGE

)
MAP 19b

SAWPIT WASH




GLENDORA AV

VINCENT, AV,

\O) WEST COVINR PRWY. /VALINDA Ay L. |

« VCALIFORNIA AvV. (8)

SERVICE AV. (E) To Puddingstone
Reservoin

CAMERON AV. (D)
SUNSET AV. (D)

* school
FOOTERIDGE

xmr'k
4 M %&nev ay. (0)
* school

RANGE (P .
ORPNGE Av. (P) D cOVINA HILLS RD,

0Ak CANYON RD. (F)

WiLLOW av (E) RAND Ay
ARvVEY hv. (P) -

SAN BERNARDINO

PUENTE Av. () RD. (D)

B1G DALTON AY. (F)
FRANCISQUITO AV. (D)

BARRANCA Av. (O)

c ).0. equestri
® center

e SChool o

VINELAND AV. (B) ( N

WO
\ RKMAN AV (?)

)

SPT. €O RR (D) MAP ZOb

WALNUT CREEK
CHARTER OAK WASH

BALDWIN PK. BLYD (P)

/'\\
()

MAP 20a

WALNUT CREEK

SHON GABRIEL
RWER FWY (p- SIDE)
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-~
- WALNUT CREEK MAP 20a
Reach Chaane) Side | ROW Access fence or Wall Agjecent Use Appeal | Protographs
1. Sen Gadriel Rrv. Trep. M 18’ Dirt ] Yes [Y2 576-57%
to Sides HR Channel Mo 2
-— Baldwin Park Blvd Bottom U s |20 Dirt Channe?  No 0s, 1
1G 48 81 Row No
Survey Kotes
= - !
(1) Crossings:
San Gabrie) River Fuwy (AL)
Baldwin Park 8lvd (U} Bunv street.
Reach Channel Srde | ROW Access Fence or wall Adjacent tise Appeal | Photuaraphs
« Balawin Park Blvy vert % 15 tnre [ ves SF. ¥
to Siges € Channel  i»y ?
Franiisquito Ave. Lattom { . Channel »,
16 45 01 s [15 vt b 1o IS
turvey Wotes
-1) Crossings:
SPT RR {1)
Yineland Ave. (1.} Muderately twsy.
Frantisquito Ave  {G): Busy street
Reach Channe! Side | RO Access fence or Wal) Adjacent lse Appeal | Photcaraphs
3. Francismito Ave. Vet 20° Paved Row ves  [or $80-5::2
to Sides N Channel  Yes 3
Merced Ave. Buttom ¢ 70" Paved thanne] ™ ve,
16 88 £1-F1 5 RO veo (S0
Survey Notes
(D) Crossings and inlets:
819 Dalton Wash 1nfet obsiructs N side.
B1g Dalton Ave. (G)- Moderately busy.
Puente Ave. (C) Rusy street,
wWitlow Ave. (G}. Mnderately busy
Merced Ave. (G): Busy street.
Reach Channel Side | ROW Access fence or Mall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs ]
4 Merced Ave. Vert, 15 Uiet Rw Yes F,ov !
to Stdes ¢ " Channe) v o0 3 83, 584 ﬁ
Service Ave. Bottom C N 15" Dirt Channe Tes st, 05, C. § !
16 85 Al Rov Yes |
Survey Wotes 5
(1) Crossings:
Orange Ave. [G): Busy street.
Cameron Ave  (G) Busy street,
Sunset Ave. (G): Busy street,
Service Ave. {G): Light traffyc.
Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wa'l Adjacent Use Appeal [ Protographs
5. Service Ave. vert. 15" Birt o ves ¢ 585-587
o n;o o Sides C N Channel  ves
endora Ave. Bottom ¢ T Channel — Yes 3
16 92 81 on L RAARAA o ves IV
Survey Notes
(@) Crossings:
California Ave. (G): Moderately busy,
Glendora Ave./N. Covina Parkway intersection (G): Busy street.
Vincent Ave /M. Covina Pariway intersection (G): Busy street.
(@) Parking lot covers chammel, *
- I
|
|
Reach Channel Stde | ROM Access Fenre or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
6. Glendora Ave. vert. 15" Dirt W Yes SF 125, 0% 647
to Sidus N Channel i . 587-597
Crtrys Ave, Bottom C . Channe Yes SF 121, S 4
16 92 C1-Ei $ 207 birt ROW res -

Survey Wotes

(' Crossings:
Lark Eilen Ave. (L) Busy ~Treet
“Arss Ave (G} Busy street
Hotlenderk St, (G): Busy strret,
Citrus Ave. (Gi): Busy street

f2' houning adtacent on both < 1dee, Tnyvel with Row inairquate separat on 1o insure privacy
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Reach Channe! Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adiacent Use Apieat | Protographs
7. Oitrus Ave. vert. X 15" Dart [ Yes 3 593-597
to Sdes € Channe}  yoo 3
Garvey Ave. Bot tow ¢ 15" birt thanneT ves™ T es ", ¥
16 92 7) < L) 185
Survey Notes
‘1) Crossings ang intets
Charter Oak Inlet obstructs N side.
Barranca St. (L): Buwvy street.
Inlet obstructs access on § side W of Iwlt.
Holt Ave. (G). (1ght traffic.
San Bernurdino twy. (G} Major obstruclion.
Garvey Pue. (G} Moderalely Lusy.
V20 Fast piily Lguestrian Toar) . Livs S o1 aceess road.
Reach Channel “iae | ROW Access Fence or Wal} Adjacent lise Appieal [ Protonraphs
5 Garvey Ave vert n s e Row Yes | ¢, 08, Wi, 08, 598-607
o Sides L ‘é:"‘“'; ies 4
Beginning of (hawnel Bottom € . anne Yes vy C, M, 05, U
TG 89 A6 ¢ |15 Oirt v yes

Survey Notes

"D Crossings;

Grang Ave  (G): Busy s'reet.
Oak {yn. Rd. {G): Light traffic.

Covina Hills Rd. (C)

Light traffic.

@ “Walnut (reek Fishing Hole" (s located in spreading grounds ¥ of Grand Ave.

(3) Melnut Creeh 15 a natural stresm £ of the channel,

CHARTER OAK WASH MAP 20b

Flows through Walnut Creek Park, which extends £ to the foothi)) Fwy

Reach Chamnet Side | ROB Access Fence or Mall Adjacent Use Appea) | Patographs
1. Walnut {reek Vert. W 15° Dirt ot Yes v.o.ow 604-606
to Sides € Channe)  Yes 3
Puente Ave. Bottom §, ¢ 15 o ChanreT — Yes v, C. SF, 0S
Tu 88 Ty ] Lol Yes
Survey Notes
(i Crossings
Holt Ave. [6). 1ight traftig.
Ser Berngrdino Fwy. (G): Major obstructien
Garvey Ave  (G): Moderatel, busy.
Workman Ave. (G] Busy street
Rowland Ave. {G} Laight traffic.
Barranca Ave. (L)} Moderately busy.
Puer’e Ave. () Muderately busy.
Bacdrito St. () Light teattag,
S4n feraarding Kd (G} Moderately busy
feach Chanme 1 Stde | RON Access fence or Walt Adjscent Use Appos! | Photograghs
2. Pyente Ace, vert W 20 Dir Yes SF, M 607, 6N8
to Stde- { (5 1e< ?
Seginiing of Channel fottom ¢ 15" Dirt Yes !
IREEE () L Yes
Survey Notes

1 trossing .

Hadd 9 St.o{n) 1ight traffig.

T Luaenet 1s ynderground from (07° 4 of ‘an Bermardino Rd. to N.

1) N 2t Bagrllg only

Al-60
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n  Adjacent yards dre wsually level with
L\ single Family Rousing constitutes much of the 1and use ad)scent to the Big Dalton uss
tne"crmme) !,I)u. dndqsepdr.n!d by chain Jink fencing and vegetation. Comments on Single Tamily housing are included in the
nates on this channel only in (ases where & potential problem is thought to eaist. '

-
§ ' :
: BIG DALTON WASH MAP 21a ;.
- Reach Channel Side | AOM Access Fence or wal) Adjacent yse Appea!) | Pratographs
T walnut Crest ert 15" dirt ROM ves [BEGE D 609
[y Siaes € M CM::; . 2 ]
fu ¢ ‘ L SR, S
i S £ e U

pa— Survey Motes
11 Crossings: . N
Dalewood S° . the San Bernadino Fuwy , and Garvey Ave. all cross the channel at grade in suproximstely the some ocation, ang the
three together constitute one major obstruction. Dalewood and Garvey carry heavy traftic.

L b e

Merced Ave. (G)
Pac1ftc Ave. (G)
8agrlie 5t. {G)

Moderately bdusy.
Moderstely busy.
very busy.

[Z ¢F housing, BOLA sides, level with ROk. Separated primarily by ¢chain link and vegetation.

Potential privacy problems

Reach Channel | Stde | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal ]mmum
. in . t. 18’ dirt Yes sF, 05 10-612
? B“u‘; ot :‘\‘;es ¢ bl Channe!  Yes 2
Azusa (yn. Rd Bottom 15" dirt anne] —Ye SF. 08
1633 f4 se {10 e ROW Yes

Suryey Notes

415 Crossings:
Puente Ave (0} gt traffic,
Ramyna Blvd. (G) Very busy.
SPY. CO. RR (G}
Los Angeles St. [G)- Moderately dusy.
Azusa Cyn. Rd (G): very busy

@ 01d Quarry Pit; potent:al recreational use/rest stop.

Reach Channe) Side ) RON Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appea) ] Photographs
3. Azusa Cyn. R4, vert 15° girt ROW Yes v, 05, SF 613-614
to Sides € - Channe)  yoq C 2
vincent Ave. Sottom ¢ o |15 dirt Channel ~ yos C, V¥, S, &
16 88 AY ROW Yes

Survey Wotes
@ Crossing, and inlets"
SPT (. RR (6)
Cypress St. (G). Moderately busy.
Irwindale Ave. (G}: Very busy.
Vincent Ave. [(G): Moderately busy.
Little Dalton Wash: Inlet obstructs access on NW side.

Reach Channel Stde | ROW Access Fence or wWall Adiacent Use Appeal | Photographs
4. incent hve. vert, w15 dirt [ Yes SF. 615-616
to Sides (:C Channel  yes s
Citrus Aue, Sottom 15° dirt Channel s F. ¥, €
16 88 11 st is)) R veo |°

Survey Notes
(15 Crossings and inlets

Sen Nimas Wash: Inlet obstructs access on SE side.
Lark €lfen Ave. (C} Moderately busy.

Azuss Ave. [G): very busy

Arrow Wy, (G): dery busy.

Cervitoy Ave. (G) Very buuy.

Citrus Ave. (G) Verv busy.

@ SE access width ts 100" between Cerrites and Citrus (includes power 1ine ROM).

Al-61
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BIG DALTON WASH MAP 21b

Roach Channel Side | AOW Access Fence or Wall Adjacest Use Aopeal | Photographs
§. Cltrus Ave. Vert. 15'-20" dirt 7] Yes SF, S, 0S, WF, C 617-
\ to N Sides ( "~ Channe) Vo3 3
Glendora Ave. fottas C 20 [Thannel T
16 84 €2 se | 18720 @irt o PO o | F. ¢ 7 - ,
Syrvey Notes
0] Crosstngs:
Gladstone St. ii : Very Dusy.
Sarranca Ave. (G): Very buay.
Grand Ave. (6). Very busy -—
Glendors Mwe. (G): Very busy.
Foothill Fuy. (AG): Does not obstruct access on either tide. 3
@ SE access width 15 100' from Citrus to Gladstone. W access width is 100" from Gladstone to Grand. Both include power Tine RON. f
¢
Reach Channet Side | ROl Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs - ‘
6. Glendors Ave. vert. o [157 dirt ROw Yeo g - :
to Sides ¢ Cramnel v . i
Alosta Ave. Bottam C of |15 20" atrt Channel Vet 05, 57, C .
16 89 A) Yes i3

Motes - )
Crossings: :

Mpuns Loa Ave. (G): Light traffic.

Alosta Ave. (G): Very busy.

m Park s a mejor destination for trails in this sres.

- .

Reach Channe) Side | RO Access fence or wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photograghs i

7. Alosta Ave. Yert. " 15* dirt [ o SF, 05 621-631 i

to Sides ¢ . Channel Yes 3 :
Glendora Mt. Rd. Bottom C £ |20 dirt ThanneT Yes | ¢ w, SF, ST, 05

16 87 (6 RO Yo3

Survey Notes -
(5 Crossings and nlets:

'Abrgln C"ll(le; inlet: Not a significant obstruction. Goes underground after 8 short distance, and can be gone around easily.
T 4 SF R (6

foothil) Biwd. (G): Very busy.

Sierra Modre Ave. (G): Moderate)y busy.

Glendora M. Rd. (G): Light traffic.

Inlet obstructs sccess 'a £ side 5 of Glandors Men. Ad.

e rer gy

e
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Big Dtiton
ROW WWY. (D)
-
) U
\"
AZusA AV. (D) cos \
) o
San Dmas MTN. D (F)
wash
- (Map 22b)
LaRk BLLEN AV. (D)
Littie Dalton wash
| (Map 22a) VN center av

AT 45F Rr (D)
®\ Y/ ALOSTA AV. ()

7

-1

IRWINDRLE AY. (D)
RESS ST. (E)

~
) MBUNA LOK B (F)
. i Ny

GLENDORA AV, (D)

spY cO RR (P)
ALUSh CYN. ®D.(P)

L05 BNGELES 5T. (€)
5PT co ER (D)

FOOTHILL FWY.

Ba0ILLO 5T. (D) M'AP 2

- 1 g PUENTE BV. (D) BIG DALTON WASH
- 4 o GRAND AV (D)
FOOTBRIVKE

PACIFIC AY. (E)

)
Privacy MAP 218

BIG DALTON WASH School —
MERCED AV. (E)

BARRANCA AV. (D)
\ GLADSTONE &T. (D)

cITRUS AV (D)

B

%]ﬁ* GPRVEY AV. N . chq
| - % gspn serMpRDNO Fij A) - ‘
OALEWDOD 5T. .

sout Creek (Map 20a)

FRANCISQUITO Av. (§)
Al' 63 (]




Liftie Dalton -
spreading Grrounds
schoo| :

BONNIE COVE AV. (F)
JUANITA AV. (F)

MAP 22a tive oake ¢

LITTLE DALTON WASH pATK, Av. (&)
CULLEN BV. (F)
%> FOOTBRIDGES ~ 3

X SWABLSH Y (F)
W6TA BONITA AV. (¢)

U\ GLENDD ] Privacy
VE!.IA'A%NT'{VLXL)«)
PENNSYLVDNIA V. (E) ‘
FOOTHILL BLVP. () @

GROBND AV (E)

GLENDORA bvV. (E) -

GRAND Av. (E)
ARROW KWy, (D)

- 8chool \ | spreading

N CiTRuUS AV.(E)A ik r—ﬂ“[ - BARRANCA AV.(0) -
iows ) A0 y e
stheo) ,’ ROCKVALE AV. (€) school qmd;ﬂg

5tH ¢T.(E)

CERRITOS AV (g)
—Schoo|

* privacy

PAMSADENA AV . ()
BASELINE RP. (D)

CITRUS AV. (B)

¥ @ privacy SAN DIMSS

HOLLENBECK bV (E)

AZuUsSA Av.(P) CONWELL AV. (F)

AZUSA BVE. (D)
LADSTONE 4T.(8)

Q""' school Q_{,O'&' SAN DIMAS WASH SFOrbes 2’°’%,._
(umv. ELLEN Av. () C'& -

PRROW HY. (p)

/P"’*/ M“}%E)
pi Mall /(S -
privacy - both sides l .
* 1>°D V‘L - /
o - .
. R ]
%> VINCENT AV (8) A1.ca  SAN DIMAS WASH v :




LITTLE DALTON WASH

MAP 22a

Reach Channe! Side | ROW Access Fence or al) Adjacent Use Aopeal | Protographs
T_ Big 0alton wash Vert. . RO™ ves ['sf (2] 632-634
to Sides ( M| 1S oint Channel  ves 2
$00tMITT fwy. Bottom ( ' ‘Channe Tes
16 A8 B3 s¢ |15 oire oo : sf (2], w
Survey Notes
D) trossimgs
vincent Ave. (G} Moderately busy.
Arrow Hwy. {G} Busy street ¢
Lark {1len Ave. (G}. Busy strear,
Gladstone St. (5). Moderately busy.
Azusa Ave. (G): Busy street.
Footmi il Fuy. (G)- Major obstruction,
[‘I_i SF housing, both sides; yarey are level with ROW, separated only by chatn 1tnk fence. Po-ent1a) problams.
Reach Channel Stde | ROW Access Fence or 1) Adjacent Lse Appeal | Photographs
2. Foothill fwy. vert. 15' Dirt ROw Yes SF (2], M. ¥ 637635
to Sides ( al Channei _ ves @ . 3
Acosta Ave Bottom € 15" Oirt mel ves | oF [T
1C 88 D1 to Bb £6 SE RON Yes @. . s
Survey Notes
(D Lrossings.
Baselwne Ra. (G): Busy street
Pasadena Ave. (G) Mudvrately busy
teriilos Ave (G) Moderdteid, busy.
fifth St. (G) Moderately Busy.
Hochvale Ave, 1G}: Moderately busy.
Acosts Ave. (G): Busy street.
{Z] S¥ housing. both stges; yards are tevel with ROM. <eparated only by chatn 1ink fence. Porential problems.
Reach (hannel Side | ROW Access tence or Wall Adja-ent Use Appral | Photographs
- " " z ROW ves 5.5, ¢ 636
3 A““:: Ave. X \"e(r,:. . N 15" Mt @ Chaanel  Yes 3
Vermint Ave. ot tow ¢ N e o ThanreT  “yes ™ T, wr, ¢
3G 86 £b ¢S ; Row Yes
Survey Hotes
{1 Crousings
Citrus Ave. {1i}. Moderateiy husy,
barranca Ave. {b): Busy street.
orand Ave. (L) Moderately busy.
Foothii! ave. {t.): Busy strect.
Venosylvania Ave. (G)° Moderately busy.
seroont Ave. (1! Moderately busy.
(&) Athletic ticld comes to wdae of «hannel from (vt to Barranca.
13) Fawerd Betweon trus ang Carrancs Poor conditiun
14! Farking 10! Cover s dcce»s o ed from Barianca to v and, no sccess road.
Resch nanre e { ROW Access fence or wall Adia_ont Usr Appra) | Photoqraphs
4 Vermont Ave N None i ¢ 637
to 1 Channel
vi.ta Qonita None hannel ¢
g ROW

16 #7 BS

')ll"?[ Notes

(1) Crnannel 14 coverid betwren vroone ot & Visty Bonity by a parking lot
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Aeach Channel Side | RON Access Fence or Wal) Adjacent Use Appeat | Protographs
S. Vista Bonits Ave. Vert. - | 15 Dirt Yes  IsF, 05 (Park) 638-640
to Sides ( Channel v, 3
Live Oak Ave. Bottom (hanng Yes SF
16 87 85 S ® v ves
SUM! Notes
Q@ Crossings:

Wabash Ave. (G): Lignt traffic.
Cullen Ave. (G): Light traffic.
Bennett Ave. (G): Light traffic.
tive Qak Ave. (G): Maoderately busy.

@ SE side access ares: paved between Vista Bonita and Wabash (used as an alley); park extends to edge of channel from Wabash to Cullen;

15 dirt from Cullen to Live Cak.

Reach Channel Side | ROM Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
6. Live Oak Ave. Vert. 15" Dirt AW Yes SH, ¥ .
to Sides C el Channel  ves .
Loraine Ave. Bottom 5 pirt s Channel ves SfF. v
16 87 85 2 se |0 @ |aw Yes
Survey Notes
(1) Crossings:
Leadora Ave. (G): Light traffic.
Sierra Madre Ave. (G): Moderately busy.
Loratne Ave. {(G): Moderately busy.
(Z) Streambed is natura) £ of Loraine.
(3) SF housing cames to edge of channel on SE side from Bennett to Leodora.
Reach (hannc) Side | ROW Access fence or Wall Adjacent e Appealt | Photographs
1. Mg Folton Wash yert N |1 et ROW Yes Vo SF cj.Co M 643.685
to Sades € Channel  ves .
Crtrus Ave, tiut tow ¢ s |15 Dt ChanneT  ves sty
16 49 0y Yes
Survey Notes
(5 Cros.ings
Lok fllen Ave (G} Muderstely busy.
Aziia Ave. {1) Moderately busy.
Conwell Ave. {f.}: Light trafiac
Mtotlenhock Avee  {4): toderately busy
Citrys Ave. (%1, Moderately busy.
[V $F housing, both ~ides; yurds are leve! with ROM, separated only Ly thain link fence. Potent:al probleme
Reach Channel Side | ROW Access fence or Wall Adjacent tise Appeal | Photographs
2. Ctru. Ave vert, n |15 pret ROW Yes s [2). v 646, 647
ty Sides [ g:l'mt‘l N
Glendora Ave Bottom . snnel  yes [
TG H s 15' Dt ROV e
Survey Notes

(1 Crossings
Barvanca Ave. (1.): Moderately busy.
Arrow Hwy. (6): Busy stieet
Grand Ave. (G): Moderately busy
Glendora Ave () Moderately busy

L?_) SF houting, N side. verde are level with ROM, <cparated anly by rhain tink fence.

Al-66
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SAN DIMAS WASH MAP 22¢
Keaoh Channel “ide | ROM Access tence or Wall Adjacent Use Appesl | Pnatoqraphs
T Tlendora Ave. Vert. o ROW yes
— to Sides C v Channel  Jee V.oV
Tuothill fwy Oottom ( 1% Dirt Channel  yos 3
16 89 B2 s ROW yes s
‘urvey Notes
(1" Crossings:
Jautita Ave. (G). Light traffic
o Bunnie Cove Ave. (G}: Moderately lLusy.
Gladstone St. (C): Moderately twsy.
wunflower Ave. (G): Moderately lusy.
Lone HiY1 Ave. {5): Moderately Lusy.
Focthill fwy. (L) Major obtruction.
-
— Reach Channe! Side | ROW Access Fence or Wal) Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
4. Foothill Fwy. vert. N |15 Dirt ROW Teg SF, st 650-652
tu Sides € Channel  yes 3
Foothil) Blud. Bottom ¢ 15" Dirt Channe ™ “yo ™ Ty or, 0
| 1689 ¢} s ROM Yes ’
- Survey Notes
(T} Crossings:
Amelia Ave (L} Moderately busy.
Cataract Ave. (L): Moderately buvy.
San 0imas Ave. (G): Busy street.
Footnill Blvd. {G): Busy street.
_— &) Natura) streambed € of Foothill 81.d
-—
—
—
-—
L]
¢
¢ —-—
oy
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o 5chool )
LEMON av. (F
R

uPRR (D)

STIMSON AV. (F)

HACIENDA BLVD.
PARRIOT PL . (F)

FARWAY Dg. &)

TURNBULL CYN. RD. (o)
(F)

(o)

st o)

TH AV (E)
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NOTE: Single Family housing constitutes much of the Yand use adjacent to the San Jose Creek. Adjscent yards are usudlily lTevel with
the channe! ROW, and separated by chain link fencing and vegetation. Comments on Single Family housing are included in the
notes on this channel only in cases where & potential problem is thought to exist

- SAN JOSE CREEK MAP 23a

Reach Channe! Stide | ROW Access Fence or Watl Adjscent Use Appes) | Photographs
1. San Gabrie) River Trap. " 15" unpaved ROw Yos 0S, SF 656
to Sides RR g_—T—n_‘ml H
Worksan Mi11 Rd. Bottom U 5 20' unpaved annel  no [}
6 47 F5 ROW Yoy

Survey Notes
() Crossings:
Sannalbr\'el River fwy. (G}
Workman Mil1 Rd. {AG): Doss not obstruct either side.

@ Mortn levee is used extensively by equestrisms.

Reach Channel Side | ROW Ac.ess Tew e or wall Adjacent tse Appeat | rhotoud aphs
2. workman Mili Rg. ‘rap. ¥ 15° unpaved RO™ Yok <F
to Voes kR (hannel o
Ird Ave. Gttt U R 15" wnpaved Channg [Ty TS M
16 48 A5 aw ves
Survey Notes

JY Crossimgs
None |3+ d Ave. dues nut Cross channel)

2 North levee 15 used extensively by equestrians.

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or el Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
3. Ird Ave. vert. » 15° paved PON Yos SF, 1, 0% 657
to yides € Poor Congition Channel  Yes 2
Hacienda Blvd. Bottom C 15" ThanneY  Yes
76 48 B85-£6 S Poormldon O™ Yes os, 1

Survey Notes
() fmslngs and inlets:
7th Ave. (G): Very busy Drain inlets enter from both sides under crossing.
Puente (reek inler: Obstructs N side.
i N
urni . Rd, : erately busy. f i
Hacienda B{:n. {AG}: Does not oo!tmc{ Qi?rh:r“s:g?“ erter from both sides under crossing.

@ Private stables on N side. M access ares s used frequently by eguestrians to gain access to San Gabriel River (W of 7th Ave.).

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
4. Hacienda Blvd. Vert. i 15" paved ROu s 1
to Sides C Channel  Yes 2
Azusa Ave. sottom C 15" paved Channe!  Yes 0s, 1
16 85 £1, 98 Al-B1 ROM Yes

Survey Notes
(l) Crossings:
Stimson Ave. (G): Light traffic,
Union Pacific RR {G)
SPY €0. RR (G)
Anaheim-Puente Rd. (G): Light traffic.
Azusa Ave. (AG): Does not obstruct either side.

SAN JOSE CREEK MAP 23b

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wal) Adjacent Use Appeal | Protographs
5. Azusa Ave. vert. N 15 paved L] Tes 0% -
l? Sides ( Channel Yes 2
hooales St. fottom  C g Channet
16 98 (2-F2 s |74 paved AW o |
Survey Notes

@- Crossings and inlets:
Intet obstructs S side access { of Agusa.
Nogales 5t, (G}: Very busy.

[_ﬂ Attractive natural hilly area S of channe) near center of resch. Possible rest/recreation ares.

Reach Channe) Side | A0W Access Fence or Wall Adfacent Use Appeal | Protographs
6. Nogales St vert. 15' paved (] Yes
. !oc y s-d:s cC N Channe!  Yes o, ! 2 s
rea Cyn. . Bottom [E3
16 98 £2, 95 06 S 3 paved u‘om Jes 1. 08

Surv!l Notesy
7 Crossings and tnlets:
“entous Ave. (G}: Moderately busy
Fairway Or. (G): Moderately busy.
Inlet obstructs N side access W of Lemon Ave.
Lemon Ave. (G}: Very busy.
SPT CO. R (G): and Brea Cyn. Rd. (G): Both cross in spproximately the same location, creating a major obstruction to ROM access.
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- SAN JOSE CREEK MAP 24a
£ Reach Channel Side | ROM Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
7. Bres Cyn. Rd. Vert 15' paved ROwW Yes 0 659
i o Sides € . . C""‘l'j' Yot .
9 - Grand Ave .1 Bottom ¢ 157 Thannel ~ Yes 0%
i 1G 91 06 . 5 paved ROW Yes
: Survey Notes !
GV Tntet
[nlet obstiucts N side access E of Brea Cyn. Rd.
No crossings (Grand Ave. does not cross chennel),
Reach Channe) %ide | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Protographs
8. Grand Ave. vert, 15" dirt ROW Yes 08, 1 660-665
to Sides ¢ N Channel _Yes ' 2
Orange Fuy. Bottom C B Channel  yes 0S, SF. S
TG 93 £5, 94 A2 s |25 aive RO Yes ! @
Survey Notes
QY Crossings and Inlets:
Private Road (G): Light traffic
Inlet obstructs S side sccess just F of orivate rd.
valley Blvd. (G): Very busy.
Temple Ave. (G): Very busy.
(D strong odors from feed lot to S,
Reach Channe) Side ) ROW Access Fence or wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photograpns
9. Orange Fwy. vert. N |15 unpaved ROM Yes [0S (park) 666-667
to Sides € Channel Yos 2
Corona Fwy. Bottom C s Thanne SF 120
Tc 93 A2 IS 28" unpaved ROW Yes £

Survey Notes
(1; Crossings:
Ridgeway St. (6)
Corona Fwy. [ku)
fwy. bridge

‘2] SF housing, S side.

s

Lignht traffic.

Fortrons of old bridge remain under fwy. dridge. Removel 0f these would a)low unrestricted dccess under

Ydargs level with ROW, separated by fences. Potentfa! privacy problems.

Reach Channe) Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appea) | Photographs
10. Corona Fwy. Vert. N 15’ unpaved road ROW Yes SF, 05
to Sides € {hanne) ras 3
san Gernarding Fwy. Bottom ¢ ~ |25 unpaved Thannel  Ves | cr s
76 94 82-D1 ROw Yes *

Survey Notes
(1 Crossings:
Ganesha Blvd. (G} Light traffic
Glen Ave. (5): tight trafffc,
Dudley St. (G): Light traffic.
Weber St. {G): 1ight traffic,
Myrchison Ave. (G0 Light traffic.
San Bernardino Fuwy. (0 Major Otstruction.

& Total access width 50' (dirt) from Corona to Ganesha on N side.
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THOMPSON CREEK MAP 24b

Reach Channe) Side | ROW Access fence or Mall Adjacent Use Appeal | Protographs
[ - SF
I e Bcrna::lno licemay ;‘T;:g ¢ » @ thanne!  yes .
Channel
Ganesha Park Bottar € s @ ROM yems) F
Survey Notes
(D) Crossings:
None,
(2) A paved alley 15 adjacent to the chanael on the north stde.
\J A 1S planted dirt strip sepsratés the chonnel fram the fresway on the south side.
Reach Channel S1de | ROW Access fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
2. Ganesha Parh vert . ROM - SF
(to Mckinley Ave.) Sides € M 2 g;mne; yes ;
. Botiuw € anne yes
16 90 0C s O] o0 o ¥
Survey Wotey
(1) Crossings:
Precrado St. (G): Light traffic.
Mckinley Ave. (G): busy street.
Lz) Park comes to cdye af channe) on both sidev.  The last (700" o! channel to the north within the park 13 covered.
Reach Channel Side | ROM Access fence or Wall Adjacent lise Appeal | Protographs
; vert, W 2 Row & 1airgrounds, SI
3. nrxut\Lvy Ave. Srdes ( @ Channel yes 3
Laverne Ave. Bottom ¥ Channel 6 St. SF
16 30 £5 ¢ & Row
Survey Notes
(1) Crossings
White Ave. (L)’ Uusy street
Laverne Ave. (): Busy street,

() 10" dert, Mckinley to White: 15" paved, White 1o LaVerne.

@ vasses through [airground parking lot N of Mckinley.

to La verne.

Parking lot come to edge of channel on £ side.
beriodically covered or inaccessible at points In Fairgrounds between White and LaVerne.

15 dirt from wWhite

(&) fenced from White to Laverne
Reach Channet Stde | ROW Access fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal { Photographs
Vert, ROM yes
LB """':f) Ave. Sides € " 15' dirt Channel _ yes st st 3
Foothd 11 Blvd. Bottom ¢ € 15" dirt Channel o5 (L oo
16 90 §4-£3 yes .
Survey Notes
(1) Crossings
Arrow rwy (L) Busy street .
AT 0PT RR{H)
Lonita Ave. ([): Moderately busy.
GLrave Ave. (G): Moderatcly busy.
footm 1} Bivd. (G): Busy street,
Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
S buuthril Blyd, vert, ROW yes
to Sides C L Channel yes . 0S 3
Mountain Ave. Bottom ¢ Channe)  yes o [2)
T6 90 £2 tu 36 A6 ROW yes i
Survey Notes
1, Lrossings.
Garey Ave. (L) Light traffic.
Baseliine Rd. {G). Moderately busy.
Mountarn Ave. (6): Light traffic.
[Z‘, st nousing, SE side between Baseline and Mountatn: potential privacy problems.
Reah Channe ) Side | ROW Acces< fence or Wall Adiacent Use Appeal | Photographs
6. Muuntain Ave. Vert | ROW yes
to Srefies o N 115° dirt Channel  yes "
ihompnon ek Bottom C - Channel  yev . 5
if 9% R6-C5 ot 15 dirt (3 yes W, 08
Survey Notes
V1) cressings
Paomelle Dr. {1}, Light tratiye

wupral sl private drives (not shown on map) (G): Light trafi
(_Z\i feer tae oarse 15 located dlong St oside, along with bicy le and equestrian trails.

E30 Atlrar ive B1llandes, s<enie upen Sfdte
d -
-~
‘
-
’
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MARSHALL CREEK MAP 25a

Reach Channe) Side | ROV Access Fence or a1 | Adjacent Use Appes! | Protosraphs
1. Puddingstone Reservoir | vert. w |15 oter [ Yoy 3 68-472
to Sides ¢ Channel  vos 3
Holly Osk St. Bottom ¢ . 0f Yes
16 90 84 t 15* Dirt v " e [
Survey Notes

(D Crossings and inlets:

Puddingstone Creek inlet obstructs ¥ side > of Puddingstone Dv.
Live Oak slash inlet obstructs £ side S of Puddingstone Or.
Puddingstone Dr. (G): Moderately busy.

SPY SR (G)

Arrow Hwy. {(G): Busy street.

ATBSF RR (G): Equestrian ramy provides for undercrossing in invert.
Palomares Ave. (G): Light traffic,

Third Ave. {G): Moderately 'u.y.

Bonita Ave. (G): Moderately husy.

Fifth St. (G): Moderately busy,

Holly Oak St. {f): Lignt treffic.

@) Equestrian trail follows £ side of Wheeler Ave., reenters channel AOM at Palomares, ramds down into imwvert N of ATASF AR

Reach Channel Yide | ROM Access Fence or Wal} Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
2. Holly Oak St. vert. 18 Dirt [ Yes SF, 05 12-674
to Sides ¢ o Channe!  Yeg .
Debris Basin Botton ( 18 Dirt Channel ™ Yeg SF. 0S
16 90 2 E R Yos
Survey Notes
(@ Crossings:
Paseo Ave. (G): Light traffic
Foothitl Bivd. (G): Busy street.
Baseline Rd. (G): Busy street
Al-73
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f
| LIVE OAK WASH MAP 25b
t -_—
J Reach Channe) Side | ROM Access Fence or Mall | Adjacent Use Appeal [ Protographs
K 1. Puddingstone Reservoir Jvert 15' Paved [ Yes ns 676-618
! to sides L d Channel  yoo 3
i walmut St. Bottom C . | p.d).a Thannel  Yes o . )
: 7690 B4 ROW res — i

Survey Notes

(‘) Crossing:
Puddingstone Dr. (G): Moderately busy
Park Ave. (6): Light traffic

SPT RR (G)

Malnut St. {G)' trght traffic ;
-
D) 15 unpaved access road Letween SPT RR und Walnut St. H
E
Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wal) Adjacent Use Appeal | Potographs z
-
2. Walnyt St. yirt R Yo of 673-680 T
to Sides € Ll 2 Channe! _ ves 3 .
o oste. Gottom C £ |1 iy ThanmeT  Tes ST
' 1690 (3 ROM :
Survey Notes :
Ui Crosstngs” :
Arrow thy. (G): Busy street
AT & ST KR {G):
Ist St {G): Moderately busy t
3rd Ave. (G): Laght traffac, H
Bonita Ave. (G}: Moderately husy,
B St {t) Moderstely tusy. §
(g) W side access area: G extends ta edge of channe) between Watnut and (werald confluence, providing access. 0o access frow bt f
Emerald confluence to . ¥
- ;
Reach Channe! Side | ROW Access Fence or ¥all Adjacent use Appeal | Protographs H
3.0 st Vert. 15* pirt Aow ves  lr 631, e82 %
to Sides € v Channe]  ves 3 g
foothii1 Blvd. Bottom € ¢ | More ChanneT v |5, 08 §
16 90 03 ROM -
Survey Wotes
(T) Crossing
y Foorm 1) Blva (G)' Busy street.
-
Reach Channe! Side | ROM Access Fence or Mall Adjacent Use Appeal | Protographs
Taothill Blvd. vert. 15* Dirt i Yes M08 687-688
¢ Srdes € ' Channel  Yes 4
Debris Basin Bottom C 15° Dirt Chamnel  ves S, 08
Th 90 €2 f Row Yes -
Survey Wotes
. y frassing:
Bradrory St (G) Light trafffc,
Amnerst 5t (G): Light traffic,
Aowcer St (G). Light traffic, -
W1 aams Ave. (G) laigat traffac, -
-
Reach Channe) Side | ROW Acgess fence or Wall A)acent lise Appes) | Photographs -
I Lve Gab Confluvnce vere " @ RO - St 689
to Svdes € Nl Channe) Yes 3
. foothrll Riwt Bottom 1 P 15" Dirt Chonnel  yo i
1, 90 13 it Yes
3 urvey Notes
P 1 trussings -
: 1th 5t {6}, tight traffac.
Peyton Ri. {L): Light traffic.
17th 5t (G} 1aght Lraffic.
tontm 1l Blvd, (G} Rusy sfrect.
(2 W ide aciess area B St extends to edge of channel, providing sccess -
:
Reach Channet 140 | OM Access fence or Wl AMjacent Une Apperal ] Photoaraphs
At | Blve, Vet u [V Dint o ves [T 6. et
ty Shies Channel . -
Beginning of ' hanne! 8nttam ¢ r_' 15" Dirt e Yoy oF . 0%
1690 o0 td Yoy N _

Survey Wotes
7 Crrsstngs
- Emeratcd Ave. (G). Light traffic,
Sowdoin St. (G): Lignt traffic -

Raseline R (G): Rusy street.
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COYOTE CREEK MAP 26a

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Protographs
1. San Gabriel River Trap. w | 10° Paved A0 Yes (o[, mw.v 692-69
to Sides ¢ Channel Mo ,
Spring St Bottom C, LF £ 10° Paved Channel gy v. 3
16 76 2 4 100° Oirt bl Yes
survey Notes

(D Crossings.
Willow St. {L) Busy street
San Gabriel River twy. (€ s-de 6' AG, W side G)
Spring St. (u): Moderately lusy.

m Other ad). use. L) Dorado Park and Nature (enter

Reach Channe | Side | ROMW Access Fence or Wall Adjscent Use Appeal | Photographs
2. Spring St Trap 10° Paved ROW Yes SFLM. 1, € 2
to Stdes " Channe? 697-718
Artesia Bivy, Bottor €, (F . Channel 'y, sF (3. 1. ¢
16 81 06 to 82 I4 ¢ |10 Pavea ROW g (3.1.c.0[F
Survey Notes

@ Crossings and nlets:
Artesig-Horwalh Storm i ain alucks dccess on W \ige.
Norwalk Blwi. (L}: Modirately busy
Carbon Creeh nlet plocks access on £ side
wardlow R4 (') Mudee ly tusy
€arson St. (L) Modecately Luvy.
Moudy Creek tnlid uch decoss on € side
tentrales ST Ly Modeestely busy

KR track (Gr

el Amg Blvd (W Gusy staot

Carmenita RU (] Maderatel, Lusy

South N LY Mo cately tey.

Artesia twy (v AL W ade, 0 AGF sade)
Marquardt Ave o [0 Muder ey bauy
fullerton Crevk toiet Blacks acoens on b oside
Nov th 1ork mle! blacks aceens on W sde

Valley View "1 tn) Muderalely busy
Artesig ulvd (0] Busy strect,
(2) Other adj. use torest fawn N ot Carson St.

L}) St homes between il Amo ind Carmenita are at same level as channe) Access on £ <ide; separated by # block wall

COYOTE CREEK MAP 26b

Reach Channe | Sige | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal { Photog: aphs
). Artesia Blvd. Vert | 60" Dirt [ [ [REGBAL 719
to Srdes ( g;:mw; Yos . 3
Knott Ave Bottom € . me Yes v V.l
G 83 AY € (60" Dart now 2.
Survey Notes
(1) trosstngs:
SPT kR (G)

Sants Ana Fwy. (4]
Knott Ave. (.} 11ght traffic

2] Other sdy. use. Rk wim

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent lse Appes) | Protographs
4 Fnott Aw T Tirer . |10 Dt o] Yes | S.SF [7) 726.77"
to Sides U Channel 4
Stage ®d Bottom 1! T Dirt Channel No W, SF (2
16 83 & to £2 B R i {2

‘\D Lrosstmgs
Western Ave (G} 1 yht traffic,
%tage Rd. ') 1ight traftic.

ATaSH (G)
[7] SE Mouses Ad;scent 1y channel at <amc tevel, .eparated Ly chain 1ink fencing and shrubibery -
Redrh Channet Side | ROW Access fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
5 Stage wd Vert, 1o W 10" Dirt 3 ROW Yes o e 723
ty “rdes [ Channe) Yes 3
18 Mirada Givo. Bottom € 10° Dirt 3 Channel — yoq w, SF {a)
187 £ to (4 t ROW Yes >

‘urvey Notes
1Y Crossimge
La Mirada Blvd (0}: Moderately twsy.

©2) Channe! 1 trap. for one block Letween Western Ave  and Stage Rd
Y1 Accenss paved between Stage RE. and La Mirda Blvd.
{0} SF ohowes adjacent tuo chanvel on 3'-9° embankment, separated by block walls and shrulibery,

Reach - Channe! S1de | ROM Access Fence or Wall Adfacent Usn Appea) | Phatonr aphs
6. La Miraga Blvd. Trap. (2} “ 10" Paved ROM Yes o {3], sf 5], W, 124127
to Sides ( Channel  no < 3
N of Ravecrans Ave fottom ( . nne No nla), SF ISy, €
16 43 (4 to B/ 3 107 Paved ROW Yes Tl s [sf

Lurvey Wates
‘1 Crossings
Fosecrans Ave. () Moderately busy

o (hanne ) pecanes yertioa] under Lirrdges .

[3) Dther ad) uves pars, golt (ourwe

{4] other aa) wses golt course.

18] 4f nouses are set well Back fram (hannel, no privecy problems. A1_77
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COYOTE CREEK NORTH FORK MAP 27a

Not Surveyen

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
1. ¢ 10 Paved ROW ¥ . N
oyo:: Creek ;ir.:.s . w0 Poyed Cranmel s v 728-131
Firestone Blvd. Bottam ¢, 1F | ¢ |10 Paved ThanneT Mo i 3
1G 82 €5 + 5 girt Yes
Survey Notes
@ Crossings:
Artesia 8lvd. (G): Busy street,
SPT RR (G)
Firestone Blvd. {G)' Busy street.
Reach Channe! Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographt
2. Firestone Blvd. Vert. ['] 10* Paved ROW Yes v 732-735
to Sides € ¢+ 5 Dirg C"'E;.__.IIL 2
Algndra Bivd. Bottom C, LF . Channe
h i . £ 10jlvned RO Yes 1
Survey Notes
@ Crossings:
Santa Ana Fwy. {G)
Alondra Blvd. (3' AG): Moder:tely busy.
Reach Channe) Side | RON Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
3. Alondra Blvd. Trap. W | 10¢ Paved ROM Yes 1 736737
to Stdes C + 5' Dirt Channe) 3
Rosecrans Ave. Bottom C, LF £ 10° Paved ChanneT  no 1
G 82 €3 s 80 Dirp ROW Yes
Survey Notes
(l; Crossings and inlets:
La Mirada Creek inlet obstructs access on E side of channel.
Rosecrans Ave. (G): Busy street.
Reach Channel Side | RON Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appesl | Photographs
4. Rosecrans Ave. Trap W 10° Paved RON Teg ! 738-741
to Sides ( s 5 Dirt Channel Mo F3
Imper1al Hwy. Buttom €, LF g |10’ Paved ChanneT  wo )
16 82 €2 + 5 Dirt ROM Yes
Survey Note:
(D) Crossings:
ATSSF RR (G}
Foster Rd. (G): Light traffic.
Wilshire 011 Rd, (G): Not an obstruction.
Imperia) Hwy. (G): Busy street.
Reach Channet Side { ROW Access fence ar Well Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
5. Imperial Hwy. Trap. (2 10 Paved ROM Yes 3], [s). 74].743
to Sides (\j v + 5 Dirt Channel  No v D 2 3
Leffingwell Rd. Bottom C, LF 10° Paved Channel Mo w4 [3)
3 16 61 £o £ la s pirt RON ves i
— Survey Notes
(1) Crossings;
Meyer Rd. (G): Light traftic.
Leffingwell Rd. () Lignt traffic.
(:?) foncreted culvert stops N of Letfingwell where channel leaves gaif course
rlj ST housing in this reach 15 on & %' high emhankment above the chgnnel tevel Or on the same level on BOTH sides of the (hannel The homes .
are separated by Charn tink tences and usually are not well scremsned from the channe! Potenttal prot iews ,{
t
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COMPTON CREEK MAP 28a

Reach Channe! Side ) ROW Access Fence or Wall Agja.ent Use Appeal | Photographs
. Los Angeles River Tre 12' paved ROW Yes Stable, | 744, 745
e to” sm:s RR % £ Channel N Fz
De! Amo Blvd. Bottom U 12' paved Channet ™ o v, F. 1 wy.
6 70 B) W ROW Yas Noise
Survey Notes
() Crossinys and infets ’

Long Beach Fwy. (G}
Ded Amo Blva. (G} Busy street.

’@ Channeil has con.rete sides ¢nd bottom and low-flow channel for first 300°.
(3 w ROM not fenced from confluence to fwy.

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or wal! Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
2. pel Amo Bivd. Trap 1 @ RO ves /R, | 746-762
t0 Sides RR £ Q gham\ilr 1,
SPT RR Bottom U 1 @ hanne!  No RR, !
16 70 83 to 64 FS é " QO RON ves
Survey Notes

Crossings ang inlets:

Santa Fe Av. (G): Mogerately busy.

East Branch inlet: Obstructs b side just 5 of Alameda $t.

Alameda St. RR () and Alameda St. (G): These two bridges cross only a few feet apart. and constitute 3 single obstruction.
Drain inlet just N of auto bridge on the £ side would make a ramp more difficult tc construct. Moderately busy street.
vertical clearance from bottom of Lridges to water at time of survey was approsimately 10°.

Redondo Beh, Fwy. and fwy. ramps (AG): Do not obstruct either side.

Artesia 81vd. (AG'. Does not obstruct either side.

SPT RR (6)

(D Channel is being covered from S00° N of Redondo Beach Fwy. tc 150° © of SUT BR bridgs. The entire area will be develcped, probably
as an ndustrial site.

@ Access roads paves first third of distance from Del Amo to Santa Fe Avenye. Dirt for remeinder of reach.

Reach Channe? Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Aajncenl Use Appeal | Photographs
3. 5P RR Vert @ ¢ (1215 dlrt ROW Yes EAE 763-767
te Sides Channel Yes OS 3
.
Rosecrans Ave Bottom C 12°-15" dirt Thannel  ves g}'w o5, | 2
TG 64 FS W b ROW Yes 4 V C,
Survey Wotes

D Crossings:
Greenleaf glvd '5): laight traffic.
Oleander Av. (G} L1ght traffic,
Alondra Blvd. (G) Moderately busy.
Compton 8lvd. (G). Moderately busy.
Wilmington Av. (G): Moderately busy.
Rosecrans Av. (G): Busy street. Pipes cross channel Just N of Rosecrans; might make tunnel difficult.

@ vertical channel begins 150° S of SPT RR,

@ E side paved for nalf of the distance from Alondra to Compton.

(@) No access road on W side last 350° § of Campton. 25'-wide planted strip with grays and trees, no ROW fence. Road parallels channel
on other side of pianted strip from channel. W access rosd has steep side slope fram Wilmington to Rosecrans. Retaining wall needed
for trail use.

{5] much of the adjacent use or both sides of the channe) from Greenleaf to 120th St. ts SF housing. Yards are generaily level with ROW,
separated by chain link fences and sometimec venstatinn  Imnrnvad tenarasinn nasded fnr trail uce

COMPTON CREEK MAP 28b

Reach Channe! Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Protographs
. Ave 5 dirt Row Yes SF v (4, 768-77
4 Rosecrans fve. A e |! Channel  Yes g @ !
120th St. Bottom ¢ o1 et Thannel Ves . os F0L.] *?
76 64 D2 to S8 05 w b ROW Yes St, 1. ¥ |8
Survey Notes
(@ crossings:

E) Segundo Blvd. (G)}: Moderately busy.
Pipe crossings partfally obstruct both sides in two places N of E1 Sequndo. 3' nigh, narrow sccess to 8°.
120th St. (G): Moderately busy.

(@ W access area between Rosecrans and {! Sequndo used extensively by children for bicyciing, other activities. Presently serves
as a lead-in strip to Gonzalez Park. W side access width narrows to 8' Just 5 of 120th St. due to an inlet.

D_) Same as note 5 , Reach 3. Some concrete block wal)l separdtes homes S of F) Segundoc on the W sige.
[71 vacant strip 35' wide paraliels channel ROW On both sides from 300' N of El Sequado to 120th St. Being gardened in many places.
[_5] Ramon Gonzalez Fark i+ adjacent to the W side of the channel N of Rosecrans. Heavily ysed. inclydes a community center

Reach Channel Side [ ROW Access fence or Nall Adjacent Use Appeal [ Photographs
TO™-18] _paved ROW Yes SFia}, v 772-776
. tn . v . . 8.
5 I20 st S:;:s c E/N @D Channe! Yes d Gl 2
Mat n Hottom ¢ W5 j12°-18' paved e e | SPId). . C1,
16 58 DS to B4 > (5 Yes [ mf

Survey Noles
1} Crossings and inlete

Imperial wwy,Contral Ave. Intersection (G): Very busy intersection.
Nigh pressure gas line N of intersection might make tunnel difficult
Channel covered by intersection for 200’

TIdeh St. (G fight Craffic

Lanzit Ave. and RR (G): Light traffie,

Mcxinley Ave. (G): Lrght traffic,

Avalon Blvd./108th St iIntersection (G): Busy intersection

Pipe obstructs both sides 120° W of Avalon/108th St. 2.1/2' high

San Pedro St .1 {ight traffic.

Inlet obstrurts < side 250° € of Main  10° wide

Matn St (G]: (vaat traffic. Channel is underground W of Main.

(2' Dirt from San Penrn 1 Main

13 Concrete D1oCh wAll obstructs § <ide a_tess for first 100" W of Avalon  3' passage. Access road fs dirt for part of distance fram
Avaton tc San Pegro

I Much of the adjacent yse on both sides of the channel from 120th te Matn 1y <F Moustng  vards are 0°-3° nigher than the ROM, ang
usud)ly seperated by crain 1ink fances and sometimes vegetation  Improved sepdration needed for traf) use.

"§] 400" wide vacant strip S uf Imperial, both sldes of channel, Proposed 105 Fwy. coretdor
T€  Cowmercial strip from 114th to McKintey, £ side. Backs of bullaings face channel

COMPTON CREEK EAST BRANCH MAP 28a
tnt Surveyed
Al-81
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LAGUNA DOMINGUEZ CHANNEL MAP 29a

Reach Cnannel Stde | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appea | Photographs
1 tast Basin Trap. 7 ROW No i, st 117-180
to Stles S £/s £ 3 Channe!  Yes 2
Albewarie St. RR Bettom Clay wn [ = Thannel Vas ]
16 74 €4 SIO) ROM Ho
Survey Notes
D Crossings:
Henry ford Ave (G). Moderately busy street  RR bridge .risses with auto bridge on N side
Angheim St [AG): Mo obstryction
Atbemarie St. RR {G)- Pipe and rat) bridges cross together. Pipes do not obstruct access
2 There is no access or erthes side from £ Basin s1ip to Henry ford Ave
(@ & stde. Mo usable access - obstructed by tracks
‘& Paved from venry Ford to Anahetm (bad condition, needs resurfacing). Gravel from Ananeis to Allemarie St RR
Reach (ranne} “1de | ROW Access fence cr wal? J__M; cent se TMDM‘ Photographs
7. Albemarle St. RE Trap ¢ |12 paved ROW Ves ||, v B 78! 'an
A ;a @ Srdes LS C"‘l__:_, 4 5
ameda n-1 Tharne i ¢
6T E2 Battom Clay R T 4 il 1

‘urvey Notes
1 (rossings:

Pacific (0ast «wy - Cbstructs £ side only (47 BL un - side

0%% G eriner sige "' autc bridge 30 nOt obstruct acces:

' woderately

Sepulveds 8ivd 'L Tipe bridges and smali ‘oot teodge -
husy street
Alamega St (L1 Light tra®fic  5°0e (ruise, Just f of ayto Frinqe  Twd BR br1aqe  cerie » <hOrt distence  of gutn trdge
21 Gravel ‘rom 4 Droiage ¢ Racific Loast ey st et el t1 n tene Paeienr cpc < otwey t 7 @l S of Algmpga Lirt remeinder
of distance to Alameda.
=
Reach Channe? T | ROM A eys fence nr wmat’ Actacent o | Mies P tographs
7 Alameda <t Trap e DS M ey RO M ‘#9797
to Cides LS 2 “hanne RN J Z
Carson <t Bottom Clay T Daved Thanne’  ng RO 7
s LINRIRE
16 69 €5 d 2 T ves " Y

Survey Notes
(" trossings:

Wilmington Ave (27%rd "7 L) very busy 1ntecsertian  DvEfL Lt to (ress Dracr relets under briige Doth ytden @ gRt mere
ramp more diftiiult to constryct
SPT RR Br {G): Slope of wall under o ens of Lridge 1s fairly steen, @ight @ade & ‘AR More 41 ¢ ficul!
San Diegn Fwy (5’ AG W sfde, 10 £ side) Pipes obstruct access wnder fwy Or ¥ s'de  Narrow 47rt DGCPa*™ DESTe: .AdEY D '3qf
on [ srde  Small foctbredge crosses _hannel with pipes, W si1de of ey
Carson St (G) Busy street  Dravm 1ntets at £ end Of bridge might mpke ramp muie )0 ylt to ramtr,ct
:2:\ Dirt footpath last 200 S of fwy Rough s.rface from fwy 13 Tarson (grave: aqQureqote
(D) Pavemunt needs repair from AR bridge to fuy  Hough surface from fuy 1o (arson igrave! egyregate
@ Passes through Atlantic Richfield refinery between Alameda and Wilmingtan
Ej SF, Nf side between fwy and Carson 1° hignar ther ROM  Separated dy chatn 110k #00Q ‘ences. ang .onrrete pock 'r 4007 Cs  €Qud
amounts, and by vegetation
Reach Chonnet Siae | AW Access T"enu or wal’ Ldjacent se Appes! | Protograpns
S M o ——
. Ca-son St Trap I LA M T BELE" Yes F Y, T 197 802
to Srdes LY 2 Ihanne. MO Lk |
Figuerca St. FU:;& Lflav 17 78" paved Trarne’ W Tower 90w 1
16 69 ' e 2 Row ves  [oca |
Survey Notes
L1 Crossings ang anlety
Z213th St. (L) Light regftac,
Avalon Blvd. (G). Buty street [riain inlet under N end nf brodoe migh* meke ram; more d19ficult to constryct
Twn niets gbstruct SE wide totwerr Main ang flaton
Matn St. (C)° Moderately busy Street
Figuerod St. (L) Madergtely busy wtreet
V4 Rough surface from ‘arson 1o Avalon  qrivel aqoregate  Foor (ORAITYAn on Sk ctde feom (idth o . galon
(37 SF. W side, Carson to ZT1th  Separated by nigh corote wall
LA] Planted freeway buffer .1vs; and larqe open spa.e Detween duffer and < hannel
Reach Channel Side | Rw Access Fence or Wail adjacent Uise Appeal | Photagraphs
5 Figuerca St frap ' Y77 pawed ] Yes Al 801-810
to Wd‘- ¢ 2} Channe ! No
Vermont Ava. fotvam eiay 7 pevgs annel Ko | V. 1 :
G 64 A6 ¥ %) RON Yes
Survey Notes
(D Croscings:
130th St. (G}: “oderately busy
Harbor fwy (AG)- Does not obstruct either s1je.  Access narrows t0 9° ynder $ side of bridge.
182nd ¢, (G). Light traffic

Vermont Ave. (G)- Moderately busy street  Cnannel s vertical under Vermont brirdge.

(@ Accest areas are dirt on both sides for about 300° under Harbor Fwy. Both sides re obstructed whers the channel changes from

trapezridal to vertical {jJust S of Vermont).
the §

A1-83

A channel inlet enters from the N at tr1s point, and an access ranp to the invert from




Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fance or Wall Adjacent Use Appes! | Protograpns
6. Vermont Ave. Vert. » T!'-l!éund (] Yes sr|5 Ly
to Sides € Channel  yoq 2
vestern Ave. Bottom C, LF 1275 dtrt annel  Yes r . el
6 63 €5 S [€) ROW Yes )
Survey Notes
(1 Crossings:
Normandie Ave. (G): Moderately busy street. Bridge carries street and RR.
Nestere Ave. (G): Busy street.
@ Access width widens to 30° near Western (both sides). 13' paved road N side.
E] SF housing, N side, Normandie to Vermont. Yards 2' higher than ROW, separated by chain link ang concrete block.
r:ﬂ Sma1l set of stables and horse ring in power ROM, S side, W of Normandie.
Reach Channel Stde | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
7. Western Ave. Vert. N {12147 paved ROW Yes CLej, M, 1, SF
to Sides € 6-13' dirt Channel Yes | 2
Van Ness Ave. Bottom C, LF [¢ 120°-25" dirt ‘Channel  Yes L% O 14}
16 63 05 ROW Yes

Survey Notes
(.5 Crossings:

Artesfa Blvd. (G): Busy street.
Gramercy PY. (G): Wot busy.

Van Ness Ave. (G): Moderately busy.

E] Storage lockers.

{3 SF nousing, W and S sides from Gramercy to Van Ness. Back yards are 2'-5' higher than ROW, separated by concrete block, wood slats,
and heavy vegetatton.

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Phatographs
8. Van Mess Ave. Vert. % |13 paved Yes | S, SFL2;, C. 05
Q Sides C 7' dirt Channel Yes 3
Redondo Beach Blvd. Bottom €, LF I paved annel T SFLe], €. MF, ¥
TG 63 €4 7' dire ROW Yeos
Survey Motes
@ Crossings:

Crenshaw B1vd./Cherry Ave. (G): Heavy traffic on Crenshaw, Yight traffic on Cherry.
the Tong distances required to cross under both streets

Redondo Beach Blvd. (G): Busy street.

SF housing, N and S sides, from van Ness to slightly S of Crenshaw; yards 2'-4‘ higher than ROW, sedarated mostly by chain tink,
shrubs. SF from Cherry to 350' W, S side. yards level with ROM, separated mostly by concrete block, some wood slat fencing.

Tunnels would be difficult because of the

Reach Channe! Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
9. Redondo Beach Bivd. Vert. € None ROM - £1 Camino College 811-812
" Nto Sides Channel -
nhattan Beach Blvd. Bottom C, LF h T -
G 63 €4 w | MNone gml"‘"! - Alondra Park

Survey Notes
(i) Crossings:

€1 Caming College parki 3
Manhattan Beach Blvd. (G): Moderately busy. Large iniet enters from W side, Jus?

side would be difficult.

structure (G (

See Selow)

of Manhattan. A tumnel under Manhattan on this

@ Two-stcry parking structyre covers channel from 100' N of Redondo to just S of Manhattan, Ary tratls following the channel would pass
through the adjacent park for the length of this reach.
@ Access ramp to invert enters from Manhattan Beach on W side
(4] 8ike shop half block on W of Redondo Beach
Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or wWell Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
10. Manhattan Beach Blvd. | Vert. 12° pav ROW Yes SE3 L MF, Y, C
. o Sides ¢ £ Channe]  ves - 3
osecrans Ave, ttom ¢ 113" h T [ i ‘i
e e w [1-130 dirt gmn'me v:: LR ) - SR @

Survey Notes
(l: Crossings:

Compton Bivd. (G): Moderately busy.
147th St. (G): Light traffic.

Crenshaw Blvd. /Rosecrans Ave.

2
§)
@

ORI S

Lot of garbage in channe).

Heavy traffic on both streets.

A1-84

(G): SE corner of tntersection 13 over wedge of channel  Channel 1S covered between the two streets
(covered for approx. 250° along W Tevee, 400' along E levee).

Poor condition. Needs resurfacing.
SF housing, both sides, from Manhattan to Compton (yerds &' higher than ROW,
to Crenshaw {mostly on [ side, 2' higher than ROW, separated by chain link fences).
Apneal decreases N of 147th.

separated by chatn link, conc. dlock) and from 147th
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LAGUNA DOMINGUEZ CHANNEL MAP 30a

Reach Channe) S10e | AOM Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appes) | Protographs
. Rosecrans Mve. Vert ¢ |12 vaved ROW ves | SFL3] [15
to Stdes Channe) Yes 3
135th St. Bottom ( d |17 oazed ‘Channel Yo | U :
76 63 ) o] AOw )

Survey Notes
(.5 Crossings and inlets:

135th St. (G): Chanmel enters from E Just % of dridge.

Tunne! under [ side not possible.

Moderately busy street.

@ W access road 15 used as an entrance drive tu anal) parking sreas behind commercial establishments adjacent to the channel on the W
@ side {shop fronts are on Crenshaw)  Several of these businesses might serve as destinations for trail users (included are a liguor

store, 2 smell disco, Straw Hat Pizza, a restaurai t, barber shop, and two bars).

the backs of these establiishments for Northrop comsuters ang other trail users.
{3 SF nousing E side, avel with ROV, separated by shruds, walls, wood fences.

Trati-oriented factiities might be provided in

Reach Channel Side [ ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appes! | Photographs
T2 T35th st. Vert. 167 pa [ Yes [ W, SF3, tl4], 814-816
£
to Sides ¢ Channe! ‘;&_{ 3
Crenshaw Blvd. Bottom C TZT digt Channe! s 0s
16 57 C6 w é ROV Yes

Survey Notes
(!5 Crossings and inlets:

Channel enters from £ side, obstructs € access road just N of 13Sth.

€1 Sequndo Blvd. (G): Busy street.

Broadway St. RR (G): Paved entrance road to parking 1ot crosses tracks just E of channmel.

here also. Foot bridge just S of RR bridge (no obstruction).
120th St. (G), Crershaw Blvd. (G): Busy streets. They intersect SW of the 90-oegree bend fn the channel and can be considered @

single major odstruction.

Probably no problem for bikes to cross

@ From 120th St. to Crenshaw there is ne access slong the SW side of the bend in the channel except s short stdewslk. There is o 10°
dirt access space on the NE side which has a steep slope.
@ SF housing, E side, 135th to £) Segundo. Level with RON. separat®d by vines, wpoden fences.
E] Northrop Aviation (both sides of channel from E! Segundo to 120th). Good potentia! for bicycle transportstion.
@ The back of the commercial strip on Crenshaw faces the W access road of the channe)  Severs) of these establ ishments might be of
interest to trail users (a2 hamburger stand, a Baskin Robbins, a Standard Brands store, and a restaurant are included).
@ Footdbridges between £ Segundo and 120th St. do not obstruct access, but st certain times of the day there 13 enough traffic over them
for potential conflict with trail traffic.
Reach Channe) Side | ROW Access Fence or Mall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
13. Crenshaw Sivd. Vert. 1" payed [ Yes [ 816
tc Sides ¢ N 4@ Channe}  Yes W 2
Bend at park Bottom C None ChanneY Yes | ST, SF[4
16 57 €5 $ 3 RO %

Survey Notes
@ Crossings:
None

8' dirt strip N of pavement, 2° higher elevation.

@
(35" width from channel to street on S side. Planted with ground cover.
E SF housing from Crenshaw to park, N side. Yards 2' higher than ROW, separated dy chain link and vegetation.

Reach Channel Side | ROW Access fence or Wall Adjacent Use Appeal | Photographs
Y& Bend af parx Vert. ¢ |17 paved ROW Yos 0s, SFl2] 87

ne to Sides € Channel  ves = 3

16th St. Rottom C 12°-20" Channel  Yes SF.e

16 57 88 L s RN Yes =

,5\"_'.21.2.‘_'.‘

Q' Crossing:

Hsm St. Channel is covered N of 116th.

(2] SF housing along entire W side and along  side N of park.

Level with ROM, separated by chain 1ink fences and shrybs.

Reach Channel Side § ROW Access Fence or Wal! Adjacent Use Appes! | Photographs
15. Laguna Dominguez Trap. 3 pavi [ SF 813
Ww ™ Sides { Channe!
western Ave. D Bottom U S None ThanneT St 3
16 63 D) ROM Yes

Survey Notes
(ls Crossings and fnlets:

Van Ness Ave. (G)
Channel inlet, N side
Western Ave. (G): Channel 1< underground [ of Western.

A detatled survey was not done of this reach.

.
(S

@ TMs tributary would provide a good feeder to trails along Laguna Domingues.

The access road 15 in good condition, and very Vittle

wrk would be needed to prepsre 1t for trail use. A second tributsry extends N aling ¥ilton, and provides access to Rowley Park

Al-85




4
Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fance or Wal) Adjecent Use Appesl | Photographs -
1. Ballona Creek Vert. N | 107 Paved RO Yos F ¥, C, 1 839-845
to . Sides C Poor Condition Channel 2-3
Centinela Ave. Bottom U P, Snel  Yes S, G 1
16 50 A5 S ;0 “Mq i oM Yeos ‘T !
Survey Notes -
(D Crossings and inlets:
Ramp to invert obstructs 5 side W of Centinella.
[2] rarge amounts of vacant Jand, both sides of channa), near confluence.
-
Neach Channe! Stde | ROW Access Fence or Well Adjacent Use Appeal | Protographs
2. Centinela Ave. Vert, w | 15° Paved ROV Yes Fov
B "to ol Sides ¢ Channel  yeq 3 846-851
efferson Blvd, Rottom C . ChanneT
6 50 Ba s 15" Paved AW Yes SF 2., v —
—Tes
Survey Notes
(') Crossings:
Inglewood BIvd. (G): Moderately busy.
Mesmer Ave. (G): Light traffic.
Jefferson Blvd. (G): Moderately busy.
[2] ¥ nomes adjacent to channel at same Tevel, only sometimes screened by shrubbery. -
Reach Channel Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjacent ULse Appeal [ Protogrephs ‘
-
3. Jefferson Biva. vert. N 1?° Paved [ No f 852
to S1des € 4 Channel  ve; 3
Lentine'a Ave Hottom € . 12" Paved annel  yeq <
16 50 14 , 2 ROW Tes
Survey Notes
(1) Crossimge -
f:’:'m“’:::‘: ;“'zﬂ {g; ] Majar obstruction. The channei is cOvered between the Fwy. and Sepulvays
Cirnrinela Ave. (6): Moderately tusy.
\2° Not syiveyed trom Sepulveda Blvd. to Centinela Ave.
-— .
Reach Channe) Side | ROW Access Fence or Wall Adjecent Use Appea) | Photographs .
4. Centrnia Ave. vert. () x| 107 pirt ROW Yes  fo o3, ¥ RG1.R5Q |
to “ides ( {hannel  No k] -— .
La Ciencya Blvd. Wottom C B ‘Channel N [INK]
16 50 €5 M R ROW Yes
Survey Notes
(D Crossings
ta tviera fitvd (G) Busy street.
-—

(@) .nannet vs trap s ot apuenaches 1 Thjera Blve

i
1
i
|
La t1enega Blvid {6) Busy street.
3] other w1 use: atundoned #R HOM. {

BALLONA CREEK MAP 31 - .

Not Surveyed

A1-86
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Locations of the following recreational facilities are shown in Figure 2,
Chapter 3.

1. CHATSWORTH RESERVOIR REGIONAL PARK

Existing: Unimproved natural area
Proposed: Golf course, water sports, picnic grounds, amphitheater
Total Area: 1260 acres

2. PORTER RANCH PARK

Existing: Picnicking, hiking and riding trails.
Total Area: 436 acres
Operating Agency: Los Angeles City Rec & Parks Department

3. DEVONSHIRE DOWNS

Existing: Exhibit buildings and grounds
Total Area: 51 acres
fperating Agency: 51st Agricultural District «- .Y .. - . Ae

CLIN

4, VAN NORMAN LAKES

Existing: Riding and hiking trails, 9-hole golf course, picnicking
Total Area: 1,600 acres
Operatina Agency: Los Angeles City Rec & Parks Department

5. SAM FERNANDO MISSION

Existing: Restoration of one of the original missions on E1 Camino Real,
estah, 1797

Total Area: 10 acres

Operating Agency: Private - open to public

6. EL CARISO REGINMAL PARK

Existing: Multipurpose ball field, swimming pools, tennis complex,
picnic areas, golf course, riding % hiking trails

Total Area: 160 acres

Operating Agency: Los Angeles or County

7. ROGER JESSUP PART

Existing: Picnic areas, children's play area, football, soccer
Total Area: 14 acres
Operating Agency: LA County Parks & Rec. Department

A2-1
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8. CALIFORNIA BUSCH GARDENS

Existing: Concessionary boat rides, botanic gardens, special animal exhibits
Total Area: 17 acres
Operating Agency: Private - open to the public

9. HANSON DAM RECREATION AREA

Existing: Riding & hiking trails, water sports, specialized children's
attragtion, ball field, golf course, clubhouse, barbeque facilities,
outdoor amphitheater, picnic area

Total Area: 1,465 acres

Operating Agency: Los Angeles Rec. & Parks Department

10. SEPULVEDA DAM RECREATION AREA

Existing: Golf course, sportsfield, tennis courts, outdoor qym, picnic area

Total Area: 2,000 acres

Operating Agency: Los Angeles City Rec. & Parks Department, Army Corp of
Engineers

11. VAN NUYS - SHERMAN 0AKS PARK

Existing: Multiple participants sports facilities, children's play area,
tennis

Total Area: 67 acres

Operating Agency: Los Angeles City Rec. & Park Department

12.  VERDUGO MOUNTAIN PARK

Existing: Large unimproved park

Total Area: 351 acres

Operating Agency: City of Burbank, Los Angeles & Glendale, and L.A.
Founty Parks & Rec. Department

13. STOUGH PARK

Existing: 18 hole golf course, driving range, amphitheater, picnic
Total Area: 628 acres
Nperating Agency: Burbank Parks & Rec. Department

14. BPAND PARK

Existing: Memory Garden, Ball diamonds
otal Area: 19 acres

iperating Agency: Glendale Parks & Rec. Department
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15. JOHN ANSON FORD THEATER

Existing: Outdoor amphitheater
otal Area: 29 acres
Operating Agency: Pilgrinage Theater Foundation

16. GRIFFITH PARK

Existing: Griffith observatory, Greek Theater, L.A. 200, Travel Town,

5 golf courses, 28 tennis courts, picini, sports, riding, hiking
Total Area: 4,063 acres
Operating Agency: Los Angeles City Rec. & Parks Department.

17. ECHO PARK

Existing: Picnic grounds, children's play area, tennis courts, multiple
participants sports facilities.

Total Area: 29 acres

Operating Agency: Los Angeles City Rec. & Parks Department.

18. LOS ANGELES CIVIC CENTER

Existing: Historical sites and structures, concentration of gov't structures,
landscaped malls, E1 Pueblo de Los Angeles
Total Area: 228 acres
Dperating Agency: Private individuals, Los Angeles, County, State, & U.S.
Government

19. ELYSIAN PARK

Existing: Picnic areas, hiking trails, sports, "~dger Stadium
Total Area: 575 acres
Operating Agency: Los Angeles City Rec. & Parts Department & L.A. Dodgers

20. ERNEST E. DEBS PERIONAL PARK

Existing: Lake, bird sancturary, picnic grounds
Total Area: 306 acres
Operating Agency: Los Angeles City Rec. & Parks Department

21. SCHOLL CANYON REGIONAL PARK

Existing: Camping, picnic qrounds

l’rogcse?i: Recreation park, golf course, riding & hiking trails
otal Area: 200 acres

Operating Agency: Glendale Parks & Rec. NDepartment
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22. BROOKSIDE PARK

Existing: Rose Bowl (100,000 seat stadium}, 2 18-hole golf courses,
recreation park, large picnic grounds

Total Area: 521 acres

Operating Agency: Pasadena Parks Department

23. NORTON SIMON MUSEUM OF ART

24. HUNTINGTON LIBRARY, ART GALLERY, AND BOTANIC GARDENS

Existing: Desert plants, camellias, and Japanese Gardens
Total Area: 200 acres
Operating Adency: Private

25. SAN GABRIEL PLAZA AREA

Existing: Historical structures and site

Total Area: 20 acres

Operating Agency: private individuals, City of San Gabriel, San Gabrie)
Plaza Department Assn.

26. EATON CANYON PARK

Existing: Riding and hiking trail stop (Fox Ridges), picnic grounds, nature
musuem, avernight camping for groups

Total Area: 742 acres

Operating Agency: L.A. County Park & Rec. Department

27. L0OS ANGELES COUNTY ARBORETUM

Existing: Worldwide plant colections, special botanical exhibitions,
educational programs, plantinroduction and testing

Tocal Area: 127 acres

Nperating Agency: L.A. County Arboreta & Botanic Gardens Dept.

28. ARCADIA COUNTY PARK

Existing: Multiple participant sports facflities, 18-hole golf course,
picnic grounds, tennis courts, children's play area, tennis
pro shop, senior citizens center, lawn bowling, horseshoes and
shuffleboard, group camping

Total Area: 37 acres

Operatina Agency: UL.A. County Parks & Rec. Department
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29, SANTA FE NDAM RECREATION AREA

Existing: Picnicking, fishing, swimming, boating lake, nature center, nature
preserve

Total Area: 600 acres

Operating Agency: L.A. County Parks & Rec. Department

31, SAN DIMAS CANYON PARK

Existing: Rustic picnic grounds, nature miseum, outdoor cooking facilities,
overnight camping for groups, nature trails, horeshoe and shuffle-
board courts, play area

Total Area: 137 acres

Operating Agency: L.A. County Parks & Rec. Department

32. MARSHALL CANYON COUNTY PARK

Existing: Riding and hiking trails, day and overnight camping
Total Area: 834 acres
Operating Agency: L.A. County Parks & Rec. Department

33. RANCHO SANTA ANA BOTANIC GARDENS

Existina: Native nlants arboretum and araduate school offering PHD in Botany
Total Area: 80 acres
Operating Agency: Private

34, L.A. COUNTY FAIRGROUNDS

Existing: Exhibit buildings and grounds
otal Area: 450 acres

Operating Agency: L.A. County Fair Association

35. FRANK G, BONNELLI REGIONAL COINTY PARK

Existing: Boating & waterski facilities, fishing, swimmina, extensive picnic
areas, riding and hiking trails, equestrian center, group camping
recreational vehicle campground

Total Area: 1,975 acres

Operating Agency: L.A. County Parks & Rec. Nepartment
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36. GANFSHA PARK

Existing: Picnic grounds, tennis courts, hiking trails, swimming pools
Total Area: RO acres
Operating Agency: Pomona Rec. & Parks Nepartment

37.

38. WALNUT CREEK COUNTY PARK -

Existing: 3 miles of riding and hiking trails, equestrian assembly area,

rest stops, picnic areas -
Total Area: 125 acres
Operating Agency: L.A. County Parks & Rec. Department

39, KELLOGG ARABIAN HORSE FARM

N "x A SPUTME. < %A
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Existing: Horse and horsemanship exhibitions
Total Area: § acres .
Operating Agency: California State Polytechnic University, Pomona J

40, INDUSTRY HILLS CIVIC RECREATION COMSERVATION AREA

41. OTTERBEIN STATE RECREATION AREA

Existing: Hiking and riding trails, specfal area for the handicap
Total Area: 600 acres
Operating Agency: L.A. County Parks & Rec. Department

A2. MWHITTIER NARROWS DAM RECREATION AREA

Existing: Picnic arounds, fishing, children's play area, overnight group
camping, hiking and equestrian trails, ball diamonds, archery
skeet and trap, model hobby areas, nature center, and nature study
area

Total Area: 1092 acres

Operating Agency: L.A. County Parks & Rec. Department

43. GREAT WESTERN EXHIBIT CENTER

Existing: Exhibit buildings and grounds -
Total Area: 10 acres
Operating Agency: 48th Agricultural District
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44, SOUTH GATE PARK

Existing: Multiple participant sports facilities, 9-hole pitch and putt
course, 1,500 seat municipal auditorium

Total Area: 93 acres

Operating Agency: South Gate Park & Rec. Department

45. EL DORADO PARK

Existing: Recreation park, 18-hole golf course, childrens fishing lake
Total Area: 791 acres
Operating Agency: Long Beach Parks and Rec. Department

46. LONG BEACH RECREATION PAPX AREA

Existing: Recreation park, golf course, water sports, picnic quards,
bowling greens

Total Area: 393 acres

Operating Agency: Long Beach Rec. & Park Department

47. BALDWIN HILLS REGIONAL PARK

Existing: Golf course, amphitheater, picnic grounds, riding and hiking trails
Total Area: 230 acres
fperating Agency: L.A. County Parks & Rec. Nepartment

48. TOMPKINS WAY RESEREVOIR

49. DOCKWEILFR STATE BEACH (PLAYA DEL REY)

Existing: Bike trail, restrooms, drinking fountains

50. SANTA MOMICA STATE BEACH

Existing: Bike Trail, restrooms, drinking fountains

51. WILL ROGERS STATE BEACH

52. RIVAS CAMYON PARK

Existing: Unimproved
roposed: picnic, riding and hiking, court games, day camp
Total Ar

ea: 26 acres
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53. WILL ROGERS STATE PARK

Existing: Home of renowned humiorist Will Rogers
Total Area: 186 acres
Operating Agency: California Division of Beaches and Parks

54. TOPANGA STATE PARK

Existing: Multiple participant sports facilities, golf course, picnic grounds
Total Area: 170 acres
Operating Agency: L.A. County Parks & Rec. Department

55. SYLVIA PARK

Existing: Picnicking
otal Area: 320 acres
Operating Agency: L.A. County Parks & Rec. Department
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Locations of the following areas are shown in Figure 6, Chapter 3.

Those areas within the Los Angeles County Drainage area determined by the
Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning to have ecological
significance are listed below. The following classification system {s
used by the County to indicate the particular significance of each area.

o Class 1: Areas important for the maintenance of plant and animal species
that are recognized as being either extremely low in numbers or having 2
very limited amount of habitat available.

e Class 2: Areas containing biotic resources that are uncommon on a regional
asis.

e Class 3: Areas containing biotic resources which are uncommon within
the political boundaries of Los Angeles County.

o Class 4: Areas which possess specialized characteristics that are essential
to the maintenance of wildlife.

e Class 5: Areas containing characteristics that may be useful in deter-
mining taxonomic relationships.

e Class 6: Areas that are fmportant as game species habitat or as fisherfes.

e Class 7: Areas that would provide for the preservation of relatively un-
disturbed examples of the natural biotic communities in Los Angeles County.

o Class 8: Areas possessing special characteristics.

The first class number 1isted for each area indicates its principle significance.
Numbers in parentheses indicate other classes that also apply.
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1. Malibu Coastline: Class 2 (3,4,5,6,7)

This is a relatively undisturbed coastal region where upwelling of nutrient-

rich waters and a variety of habitats support highly productive and extremely
diverse marine communities. This coastline also possesses the only complete,
undisturbed sandy beaches remaining in Los Angeles County.

2. Point Dume: Class 3 (4,5,7)
Point Dume is one of two remaining areas in Los Angeles County where a diverse

and healthy mixture of terrestrial and marine habitats can be found in close -
association.
3. Zuma Canyon: Class 3 (4,7) -

Zuma Canyon is one of the last major drainages in the Santa Monica Mountains
that have a year-round stream and remain in an undeveloped, unroaded condition.

4, \Upper La Sierra Canyon: Class ) (2,3,5,7)

This generally unique canyon contains an unusually rich and diverse aggregation -
of uncommon canyon flora and dense woodland vegetation.

(PR TR PO 0 ST~ AN RO Sy .

5. Malibu Canyon/Malibu Lagoon: Class 2(3,4,5,6,7) -

This area contains Malibu Creek, which is the only stream bisecting the Santa
Monica Mountains. The canyon contains diverse native vegetation that supports
abundant wildlife. The lagoon, which is the only one between Pt. Mugu and -
\\_ Anaheim Bay, is an important refuge for migratory birds.
\

N
\
N

6. Las Virgenes: Class 5 (7)

is area contains a number of plants common to the interior areas of Southern
Catifornia, but found nowhere else in the Santa Monica Mountain region.

T

7. Hepatie Gulch: Class 3 (5,7)

This area possesses a vegetative association with many uncommon species and ;
unique ecological relationships.

8. Malibu Creek State Park Buffer Area: C(lass 8

This buffer area contains watershed critical to the preservation of important
biological resources within Malibu Creek State Park and includes several areas -
with rare and fragile flora.
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9. Cold Creek: Class 3 (5,7)

The extreme range in physical conditions in this relatively undisturbed sand-
stone basin makes it a showplace for an unusually diverse aggregation of
native vegetation. It also contains several plant species uncommon to the
general region.

10. Tuma Canyon: (lass 3 {4,7)

Tuna and Pena Canyons are the last drainages in the central and eastern Santa
Monica Mountains that have not sustained development either in the watershed,
or between the canyon mouth and the coast.

11. Temescal-Rustic-Sullivan Canyons: Class 7

These contiguous, self-contained watersheds contain representative sqmples
of the dry chaparral and coastal sage scrub plant communities found in the
interior canyons of the Santa Monica Mountains.

12. Palo Comado Canyon: Class 3 (7)

This area is one of the last examples of southern oak woodland savannah of
any significant size in Los Angeles County.

13. Chatsworth Reservoir: Class 2 (3,7)

The concentration of a variety of habitats and the presence of a large body
of freshwater closed to the public offer important wintering and breeding

ground for many migratory songbirds and waterfowl, including several uncommon
species.

14. Simi Hills: Class 7

This cismontane area contains relatively undisturbed representative examples
of most of the biotic communities found in the Simi area.

15. Tonner Canyon/Chino Hills: Class 7
16. Buzzard Peak/San Jose Hills: Class 7
17. Powder Canyon/Puente Hills: Class 7

These three areas in the hilly portions of eastern Los Angeles still support
relatively undisturbed, dense stands of southern oak woodland, chaparral,
coastal sage scrub, and riparian woodland. Powder Canyon is the only one that
contains an undisturbed portion of self-contained watershed.

18. MWay Hill: (Class 1 (2,3,4,5,7)

Way Hi11 supports a population of the endangered Dudleya multicaulis, the
many-stemmed dudleya.




20. Santa Susana Mountains: C(Class 7

The Santa Susana Mountains are the main representative of small, dry, interior
mountain ranges in Los Angeles County. It supports coastal sage scrub on
south-facing slopes, dense chaparral on north-facing slopes, and riparian and
oak woodland in the valleys.

21. Santa Susana Pass: C(lass 1 (2,3,4,5,7)

The endangered Hemizonia minthornii, the Santa Susana tarweed, is found only
in the Santa Susana Pass.

22. Santa Fe Dam Floodplain: (Class 3 (5,7)

The floodplain behind Santa Fe Dam supports one of the last examples of the
arroyo vegetative type, which was once commonly found on the numerous river
outwashes of the Los Angeles Basin.

24, Tujunga Valley/Hansen Dam: Class 1 (3,5,7)

The Tujunga Canyon/Hansen Dam area possesses several important features,
including open coastal sage scrub vegetation, small pockets of freshwater
marsh, and several species of desert slope plants.

25. San Dimas Canyon: Class 3 (4,5,7)

The wash at the mouth of San Dimas Canyon is one of the last remaining areas
that supports the more open, flatland type of riparian woodland habitat.

26. San Antonio Canyon Mouth: Class 3 (5,7)

The vegetation found at the mouth of unimproved San Antonio Canyon is the
best example of arroyo or wash vegetation remaining in Los Angeles County.

27. Portuguese Bend Landslide: Class 3 (4,5,7)

The Portuguese Bend Landslide area contains the largest amount of natural
vegetation remaining on the Palos Verdes Peninsula, which has close floral and
faunal similarities to the Channel Islands. There are at least three races of
birds and some plant species on the peninsula that are found nowhere else except
the Channel Islands.

28. E1 Sequndo Dunes: Class 1 (2,3,4,5,7)

The E1 Segundo Dunes at the west end of the Los Angeles Airport are the last
remnants of a coastal dune system that contains vegetation uncommon in Southern
California and not found elsewhere in the country. The Dunes are the only habi-

tat of the endangered E1 Sequndo Blue butterfly (Shijimaeoides battoides allyni).

A3-4




29. Ballona Creek: Class 1 (2,3,4,5,7)

Ballona Creek is one of two remaining remnants of salt marsh between Ventura
County and the Los Angeles-Orange County line. The unusually productive
marine and terrestrial habitat contains the endangered Belding's savannah
sparrow (Passerculus sandwicheusis beldingii) and the California least tern

(Sterna aTbifrons brownii).

30. Alamitos Bay: Class 1 (2,3,4,5,7)

This area is one of two remaining examples of salt marsh found in Los Angeles
County. This unusually productive habitat probably contains the endangered
Belding's savannah sparrow (Passerculus sandwicheusis beldingii).

31. Rolling Hills Canyons: Class 3 (4,5,7)

The Rolling Hills Canyons are one of the last remaining areas of natural
vegetation on the Palos Verdes Peninsula, which has close floral and faunal
similarities to the Channel Islands. There are at least three races of birds
and some plant species on the peninsula that are found nowhere else except
the Channel Islands.

32. Agua Amarga Canyon: Class 3 (4,5,7)

Agua Amarga Canyon is the last remaining relatively undisturbed drainage

on the coastal side of the Palos Verdes Peninsula. There are at least three
races of birds and some plant species on the peninsula that are found nowhere
else except the Channel Islands.

33. Terminal Island: Class 1 (2,3,4,5,7)

The endangered California least tern (Sterna albifrons brownii) breeds
regularly on Terminal Island and at Bailona Creek. In Los Angeles County,
nesting colonies have been found only sporadically at other locations.

34. Palos Verdes Peninsula Coastline: Class 2 (3,4,5,6,7)

Unparalleled headlands, rocky shoreline, and the Tand-sea interface provide
for a tremendous variety of biotic resources in this area. It is one

of the most biologically diverse and productive regions in Los Angeles
County.

35. Harbor Lake Regional Park: Class 3 (4,5,7)
36. Madrona Marsh: Class 3 (4,5,7)

Harbor Lake Regional Park and Madrona Marsh are the two remaining wetlands
in the South Bay area. They support a great diversity of wildlife, including
amphibians and many types of migratory birds.




37. Griffith Park: Class 7

An island surrounded by urban and suburban development, Griffith Park supports -
coastal sage scrub, chaparral, riparian,and southern ocak woodland communities.

39. Encino Reservoir: Class 7 -

[ This area contains the best undisturbed stand of inland chaparral, coastal
sage scrub, and streamside vegetation remaining on the inland slope of the
Santa Monica Mountains. -

40. Verdugo Mountains: Class 7 -

The Verdugo Mountains are an extensive, relatively undisturbed island of
natural vegetation in an urbanized metropolitan area. Chaparral, coastal sage
scrub, and riparian communities provide habitat for diverse and abundant fauna.

o - S T S AT ¥

42. wWhittier Narrows Dam County Recreation Areas: Class 3 (4, 5, 6, 7)

The Whittier Narrows REcreation Area is composed of approximately 1,400 acres
within the flood plain of the San Gabriel River. In addition to recreation
facilities, the area contains a Nature Center, a 79-acre raptor management
area, and an important riparian habitat containing 25 acres of open water. — ‘

43. Rio Hondo College Wildlife Sanctuary: Class 8

Located at the west end of the Puente Hills, the Sanctuary is composed mostly
of coastal sage scrub. North-facing slopes and the canyon basin, however, 1
support stands of southern oak woodland and patches of grasstand with annuals. F
= f
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44, Sycamore and Turnbull Canyons: Class 7

Sycamore and Turnbull Canyons, located within the Puente Hills, contain -
excellent examples of relatively undisturbed native communities.

‘
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45. Dudleya densiflora Population: Class 2 (3, 5, 7) -~

>

This area contains a significant stand of Dudleya densiflora, a rare and
endangered species that is endemic to California.

prera

62. Galium grande Population: Class 1 (2, 3, 4, 5, 7)

The endangered Galium grande, an endemic species of bedstraw, is highly -
restricted in distribution. It is found only at isolated localities on
the south slope of the San Gabriel Mountains.
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FEDERAL

Forest Service:

Pasadena - Marty Nall, Carl Summerfield, Art Smith
Tujunga District Station - Jeff Bailey

National Park Service, Los Angeles:

Bill Anderson

STATE

Department of Parks and Recreation:

Sacramento - Heather Fargo (funding sources), Dick Troy
Los Angeles - Richard Felty

Public Utilities Commission, Los Angeles:

Mr. Stewart

CALTRANS, Los Angeles:

Bob Blythe, Martin Leis

REGIONAL

Southern California Association of Governments:

Brian Ferris

LOS ANGEI.FES COUNTY

Department of Parks and Recreation:

Jim pPark, Chris Jarvi, Richard Mayer, Michael Long
{biologist)

Road Department:

Robert Larson, .Jim Huntley, Don Mosher, Bruce Whitehead

Flood Control District:

John McElroy, Gecrald Iwamoto

Department of Regional Planning:

George Malone, lLarry Charness
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Eaton Canyon Nature Center:

Ray Jillson

Los Angeles County Transportation Commission:

Joe Leach, Richard Olson

{Note: LACTC was created by an act of the State Legis-
lature and is neither a county nor a state agency.)

Supervisor Burke's Office:

Linda Taroff

CITY OF 1.OS ANGELES

Department of Recreation and Parks:

Al Carmichael, Joel Breithart, Ted Heyl

Department of City Planning:

Mr. Yoshinaga (bikeway planning), Steve Crowther, Larry
Bloom (eguestrian trails), Frank Parrello

Department of Transportation:

Wilbur Takashima (bikeway coordinator), Robert Takasaki

Bureau of Engineering:

Art Rich, Alan Wong

Councilman Ronka's Office:

Kay Franklin

Bicycle Advisory Committee:

Alex Baum

OTHER CI'TY AGENCIES

Arcadia City Planning Department:

Burbank Parks and Recreation Department:

Douqg Kotlar
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Claremont City Planning Department:

Maxine Cearley

Glendale Parks and Recreation Department

Henry Agonia

Long Beach Department of Engineering:

Jim Chen

Pasadena City Planning Department:

David Dias

Pasadena Public Works Department:

David Barnhardt

East San Gabriel Valley Bikeway Committee:

Ray Diaz, Patrick Murphy, Joanne Chapin, Craig Jenninys

CITIZENS' GROUPS, PRIVATE ORGANIZATIONS, AND INDIVIDUALS

Audubon Society:

Ann Foster

Eaton Canyon Riding Club:

Equestrian Trails, Inc.:

Glenn laschenburger, Peno Dwinger, Peter McGuire

Friends of the Arroyo:

Roland Case Ross, David Jones

Imbertson and Associates, Los Angeles (inflatable dams):

Iredale, Ralph, Santa Monica (air rights study):

Los Angeles Wheelmen (bicycle club):

Hall Munn

Paddock Riding Club:

Mr. Weiss




River Ridge Stables:

Jackie Barnette

Small Wilderness Areas Preservation, Verdugo - San Rafael

Chapter:

Jane Conway -

Via Verde Equestrian Center:

Dorothy Miller (provided information concerning the need
for an equestrian underpass on Walnut Creek at the San
Bernardino Freeway)







