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Project extends north, south, and east of LAUS to encompass various Project elements. 
Figure 1 depicts the regional location and general vicinity of the Project. Figure 2 depicts the 
Project Study Area, which encompasses the anticipated extent of the environmental study 
associated with the major Project components.   

PROJECT NEED

LAUS functions as the central hub for regional transit in Southern California and provides direct 
linkages for the Metro bus and Metro rail system (e.g., Red Line, Purple Line, and Gold Line), 
Southern California Regional Rail Authority’s (SCRRA or commonly referred to as Metrolink)
regional rail system, and Amtrak interstate rail system. LAUS is a stub-ended terminal station 
dating from 1939 and is approaching its operational capacity at peak transit periods. Based on 
ridership numbers forecasted to increase on multiple transit and rail lines, combined with the 
implementation of positive train control (PTC), LAUS’s operational functionality is becoming 
increasingly limited; thereby, emphasizing the need for the Project.  

The population in the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) region increased 
between 2000 and 2014 by two (2) million people (an approximate 12.3 percent increase). By 
2040, employment and population growth within the SCAG region is forecasted to increase by 
16 percent. According to data collected by Metro, there are approximately 110,000 passenger 
trips that currently travel through LAUS each weekday. Metro anticipates continued increases in 
population and employment will nearly double the demand on existing and planned modes of 
transportation; resulting in over 200,000 passenger trips through LAUS each weekday by 2040
(Transforming LAUS Summary Report, Metro 2015).

Metro operates multiple modes of transit including bus, subway (Red and Purple Lines), and 
light rail transit (Gold Line) routes in and out of LAUS. Metrolink and Amtrak are responsible for 
the operation of commuter and intercity rail services, respectively and maintaining a safe and 
reliable level of service on existing rail lines, including the Los Angeles-San Diego-San Luis 
Obispo (LOSSAN) railroad corridor (primarily commuter ridership).

By 2030, Metrolink and Amtrak operators estimate the need to nearly double the number of 
overall train operations to provide additional commuter train service throughout the region, 
which would include: an increase in “through” trains between Los Angeles and San Diego 
making all stops, an increase in both commuter and intercity service to Ventura and Santa 
Barbara counties, an increase in intercity service to San Luis Obispo, and a “through” service to 
San Francisco (California State Rail Plan, Caltrans 2013). Metro and FRA have identified Link 
US as a critical transportation project to respond to the forecasted ridership increases in the 
region.  

Link US also represents a critical first step in the implementation of regional transportation 
solutions identified in the following SCAG planning documents: 

Federally Approved Transportation Improvement Program (2015);
Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (2008); and, 
Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy (2016).



PROJECT PURPOSE AND OBJECTIVES

Due to the forecasted increase in ridership on existing transit and rail modes combined with the 
potential for new passenger rail and high-speed rail (HSR) service in the future, the overall 
purpose of Link US is to improve the functionality and operational capacity of LAUS in a cost-
effective manner while maintaining existing transit/rail operations during construction.  In 
addition, the purpose of the Project is to improve mobility, travel times, and safety in a way that:

Improve operational efficiencies and scheduling reliability for trains using LAUS by 
reducing train movement constraints that result from “stub-end” operation by 
constructing new “run-through” tracks and an operational loop;

Improves pedestrian access to and functionality of, the passenger platforms while also 
improving connectivity with other transit serving amenities (retail, food service, and 
waiting areas) within an expanded passenger concourse; 

Increases the operational capacity of LAUS by over 40 percent to accommodate planned 
growth of Metrolink and Amtrak train services and potential HSR service, while not 
precluding other planned improvements at LAUS, such as the development of an 
expanded passenger concourse located below the elevated platforms; 

Preserves space and connections for future rail and transit options, including potential 
HSR service;  

Enhances accessibility provisions for passengers with disabilities to all transit modes; 

Minimize service disruptions to existing transit service during construction, such as 
Metrolink, Amtrak, Metro Gold Line, Red Line and Purple Line; and,  

Minimizes adverse effects to the environment, including historic properties listed on the 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). 

In addition, Link US would reduce green house gas emissions by over 40 percent and thereby
meet the air pollution and greenhouse gas emission reduction targets as mandated under 
California Assembly Bill (AB) 32, known as the Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, as 
amended, and, California Senate Bill (SB) 375, known as the California’s Sustainable 
Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008. These two laws establish the basis for both 
SCAG and Metro to accommodate regional growth through increased and more frequent access 
to alternative modes of transit for local communities.

THE PROPOSED PROJECT

Metro is proposing Link US to transform LAUS from a “stub-end tracks station” into a “run-
through tracks station” while increasing operational capacity to meet the demands of the 
broader rail system. The EIS/EIR will consider the No Action/No Build Alternative and potentially 
up to four (4) Build Alternatives for Link US.  HSR is considered a related project to Link US; 
and therefore, the Link US Build Alternatives will potentially accommodate the construction of up 
to four (4) HSR tracks and up to two (2) HSR platforms as part of the Project. The Link US 
EIS/EIR will evaluate the physical improvements to potentially accommodate HSR service at 



LAUS within the limits of the Project. FRA and CHSRA will evaluate the construction and 
operation of the HSR Burbank to Los Angeles and Los Angeles to Anaheim Project Sections in 
separate environmental documents.

Each of the Build Alternatives would result in enhanced operational capacity from Control Point 
(CP) Chavez in the north (near North Main Street) to CP Olympic in the south (near the 
Interstate 10/State Route 60/U.S.101 interchange). Figure 3 depicts the major project
components.   

Throat and Elevated Rail Yard – New track and subgrade improvements to increase 
the elevation of the tracks leading to LAUS, known as the “throat,” and an elevated rail 
yard that would include new longer, and elevated passenger platforms and canopies.

New Passenger Concourse – A new passenger concourse, up to 600,000 square feet 
(passenger circulation and waiting areas, passenger support functions and amenities, 
and building functional support areas), including up to 100,000 square feet of transit 
serving amenities to meet the demands of a multi-modal transit station. The Link US-
related portion of the new passenger concourse would enhance Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) accessibility at LAUS and include new vertical circulation elements 
(stairs, escalators, and elevators) for passengers between the elevated platforms and 
the new passenger concourse under the rail yard.

Run-Through Tracks – Up to 10 run-through tracks with a new viaduct or viaducts over 
U.S. 101 that extend run-through tracks for regional/intercity rail (Metrolink/Amtrak) and 
potentially HSR south along the west bank of the Los Angeles River.  In addition, a
separate overhead viaduct is required for a loop track(s) turning north to the existing 
Keller Yard.   

The Project would also require: modifications to existing city street bridges to accommodate 
new elevated tracks; modifications to local streets (including potential street closures and 
vacations) to accommodate the run-through tracks overhead viaducts; railroad signal(s), PTC, 
communications-related improvements; modifications to the SCRRA West Bank main line 
tracks; modifications to the existing Keller Yard and BNSF West Bank Yard; modifications to the 
Amtrak lead track; provision of railroad right-of-way (ROW) access roadways; additional ROW;
and utility relocations, replacements, and abandonments.  

PROBABLE EFFECTS

The EIS/EIR will consider in detail the potential environmental effects of the Project alternatives. 
The following environmental issue areas will be analyzed in the EIS/EIR: Air Quality and Global 
Climate Change; Biological and Wetland Resources; Cultural and Historic Resources; Economic 
and Fiscal Impacts; Energy; Environmental Justice; Floodplains, Hydrology, and Water Quality; 
Geology, Soils, and Seismicity; Hazardous Waste and Materials; Land Use, Planning, and 
Communities; Noise and Vibration; Parklands, Community Services, and Other Public Facilities; 
Safety and Security; Section 4(f) Resources; Transportation; and Visual Quality and Aesthetics. 



PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AND AGENCY COORDINATION

A comprehensive public involvement program has been developed, including the preparation of 
a Public Outreach Plan and Agency Coordination Plan. The program includes a Project website 
(https://www.metro.net/projects/regionalrail/scrip/); outreach to local and county officials, and 
community and civic groups; a public scoping process to define the issues of concern among all 
parties interested in the Project; focused meetings with stakeholders; a public meeting during 
the Draft EIS/EIR comment period; and development and distribution of Project newsletters.

PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD

This NOP is being circulated pursuant to California Public Resource Code Section 21153(a) and 
the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15082. Public agencies and the public are invited to comment on 
the proposed scope and content of the environmental information to be included in the EIS/EIR. 
Metro will make the NOP available for at least 30 days to allow for public review and comment.
The comment period for the NOP extends from May 27, 2016 to June 27, 2016.

PROVIDING COMMENTS

Please provide your written comments, including specific statutory responsibilities of your 
agency, as applicable. Written comments on the NOP and the content of the EIS/EIR should be 
submitted no later than Thursday, June 27, 2016. Please send your comments via U.S. mail to 
Metro Headquarters, One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-13-1), Los Angeles, California, 90012;
or via email to Mark Dierking at dierkingm@metro.net, with the subject line “Link Union Station – 
NOP Scoping Comments,” and include the name of a contact person in your organization, if 
applicable.  

PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

CEQA Section 15083 provides for a Lead Agency to consult directly with any person or 
organization it believes will be concerned with the environmental impacts of the Project. The 
public scoping process will be helpful for Metro to identify a range of alternatives, mitigation 
measures, and potential significant impacts to be analyzed in depth in the EIS/EIR.

Metro and FRA have scheduled a public scoping meeting on Thursday, June 2, 2016 from 
6:00 PM – 8:00 PM at Metro Headquarters, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, California,
90012.

Scoping materials will be available at the meeting and on the Metro website:  
https://www.metro.net/projects/regionalrail/scrip/. 

The format of the meeting will consist of a short presentation sharing the Project, Project 
objectives and existing conditions.

Public input is anticipated via comment cards provided at the meeting, but Metro will also accept 
letters and emails to the addresses above. 



All Metro meetings are held in ADA accessible facilities. Spanish and Mandarin translation is 
provided. Other ADA accommodations and translations are available by calling 213-922-2524 at 
least 72 hours in advance. Metro requests public agencies’ views on the scope and content of 
the environmental information relevant to your agency’s statutory responsibilities. Please send 
your agency’s written response to the address indicated above by June 27, 2016.



Figure 1. Project Location and Regional Vicinity



Figure 2. Link US – Project Study Area
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LEGAL

NOTICE OF SALE

NOTICE OF SALE
 NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN 
that the undersigned intends 
to sell the personal property 
described below to enforce a lien 
imposed on said property pursu-
ant to Sections 21700-21716 
of the Business & Professions 
Code, Section 2328 of the UCC, 
Section 535 of the Penal Code 
and provisions of the Civil Code.

The undersigned will sell on the 
14th day of Junel 2016 at 11: 
00 A.M. on the premises where 
said property has been stored 
and which are located at Thriftee 
Storage Company LLC, 1717 N. 
Glendale Blvd. in the city of Los 
Angeles, County of Los Angeles, 
State of California, the following:

Name of owner: Space number
Description of goods
Amount

Sarah Prater D-76
Personal effects
$224.00
Acne Production A-2
Personal effects
$398.00
Francisco Torres L-60
Personal effects
$130.00
Janet Hoffman 
A6,L16,L9,L23,L29, 
L3,L34,L41,L6,L7,S19  
Personal effects
$3100.00

Purchases must be paid for at 
the time of purchase in cash 
only. All purchased storage units 

with the items contained herein 
are sold on an “as-is” basis and 
must be removed at the time of 
sale. Sale subject to cancella-
tion in the event of settlement 
between Thriftee Storage Co. 
and obligated party.

Thriftee Storage Company LLC
Dated at Los Angeles, CA by 
Felipe F. Islas / Manager
May  26th  2016.

PUBLIC NOTICE

 COUNTY OF 
LOS ANGELES 
TREASURER 

AND TAX 
COLLECTOR

NOTICE OF DIVIDED 
PUBLICATION

Made pursuant to Revenue and 
Taxation Code Section 3381

Pursuant to Revenue and Taxation 
Code Sections 3381 through 
3385, the Notice of Power to Sell 
Tax-Defaulted Property in and for 
the County of Los Angeles, State 
of California, has been divided and 
distributed to various newspapers 
of general circulation published in 
the County. A portion of the list 
appears in each of such news-
papers.

NOTICE OF IMPENDING 
POWER TO SELL TAX-

DEFAULTED PROPERTY
Made pursuant to Revenue and 

Taxation Code Section 3361

Notice is hereby given that real 
property taxes and assessments 
on the parcels described below 
will have been defaulted five or 
more years, or, in the case of 
nonresidential commercial prop-
erty, property on which a nui-

sance abatement lien has been 
recorded, or that can serve the 
public benefit by providing hous-
ing or services directly related to 
low-income persons when three 
or more years have elapsed, and 
a request has been made by a 
city, county, city and county, or 
nonprofit organization that prop-
erty, will become subject to the 

The parcels listed will become 

power to sell on July 1, 2016, at 
12:01 a.m., by operation of law.  
The Tax Collector will record a 
Notice of Power to Sell unless 
the property taxes are paid in full 
or an installment plan of redemp-
tion is initiated, as provided by 
law prior to 5:00 p.m., on June 
30, 2016.  The right to initiate an 
installment plan terminates on 
June 30, 2016.  Thereafter, the 
only option to prevent the sale of 
the property at public auction is 
by paying the taxes in full.

The right of redemption survives 
the property becoming subject to 

but it terminates at 5:00 p.m. on 
the last business day before the 
scheduled auction of the property 
by the Tax Collector.

Office will furnish, upon request, 
information concerning payment 
in full or initiating an installment 
plan of redemption.  Requests 
must be made to Joseph Kelly, 
Treasurer and Tax Collector, 
County of Los Angeles, 225 North 
Hill Street, First Floor Lobby, Los 
Angeles, California 90012.  For 
more information, please visit our 
website at ttc.lacounty.gov.

The amount to redeem, in dollars 
and cents, is set forth opposite 
its parcel number.  This amount 

includes all defaulted taxes, pen-
alties, and fees that have accrued 
from the date of tax-default to the 
date of June 30, 2016.

I certify, under penalty of perjury, 
that the foregoing is true and cor-
rect. Dated this 5th day of May, 
2016.

TREASURER AND TAX 
COLLECTOR

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

PARCEL NUMBERING 
SYSTEM EXPLANATION

Number, when used to describe 
property in this list, refers to the 

applicable, and the individual 
parcel on the map page or in the 

further explanation of the parcel 
numbering system are available 

West Temple Street, Room 225, 
Los Angeles, California 90012.

The real property that is the sub-
ject of this notice is situated in the 
County of Los Angeles, State of 
California, and is described as 
follows:

PROPERTY TAX DEFAULTED 
IN YEAR 2013 FOR TAXES, 
ASSESSMENT, AND OTHER 
CHARGES FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2012-2013
2360 $145.66 DEL GIZZI,DANA 
M AIN: 5535-025-002
2361 $65,406.54 RICHAR INC 
SITUS:1250 N WESTERN AVE 
LOS ANGELES CA 90029-1019 

AIN: 5537-002-026
PROPERTY TAX DEFAULTED 
IN YEAR 2011 FOR TAXES, 
ASSESSMENT, AND OTHER 
CHARGES FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2010-2011
2362 $75.88 4-STREETS CO-OP 
OF RTE 2 INC SITUS:630 N 
BERENDO ST LOS ANGELES 
CA 90004-2104 AIN: 5538-029-
032
2363 $290.35 4-STREETS 
CO-OP OF RTE 2 INC 
SITUS:626 N BERENDO ST 
LOS ANGELES CA 90004-2144 
AIN: 5538-029-033
2364 $83.38 4-STREETS CO-OP 
OF RTE 2 INC SITUS:616 N 
BERENDO ST LOS ANGELES 
CA 90004-2104 AIN: 5538-029-
034
2365 $81.84 4-STREETS CO-OP 
OF RTE 2 INC SITUS:610 S 
BERENDO ST LOS ANGELES 
CA 90005-1712 AIN: 5538-029-
035
2366 $122.59 4-STREETS 
CO-OP OF RTE 2 INC 
SITUS:639 N NEW HAMPSHIRE 
AVE LOS ANGELES CA 90004-
2112 AIN: 5538-029-036
2367 $117.13 4-STREETS 
CO-OP OF RTE 2 INC 
SITUS:635 N NEW HAMPSHIRE 
AVE LOS ANGELES CA 90004-
2167 AIN: 5538-029-037
2368 $122.84 4-STREETS 
CO-OP OF RTE 2 INC 
SITUS:617 N NEW HAMPSHIRE 
AVE LOS ANGELES CA 90004-
2121 AIN: 5538-029-038
2369 $73.49 4-STREETS 
CO-OP OF RTE 2 INC 
SITUS:4203 CLINTON ST LOS 
ANGELES CA 90004-2106 AIN: 
5538-030-028
2370 $83.88 4-STREETS CO-OP 
OF RTE 2 INC SITUS:627 N 
BERENDO ST LOS ANGELES 
CA 90004-2103 AIN: 5538-030-
029
2371 $117.71 4-STREETS 

CO-OP OF RTE 2 INC 
SITUS:639 N BERENDO ST 
LOS ANGELES CA 90004-2103 
AIN: 5538-030-030
2372 $81.49 4-STREETS CO-OP 
OF RTE 2 INC SITUS:645 N 
BERENDO ST LOS ANGELES 
CA 90004-2103 AIN: 5538-030-
031
2373 $101.41 4-STREETS 
CO-OP OF RTE 2 INC 
SITUS:659 N BERENDO ST 
LOS ANGELES CA 90004-2103 
AIN: 5538-030-032
2374 $89.04 4-STREETS 
CO-OP OF RTE 2 INC 
SITUS:647 N HELIOTROPE DR 
LOS ANGELES CA 90004-2107 
AIN: 5538-031-020
2375 $4,476.66 4-STREETS 
CO-OP OF RTE 2 INC 
SITUS:659 N HELIOTROPE DR 

LOS ANGELES CA 90004-2163 
AIN: 5538-031-022
2376 $96.82 4-STREETS CO-OP 
OF RTE 2 INC SITUS:650 N 
KENMORE AVE LOS ANGELES 
CA 90004-2122 AIN: 5538-031-
023
2377 $53,972.86
ALTOUNIAN,JACQUELINE AND 
TERZIAN,LEVON SITUS:1212 
N ALEXANDRIA AVE LOS 
ANGELES CA 90029-1404 AIN: 
5540-007-011
PROPERTY TAX DEFAULTED 
IN YEAR 2010 FOR TAXES, 
ASSESSMENT, AND OTHER 
CHARGES FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2009-2010
2378 $1,835.73 SCHLAFF,JOHN 
SITUS:1216 N KENMORE AVE 
LOS ANGELES CA 90029-1589 
AIN: 5540-011-003

May 30, 2016 DOWNTOWNNEWS.COM Downtown News  15

NOTICE OF PREPARATION AND INTENT FOR A JOINT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
(EIS/EIR) AND PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

WHAT IS BEING PROPOSED?

The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) and Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) are initiating the environmental process for Link Union Station (Link US or Project), formerly known as the 
Southern California Regional Interconnector Project (SCRIP). FRA will serve as the lead agency under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for the Project and has released a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an EIS. 
Metro will serve as the lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and has released a Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the EIR. FRA and Metro intend to prepare a joint EIS/EIR for Link US. 

FRA and Metro are proposing Link US to transform Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) from a “stub-end tracks station” into a “run-through tracks station” while increasing operational capacity to meet the demands of the broader 
rail system. The Project would include the construction of new run-through tracks over US-101, a new passenger concourse, and an elevated rail yard that would include new boarding platforms and overhead canopies. Metro 
and FRA are also working with California High-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) to facilitate the planned HSR system within the limits of Link US. Link US would also require: modifications to existing bridges at city streets to 
accommodate new elevated tracks; modifications to local streets; railroad signal, Positive Train Control, and communications-related improvements; modifications to existing mainline tracks; additional right-of-way; and utility 
relocations, replacements, and abandonments.

The EIS/EIR will be prepared consistent with the NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and the Council on Environmental Quality regulations implementing NEPA set forth in 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508, the FRA’s Procedures for 
Considering Environmental Impacts as set forth in 64 CFR Part 28545, dated May 26, 1999 (Environmental Procedures), 23 U.S.C. 139, CEQA (Section 21000-21178 and California Code of Regulations Title 14, Chapter 3 Section 
15000-15387), and other applicable federal and state laws and regulations. The purpose of this Notice is to:

• Advise the public that FRA is the lead federal agency and Metro is the lead state/local agency;
• Provide information about the Project, purpose and need for the project, and alternatives to be considered;  and,
• Invite public and agency participation in the EIS/EIR process.

The EIS/EIR will consider the No Action/No Build Alternative and a number of Build Alternatives that improve the functionality and operational capacity of LAUS in a cost-effective manner while maintaining existing transit/rail 
operations during construction.

WHEN IS THE PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD?

The public review and comment period for the NOP and NOI is May 27, 2016 to June 27, 2016. Federal, state, and local agencies, organizations, and public are invited to provide input into the scope of the EIS/EIR. 

HOW CAN YOU COMMENT?

Interested persons should send written comments to FRA’s Office of Program Delivery, 1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. (Mail Stop 20), Washington, DC 20590, or Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) 
Headquarters, One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-13-1), Los Angeles, California, 90012, or via e-mail to Mark Dierking, Community Relations Manager, at dierkingm@metro.net.  Comments should include “Link Union Station – 
NOI Scoping Comments’’ or “Link Union Station – NOP Scoping Comments” in the subject line. Persons interested in providing written comments on the scope of the Project must do so by Monday June 27, 2016.

Scoping materials and information concerning the scoping meeting is available through Metro’s Web site: https://www.metro.net/projects/regionalrail/scrip/  

WHEN AND WHERE IS THE SCOPING MEETING TAKING PLACE?

Thursday, June 2, 2016 
6:00 PM – 8:00 PM; Brief Presentation at 6:30 PM
Metro Headquarters, One Gateway Plaza, First Floor Plaza, Los Angeles, California, 90012

All Metro meetings are held in ADA accessible facilities. Spanish and Chinese translation will be provided. Other ADA accommodations and translations are available by calling 213-922-2524 at least 72 hours in advance.
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Downtown since 2002
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羅府新報

羅府新報ご案内
人材募集　不動産売買　建築・修繕　貸間・下宿　金融　教育　保育　引越　観光　その他

Classified 便利な生活情報欄

合同環境影響評価／環境影響報告（EIS/EIR）
および公開スコーピング会合の準備と意思通知
提案内容

連邦鉄道管理局 （FRA） および ロサンジェルス郡交通局 （Metro） は、従来南カリフォルニア地域相互接続プロジェクト （SCRIP） の名称で知られていたリンク・ユニオン・ステーション（以
下 「Link US」 または「プロジェクト」と略）に対する環境対応プロセスに着手しています。 FRA は本「プロジェクト」において、国家環境政策法 （NEPA） の下に主導機関として機能し、この
度 EIS を準備する意思通知 （NOI） を発表しました。 Metro はカリフォルニア州環境基準法 （CEQA） の下での主導機関として機能し、この度 EIR の準備通知 （NOP） を発表しました。 
FRA および Metro は、 Link US に対する合同 EIS/EIR を準備いたします。

FRA と Metro は、 ロサンジェルス・ユニオン・ステーション （LAUS） を現在の「頭端式ホーム駅」から「通り抜け式駅」に改装することにより、運用能力を増大し、より広範な鉄道システムの
需要に応えられるようにする Link US を提案しています。本「プロジェクト」には、 US-101 をまたぐ新設の通り抜け式線路、新設旅客用コンコース、および新設の乗降用プラットフォームと
屋根を含む高架式駅構内が含まれます。また Metro と FRA は、カリフォルニア高速鉄道局 （CHSRA） とも連携して、計画されている高速鉄道システムを Link US の範囲内に納められる
よう図っています。 Link US では以下の各事項も必要となるでしょう。即ち、新設される高架式線路に対応して、市街レベルの既存の高架橋等の改装、街路の改装、鉄道信号機、ポジティブ
鉄道制御、および通信関連の改善、既存のメイン軌道に対する改造、 追加の優先道路、 さらに、ユーティリティの移設、取り替え、および放棄。

EIS/EIR は、 NEPA（42 U.S.C. 4321 条以下）および 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508 に規定されている NEPA 実施のための環境諮問委員会の規制、1999 年 5 月 26 日付けで 64 CFR Part 
28545 に規定（環境手順）されている環境負荷を考慮する FRA の手順、 23 U.S.C. 139、CEQA （セクション 21000-21178 およびカリフォルニア州規則集タイトル 14 第 3 章セクション
15000-15387） 、その他適用される連邦および州の法規制に準拠して準備されます。本通知の目的は以下のとおりです。

• FRA が連邦サイドの主導機関であり、 Metro が州／現地サイドの主導機関であることを人々に知らせる
• 本「プロジェクト」、その目的 およびプロジェクトの必要性、考慮すべき代替案について情報を提供する 
• EIS/EIR プロセスへの参加を一般人および機関に呼びかける

EIS/EIR では、何もしない／何も建設しないという代替案、並びに工事期間中も LAUS の既存の乗り継ぎ／鉄道機能は維持しながら、コスト効率の良い方法で運用上の機能性および能
力を向上させる建設代替案も幾つか検討します。

公開レビューとコメントの期間はいつか？

NOP と NOI に対する一般の人々によるレビューとコメントの期間は、2016年5月27日から 2016 年 6 月 27 日までです。連邦、州、および ローカルの各機関、団体、一般の人々は、 EIS/EIR 
の範囲に対しての意見をこぞってお寄せください。

どのようにコメントするのか？

関心のある方は、書面によるコメントを FRA の Office of Program Delivery, 1200 New Jersey Avenue, S.E. (Mail Stop 20), Washington, DC 20590 宛、または、 Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) Headquarters, One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-13-1), Los Angeles, California, 90012 宛に、あるいはメールを Mark Dierking, 
Community Relations Manager に dierkingm@metro.net 宛にてお送りください。コメントには用件として、 “Link Union Station – NOI Scoping Comments’’ または “Link Union Station 
– NOP Scoping Comments” と明記してください。本「プロジェクト」の範囲に関して書面によるコメントの提出に関心のある方は、 2016 年 6 月 27 日月曜日までに送付してください。

スコーピング資料およびスコーピング会合に関する情報は、次に示す Metro のウェブサイトにてご覧いただけます： 
https://www.metro.net/projects/regionalrail/scrip/ 

スコーピング会合の開かれる日時と場所は？

2016 年 6 月 2 日木曜日
6:00 PM – 8:00 PM、6:30 PM に短いプレゼンテーション
Metro Headquarters, One Gateway Plaza, First Floor Plaza, Los Angeles, California, 90012
Metro のすべての会合は、ADA（アメリカ障害者法）準拠の施設で開かれます。スペイン語および中国語の翻訳が提供されます。その他の ADA 関連の便宜および他言語翻訳も、少なくと
も 72 時間前に 213-922-2524 番までお電話いただければ対応可能です。
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Español |  

We invite you to learn about the Link Union Station Project!
The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) has initiated the 
environmental process for Link Union Station (Link US), formerly known as the Southern California 



Regional Interconnector Project (SCRIP). Metro will be holding a Scoping Meeting on June 2nd to 
provide information on the project and receive comments from the public. 

Link US will extend the railroad tracks at Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) over the US-101 
freeway, provide one-seat rides from Ventura to Anaheim and San Bernardino to Los Angeles, and 
reduce dwell times to 5 minutes. Link US will allow LAUS to meet the forecasted demands of the 
regional rail system by increasing capacity by 40% and potentially accommodating California High-
Speed Rail. Link US will also build a new expanded passenger concourse with retail amenities. 

Project Benefits:
> Increased rail service capacity
> Improved transit connectivity
> Reduced travel times
> One-seat rides between destinations in Southern California
> Reduced greenhouse gas emissions
> Improved passenger experience

Please mark your calendars for this public meeting. We look forward to seeing you soon! 

Link US Scoping Meeting and Open House:
Thursday, June 2, 2016 
6:00 – 8:00 PM

Metro Headquarters 
One Gateway Plaza, 1st Floor Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Plan your trip to the meeting at metro.net or by calling 323.GO.Metro (323.466.3876). 

Parking is available in the Metro Headquarters underground garage for $8. 

All Metro meetings are held in ADA accessible facilities. ADA accommodations and translations are 
available by calling 213.922.2524 at least 72 hours in advance.  

If you are unable to attend in person, and would like to provide feedback, please send written 
comments in through the following ways: 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Notice of 
Preparation (NOP) Public Comment Period:
May 27, 2016 – June 27, 2016
Please submit NOP public comments via the following methods: 

Email:     Mr. Mark Dierking 
  Community Relations Manager 
  dierkingm@metro.net 

Mail:   Link Union Station (Link US) 
  Metro 
  One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-13-1 
  Los Angeles, CA 90012

Online:        metro.net/projects/regionalrail/commentquestion-form 



National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Notice of Intent 
(NOI) Public Comment Period:
May 31, 2016 – June 30, 2016
Please submit NOI public comments via the following methods: 

Email:     Ms. Stephanie Perez 
  Environmental Protection Specialist 
  Office of Program Delivery 
  stephanie.perez@dot.gov 

Mail:   Link Union Station (Link US) 
  Federal Railroad Administration 
  1200 New Jersey Ave, SE (Mail Stop 20) 
 Washington, DC 20590

Telephone:  202.493.0388 

For more information: 

213.922.2524 
LinkUnionStation@metro.net 
metro.net/projects/link-us 

Share this email: 



 

Name * Frank Mastroly 

Affiliation and/or Organization: * Retired Mechanical Engineer 

Address: 

7831 Seabeeze Drive 

Huntington Beach, CA 92648  

United States 

Email (you@email.com) * frank.mastroly@socal.rr.com 

Would you like to receive email updates on 

this project? * 

Yes 

Comment * I hope that the third time around is a charm. First it was the "Run-

Through Project," then it was the "Southern California Regional 

Interconnector Project (SCRIP),: and now it is "Link Union Station." 

I have been following this since it was first proposed and have 

downloaded the original EIRs form the "Run Through" studies.. 

Is it adequately funded as of today? Will it be funded using Measure R 

funds? Will Caltrans be involved? 

Good luck this time. 



 

Please remove jonno@cutcute.com email address (which is soon to be decommissioned) and use 
jonnoagnew@gmail.com instead. Thanks.  

On Jun 1, 2016, at 5:01 PM, Link Union Station <LinkUnionStation@metro.net> wrote:  



Name * Maya Emsden  

Affiliation and/or Organization: * Metro 

Address: 

1 Gateway Plaza  

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

United States 

Email (you@email.com) * emsdenm@metro.net  

Would you like to receive email updates on 

this project? *  

Yes 

Comment * Please add me to your mailing list. 



From: Eugene Moy
To: Cottini, April; Mah, Moshik; Leitelt, Lyle (FRA)
Cc: pdwong@w2designinc.com; marce@mbimedia.com; mmccormick@mbimedia.com
Subject: Link US EIR-EIS
Date: Friday, June 3, 2016 4:46:11 AM

Good evening:
It was a pleasure chatting with you earlier this evening at Metro headquarters about the proposed improvements to Union Station for the run through tracks and high
speed rail.
I am following up to briefly reiterate some of the thoughts I shared with you:
* I attended as an individual and not as an official representative of community organizations
* I am, however, a board member of: organizations that have an interest in the impacts of Union Station development:

* Chinese Historical Society of Southern California http://chssc.org/
* (Friends of) Chinese American Museum http://camla.org/
* Chinese American Citizens Alliance http://www.cacala.org/, and
* Friends of Park 101 http://park101.org/

* I am offering some preliminary observations that I will take to these boards, and which observations could develop into formal comments from these organizations.
* Most people in the Chinatown/Chinese American community would support transportation and pedestrian improvements.
* As I indicated, a historic Chinatown community was displaced and buildings were destroyed with the construction of the original Union Station, and there is very
little evidence, or educational information, about this historic displacement in one of the most public places in the city.
* There is very little that remains from the historic period, except for the Macy Street School that still stands on the north side of Cesar Chavez.
* Macy Street School served the Chinese and Mexican American communities nearby, because public schools were previously segregated by race.  Nora Sterry, the
former principal of Macy Street School, was an important advocate of public health and social reform; an elementary school in West L.A. currently bears her name.

 * http://www.sterryelementary.org/who-was-nora-sterry.html
 * http://digitallibrary.usc.edu/cdm/ref/collection/p15799coll3/id/276311
 * https://books.google.com/books?

id=KzasAAAAIAAJ&pg=PA97&lpg=PA97&dq=macy+street+school+nora+sterry&source=bl&ots=EsiHNGqr7w&sig=qpPCrHxg5_xh38d3-
nScHUkWB5I&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwjO4b3e0YvNAhVMKiYKHd6LANcQ6AEIOjAF#v=onepage&q=macy%20street%20school%20nora%20sterry&f=false
* Therefore, I recommended, in addition to increasing the awareness of local history within Union Station proper, that adequate research be conducted to establish the
historic significance of the Macy Street School building (now under private ownership, I believe), and perhaps also for some of the adjacent , possibly historic,
buildings.
* Consequently, then, the impacts of the Link US project upon cultural resources like the Macy Street School and environs should be thoroughly and appropriately
evaluated.
* A possible mitigation measure might be the acquisition, reinforcement, and adaptive reuse, or some combination thereof, of the Macy Street School building to
preserve its architectural and historic character.
* An additional mitigation measure, to accommodate increased pedestrian volume, and enhance the pedestrian experience between Union Station and the Civic Center,
would be to bridge the freeway with greenspace as proposed by the Friends of Park 101.  Otherwise, the sidewalks crossing the 101 Freeway (and the crosswalks at the
Arcadia and Aliso frontage roads as well) may be severely impacted.

These are suggestions from me at this time.  As more people in the community become aware of the Link US and related projects, there should be additional comments
forthcoming.  I appreciate your attention and interest at this time, and look forward to further discussions.

Sincerely,
<<< ewm 626-926-5705 cell

--
Eugene W. Moy
ewmoy49@gmail.com



Thank you for giving me the opportunity to voice my opinion re "Link 
Union Station" as a native of Southern California I am completely in 
agreement with the proposed revision of the tracks leading into Union 
Station.  It is time, and has been been since its original design, to allow 
trains inbound and outbound, to travel their route without having a "stub" 
end in the terminal. 
This new plan will definitely benefit the train passengers, the time 
schedule, and the flow of rail traffic into and out of Union Station. 

Morley J. Helfand 
morleyhelfand@yahoo.com 



would like to take this opportunity to communicate immediate attention related to the prosperous potential 
development of transportation center to the greatest city in the world: 

1. who is the client.  Any resources towards designs or designers (as does the mta current generated and
publicized) that contemplates above surface level parking structures within close proximity of union
transportation station center or platforms should immediately be met with disrespect and rejection, as
contradictory and destructive to prime priority and objective of healthy pedestrianism and quality of life.

2. future-scape. focus careful consideration to long term vision, ecologically, technologically, economically
prepare for fast changing future of people transportation, promoting efficient and happy movement within and
without, including people conveying, high speed travel, accommodations and services.  The notion of
generating generic “pretty modern” insensitive monstrosity could be catastrophically antiquated even before
completion.

community voice 



From:  <susan.macadams@gmail.com> 
Date: Tue, Jun 14, 2016 at 2:12 PM 
Subject: LINK Scoping Comments proposed Bauchet Street underpass for Union Station 
To: dierkingm@metro.net, stepahnie.perez@dot.gov 
Cc: Tom Kim <tom.kim@hdrinc.com>, Jeanet Owens <owensj@metro.net>, Michelle Boehm 
<mboehm@hsr.ca.gov>, dan.tempelis@hatchmott.com, Rachel Kesting <rachel.kesting@hsr.ca.gov>, 
"Fielding, Karl" <fieldingk@pbworld.com>, Michael McLoughlin <southern.california@hsr.ca.gov>, 
sideris@ucla.edu, carvajale@metro.net 

June 14, 2016 

Susan MacAdams 
130 E. Montecito Ave, Unit 211 
Sierra Madre, CA 91024 
Track and Alignment Specialist 
Board Member, Train Riders Association of California 
Union Station Historical Preservation Society  

Mark Dierking 
Community Relations Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop 99-13-1 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: Public Comment for LINK Union Station -- NOI Scoping Comments 
 

Dear Mr. Dierking, 

Thank you for speaking with me on June 2, 2016 at the the public scoping meeting held at Metro for the Link 
Union Station Project in Los Angeles,  previously known as the run-through tracks or SCRIP Project.  

Formerly, I was the High Speed Rail Planning Manager at Metro (2009-2011) and  developed a strong 
knowledge of the various complex underground elements in and around Union Station. My responsibilities 
included providing cautionary warnings to engineers, planners and politicians in order to avoid safety issues and 
costly construction mistakes. Prior to that, during the 1980's, I was the track and alignment engineer for Metro's 
Red Line Subway. At that time I helped coordinate the construction documents for the subway box under Union 
Station.  

When moving Metro forward to design a new rail yard for high speed rail at Union Station, things would go 
better, faster, cheaper if the Metro staff and consultants had a pdf file of the Red Line construction documents to 
check the proposed placement of any new structures before proceeding with an EIR for the LINK project.   



During the numerous design attempts to fit high speed rail into Union Station, the Metro planning department 
located a potential site to drop off and pick up passengers. On some old maps, Bauchet Street extended from 
east to west before Union Station train yard was built. It is believed that the roadway was not removed but 
simply covered over. Remnants of an old buttressed stone wall exist across the street from the Bad Boy Bail 
Bonds in an area not frequented by tourists but of historical interests to train buffs because of its proximity to 
the old yard master's tower. Re-opening Bauchet Street under the train yard just north of the Cesar Chavez 
underpass may be a solution worth investigating.  
 
For those not familiar with the area, Bauchet Street runs parallel to and 500 feet north of Cesar Chavez, both 
streets go east and west. Currently, the longest passenger platform in Union Station has its northern terminus 
near the buried portion of Bauchet Street.     
 
Underneath the train yard, Bouchet Street could be widened to six lanes: two center lanes for east and west 
traffic, and two lanes in each direction for drop off and pick up, similar to traffic flow design at modern airports. 
The old stones from Bauchet Street could be removed and used elsewhere in the design of the new structure.  
 
In considering a taxi drop off for Metrolink and HSR, the businesses for bail bondsmen could be relocated and 
centralized into a new office tower and the vacated area bordered by Vignes, Avila, Bouchet, (french and 
spanish street names exist from the time when the area was a wine vineyard) could be used as a drop off area for 
passengers with a bus turnaround and taxi waiting services. There is not an opportunity for retail because of the 
proximity to the LA County Jail. This design solution should include a visual barrier to enhance security but can 
also provide a quicker access for boarding and disembarking from high speed rail. 
 
Please consider this option in your EIR. This may be a better, faster and cheaper solution than modifying the 
Cesar Chavez Underpass, which due to its age and massive six foot thick walls, may not fair well with any 
design alterations, but may last hundreds of years in its current configuration.  
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter.  
 
Susan MacAdams 
310-994-8407 
susan.macadams@gmail.com 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



June 20, 2016 

Susan MacAdams 
130 E. Montecito Ave, Unit 211 
Sierra Madre, CA 91024 
Track and Alignment Specialist 
Board Member, Train Riders Association of California 
Union Station Historical Preservation Society  

Mark Dierking 
Community Relations Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop 99-13-1 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: LINK Union Station -- Notice of Intent (NOI) Public Scoping Comments 
California High Speed Rail Burbank to Los Angeles Project Section Map 
distributed at LINK Community Meeting, coordination of HSR Map needed 

Dear Mark Dierking, 

On June 2, 2016, Metro Los Angeles held a LINK Scoping meeting for Union Station where the California High Speed Rail 
Authority distributed maps showing the proposed high speed rail (HSR) route from Los Angeles to Burbank. The LINK 
run-through tracks at Union Station for HSR are included in that map, demonstrating the overlap between your project and 
HSR. The new map shows the previously proposed tunnels for Union Station were removed from the HSR plans. Thank 
you, this is a sensible economical revision for HSR.  

You should be made aware that there are several inaccuracies on the new map. Metro owns the right-of-way for the HSR 
route from Union Station to Burbank and the map was distributed at your meeting. Map on page 5: (also attached) 
http://www.hsr.ca.gov/docs/brdmeetings/2016/brdmtg_041216_Item8_Report_on_the_Burbank_to_Los_Angeles_Supple
mental_Alternatives_Analysis.pdf 

1.) In Burbank, the new HSR map shows a tunnel segment beginning near Burbank Junction. But the red segment on the 
map cannot be a tunnel. It can only be a trench. The depth of the tracks are less than 60 feet and this depth does not 
permit tunneling, this is too shallow for the tunnel boring machine. Having studied the plan and profiles at the Authority’s 
meetings and spoken with several of the Authority’s engineers, the trench will be only 40 to 50 feet deep and cut 
diagonally across densely populated areas of Burbank.  

The trench starts behind the Empire Shopping Center and will cut a diagonal path of nearly three miles across Burbank 
and end beyond San Fernando Road into Sun Valley, where the track profile is deep enough for the tunneling operation to 



begin. This will impact the infrastructure, roads, traffic, schools and businesses around Burbank Airport for up to ten 
years.   
 
The proposed concrete trench will be more than 100 feet wide and does not follow any former transportation corridor as 
required by Proposition 1A. Trenching will have a significant construction impact on Burbank, yet the affected 
neighborhoods, businesses, local politicians and Burbank City Council are not being properly informed by the CHSRA at 
their outreach meetings.  
 
2.) The HSR map shows a white circle for the HSR station.  This is not representative of the shape or size of the station 
structure. The HSR station is a double platform which requires special trackwork at both ends; the platforms are a quarter 
mile long, the special trackwork at either end of each platform is longer, so the distance needed to build the entire station 
is over a mile in length.  
 
For the Burbank area, there are two proposed station locations, therefore two mile long rectangles should be shown: one 
at Burbank Airport, the other rectangle along the San Fernando Corridor. The station along this line is located on the north 
side of the runway. It is not shown on the map.  
 
But a new mile long station for HSR cannot be built in a trench north of the Airport along the San Fernando Road and start 
at Buena Vista Street; the new mile long Caltrans bridge ends at the same location. The bridge is too high and the trench 
too low to build a double platform station here. This is a significant project coordination dilemma.  
 
3.) In 2015, Caltrans began construction of a new Metrolink bridge that runs between the 5 Freeway and San Fernando 
Road and is a mile long. On the HSR map, the new Caltrans bridge is shown as a green line, meaning it is at-grade; but it 
is not at-grade, this is an aerial bridge. The map needs to be corrected.  
 
In addition, this new bridge will not be wide enough for HSR.  Metrolink, Metro and Caltrans officials are aware that there 
is only room for three tracks on the new bridge and not wide enough to accommodate four tracks, two for Metrolink to 
share with freight, and two tracks for HSR. Electrification is also an issue.  
 
CAHSRA, Caltrans and Metro are not coordinating the building of infrastructure projects using federal, state and local 
funding. The new Caltrans bridge, currently under construction, will have to be torn down and rebuilt to accommodate 
HSR.  
 
4.) The legend on the HSR Map shows a grey dot for existing Metrolink Stations, but no grey dots are shown. There is 
one station in Glendale, three in Burbank. 
 
 
Summary: 
 
Before 2011, many of the fatal flaws of tunneling from Palmdale to Burbank were known by Metro staff. Nevertheless, in 
2011, planning began on a development idea for the empty parcel adjacent to the Burbank Airport, known as the 
Lockheed B-6 Skunk Works, a Superfund Site, which contains contaminated soil. To attract development, the tunneling 
idea was proposed. The many engineering fatal flaws of the HSR tunneling design were hidden in order to attract re-
development investors to the Skunkworks site. But to develop this parcel, a three mile trench must be cut through 
Burbank along a non-existing utility corridor. This plan requires that hundreds if not thousands of apartment dwellers and 
businesses be relocated. Not only does this seem fraudulent waste of taxpayer resources, it seems illegal.  
 
During this same time, equivalent redevelopment monies were not spent for the San Fernando Station option. Both 
stations should have received equal time and money from the Authority.  
 
A HSR station located in downtown San Fernando City would serve a greater majority of the two million residents of the 
San Fernando Valley than one located at the Burbank Airport. There would be less travel time required for the majority of 
residents. This station site was part of Proposition 1A and the preliminary plans showed an aerial two platform station 
centered over MaClay Street with one platform for Metrolink and one for HSR. This proposal was in the documents for the 
2008 Prop 1A but became buried, the budget of one billion dollars for the grade separations along San Fernando Road 
removed from the budget and that funding applied to the tunneling expenses.    
 
The public who live along the corridor have been mis-led by the Authority on many occasions; a good example is the 
recent map. At the same time most of the general public of the San Fernando Valley, almost two million people, have not 
been informed or given a choice about the location of the HSR station. Are all of them opposed to seeing improvements 
made along the San Fernando corridor? Of course not. They haven’t been asked.  



 
Formerly, I was the High Speed Rail Planning Manager at Metro. Prior to that, I worked on Metro’s Red, Blue, and Green 
Lines in Track Design and Construction. On the East Coast I worked on major transportation projects in Baltimore, Boston 
and Washington DC. Under normal track alignment protocol, the fatal flaws of the tunneling and trenching through 
Burbank would never be discussed publicly in this type of forum because the fatal flaws would have been considered 
show stoppers and the plans eliminated by managers without wasting taxpayer funds. At present, there is no need for an 
EIR for the HSR tunnels, the proposal is too fatally flawed. In 1991, I was the manager a proposed high speed rail line 
from Los Angeles International Airport to Palmdale Airport which included a tunnel through the Sepulveda Pass. We 
prepared the plan and profile track drawings. The public is not aware of this effort because that project was shelved: too 
many fatal flaws.  
 
The HSR alignment should go back to the original Prop 1A proposal from 2008, four tracks from Union Station to 
Lancaster along the Antelope/San Fernando corridor, two tracks for Metrolink to share with freight, two tracks for high 
speed rail. After all, the Union Station run-through tracks have gone back to the 2006 documents developed by Caltrans 
and Amtrak because that was the best solution.  
 
When several fatal flaws emerge in the planning stages of a transportation project, they are deemed show stoppers and 
the plans should be abandoned before the public ever sees them. If the local transit organizations fail to do this, such as 
Metro, Metrolink and Caltrans, then it would be the job of the Federal Railroad Administration Office of Inspector General 
(FRA-OIG) to investigate. If they fail to stop the funding of the project, then there would be a Congressional Investigation 
by the House Transportation Committee into the mis-use of federal tax dollars spent on the pubic transportation project.  
 
There are more than a dozen other fatal flaws in the design for building a HSR station in Burbank. Details provided upon 
request.  
  
Thank you for your interest in this matter. 
 
This email is an edited version of the comment letter, attached.  
 
Susan MacAdams 
310-994-8407 
susan.macadams@gmail.com 
 
Attachments: 
CHSRA Map Burbank to LA Project Section Map 
HSR Track Criteria, May 13, 2016 
San Gabriel Trench funding sources 
San Gabriel Trench under construction in front of the San Gabriel Mission 
San Gabriel Trench under construction, trains will later run in trench, not on surface 
Proposed HSR Trench through Burbank Apartments 
Proposed HSR Trench through Burbank Apartments and Businesses 
 
 



June 27, 2016 

Susan MacAdams 
130 E. Montecito Ave, Unit 211 
Sierra Madre, CA 91024 
Track and Alignment Specialist 
Board Member, Train Riders Association of California 
Union Station Historical Preservation Society  

Mark Dierking 
Community Relations Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop 99-13-1 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Stephanie Perez 
Environmental Protection Specialist 
Office of Program Delivery 
Federal Railroad Administration 
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE 
Mail Stop 20 
Washington DC 20590 

RE: LINK Union Station -- Notice of Intent (NOI) by the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) jointly with the Los Angeles County Transportation Metropolitan Authority (Metro)  
Public Scoping Comment -  
Raising the tracks in Union Station fifteen feet to accommodate a passenger concourse is not feasible 

Dear Mark Dierking and Stephanie Perez, 

On June 2, 2016, Metro Los Angeles held a LINK Scoping meeting for Union Station run-through tracks where members 
of the public were allowed to discuss their concerns with the various engineers and program managers. I spoke with 
Thomas Kim, PE, Senior Vice President for HDR, about raising the tracks levels fifteen feet at Union Station to allow for 
the construction of a large concourse and commercial development below the passenger platforms.  

Raising the tracks fifteen feet for a new concourse is unfeasible for several reasons. First, the costs, which seem 
staggering at 2.2 billion dollars. Second, Mr. Kim stated that the new plan would raise the tracks at Union Station higher 
than the tracks along the Los Angeles River. This is not feasible because the tracks at Union Station are kept intentionally 
lower that the tracks along the LA River to prevent accidents. At present trains from the station cannot accidentally roll out 



onto the mainline; if the tracks are raised fifteen feet at the station, then accidents along the river could occur. And thirdly, 
the extensive special trackwork from Union Station to the LA River must be built on basically flat track for operations and 
maintenance reasons. If you raise the tracks fifteen feet at Union Station, the bridges over the LA River must also be 
raised fifteen feet throughout the entire Mission Junction and Taylor Junction. This track complex is one for the record 
books and is a significant problem. The special trackwork extends for more than 2000 feet on both the east and west side 
of the LA River going north and south. These tracks are shared with Amtrak, Metrolink and freight.    
 
This impacts the available clearances on the underside of the Cesar Chavez bridge, the 101 Freeway both east and 
westbound structures and the newly reconstructed First Street bridge. Heading north out of LAUS, raising the tracks 
fifteen feet will impact the Main, Spring, Broadway and Gold Line bridges. Add the two railroad bridges and the total is ten 
structures along the LA River that will need replacement if Union Station is raised 15 feet. The California Public Utility 
Company (CPUC) has strict clearance requirements for track clearances under bridges and those clearances will force 
the raising of the bridges. At present there is not an inch to spare. These costs are not factored into the run-through track 
estimate of two billion dollars. No need for an EIR to study this arrangement. Other, more economical solutions exists and 
should be considered as part of the EIR. 
 
Full copy of comment letter attached, seven pages. 
 
Susan MacAdams 
310-994-8407 
susan.macadams@gmail.com 
 
Attachments: 
Bridges north of Union Station, (4): Gold Line, Broadway, Spring Street and Main 
Bridges south of Union Station, (4): E Cesar Chavez, 101 Freeway (2), 1st Street 
Union Station Mission Junction showing two (2) rail bridges over the LA River  
Union Station Entrance, showing the throat of the yard and special trackwork  
HSR track criteria for station platforms dated May 13, 2016 
PDF copy of the full comment letter 
 



June 27, 2016

Susan MacAdams
130 E. Montecito Ave, Unit 211
Sierra Madre, CA 91024
Track and Alignment Specialist
Board Member, Train Riders Association of California
Union Station Historical Preservation Society�

Mark Dierking
Community Relations Manager
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza
Mail Stop 99-13-1
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Stephanie Perez
Environmental Protection Specialist
Office of Program Delivery
Federal Railroad Administration
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE
Mail Stop 20
Washington DC 20590

RE: LINK Union Station -- Notice of Intent (NOI) by the Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) jointly 
with the Los Angeles County Transportation Metropolitan Authority (Metro) 
Public Scoping Comment - 
Raising the tracks in Union Station fifteen feet to accommodate a passenger 
concourse is not feasible

Dear Mark Dierking and Stephanie Perez,

On June 2, 2016, Metro Los Angeles held a LINK Scoping meeting for Union 
Station run-through tracks where members of the public were allowed to discuss 
their concerns with the various engineers and program managers. I spoke with 
Thomas Kim, PE, Senior Vice President for HDR, about raising the tracks levels 
fifteen feet at Union Station to allow for the construction of a large concourse and 
commercial development below the passenger platforms. 
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Raising the tracks fifteen feet for a new concourse is unfeasible for several 
reasons. First, the costs, which seem staggering at 2.2 billion dollars. Second, 
Mr. Kim stated that the new plan would raise the tracks at Union Station higher 
than the tracks along the Los Angeles River. This is not feasible because the 
tracks at Union Station are kept intentionally lower that the tracks along the LA 
River to prevent accidents. At present trains from the station cannot accidentally 
roll out onto the mainline; if the tracks are raised fifteen feet at the station, then 
accidents along the river could occur. And thirdly, the extensive special trackwork 
from Union Station to the LA River must be built on basically flat track for 
operations and maintenance reasons. If you raise the tracks fifteen feet at Union 
Station, the bridges over the LA River must also be raised fifteen feet throughout 
the entire Mission Junction and Taylor Junction. This track complex is one for the 
record books and is a significant problem. The special trackwork extends for 
more than 2000 feet on both the east and west side of the LA River going north 
and south. These tracks are shared with Amtrak, Metrolink and freight.  �

This impacts the available clearances on the underside of the Cesar Chavez 
bridge, the 101 Freeway both east and westbound structures and the newly 
reconstructed First Street bridge. Heading north out of LAUS, raising the tracks 
fifteen feet will impact the Main, Spring, Broadway and Gold Line bridges.�Add 
the two railroad bridges and the total is ten structures along the LA River that will 
need replacement if Union Station is raised 15 feet. The California Public Utility 
Company (CPUC) has strict clearance requirements for track clearances under 
bridges and those clearances will force the raising of the bridges. At present 
there is not an inch to spare. These costs are not factored into the run-through 
track estimate of two billion dollars. No need for an EIR to study this 
arrangement. Other, more economical solutions exists and should be considered 
as part of the EIR. 

Formerly, I was the High Speed Rail Planning Manager at Metro (2009-2011) and 
studied the infrastructure of Union Station. Prior to that, I was a track engineer 
and manager for Metroʼs Red, Blue and Green Lines. In addition, I worked on 
major transit systems in Baltimore, Boston, and Washington, DC. 

During my Boston experience, I worked on the Back Bay Station, the only rail 
station in America most like Union Station with regards to the types of transit 
operations that are funneled through a small area: Light Rail, Commuter Rail, 
Amtrak, Acela High Speed Rail, and a subway station located underneath. 
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From working as a rail yard designer on the East and West Coasts, rail yards 
became one of my areas of expertise. Union Station is one big rail yard.

Also, by trade, I am a map maker and while working at Metro, discovered there 
was no consolidated rail map for Los Angeles County. Metro had one map, 
Metrolink another, Amtrak a third, Santa Fe had another as did Union Pacific. 
Some railroads shared corridors with Amtrak, some with Metrolink. Working with 
the Long Range Planning group at Metro, the first consolidated rail map for Los 
Angeles County was developed. This map was used by former Metro Executive 
Officer, Don Sepulveda, during his High Speed Rail presentations and the insert 
on this map of Union Station will clarify the track/bridge problem along the Los 
Angeles River. If that map is unavailable, Google maps of the area are attached. 

According to the HSR track Criteria for station design, dated May 13, 2016, 
attached, all trackwork and platforms must be built on basically flat track, with a 
0.25% slope maximum. That means a 3 inch rise every one hundred feet. This is 
standard criteria for special trackwork, whether it is high speed rail, Metrolink or 
Amtrak. Mr. Kim suggested that to increase the height of the station platform area 
by fifteen feet, the slope would be 1%. This is not standard practice and is 
unacceptable for safety reasons. 

The area from the end of the platforms at Union Station through the throat of the 
yard to the Mission Junction is a complex of switches. The distance is too short, 
there is too much special trackwork between Union Station and Mission Junction 
for a rise of fifteen feet to accommodate a new passenger concourse. The track 
profiles at Union Station have remained the same for over eighty years. The 
entire trackway was designed and built using standard engineering track 
practices still in use today. Each station and rail yard from Los Angeles to 
Chicago was designed in a similar fashion, in a swale, or spoon shape, to 
prevent trains from rolling out onto the mainline. The tracks inside Union Station 
area are in a swale. The tracks along the LA River are slightly higher. 

SUMMARY: If vehicles roll onto the mainline, they become extreme safety 
hazards for other rail traffic which cannot stop or slow down like automobiles. To 
prevent trains from unintentionally rolling, the entire track complex from Union 
Station to the LA River, must remain in a swale, or spoon shape. Raising the 
tracks fifteen feet higher at Union Station demands that the entire track complex 
along the LA River also be raised fifteen feet. Raising track levels fifteen feet 
means rebuilding ten bridges over the Los Angeles River. 
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A similar comment to this was sent to City Councilmember Mike Bonin, Metro 
Board of Directors, Planning & Program Committee Chair on September 22, 
2014, regarding the Union Station Master Plan. At that time Metro Planning 
proposed raising the tracks five feet for a new mezzanine level. 

A copy of the memo was also sent to Christopher Hawthorne, Architectural Critic 
for the Los Angeles Times. Mr. Hawthorne used some of the information in his 
article about the proposed Union Station Master Plan dated September 26, 2014. 

http://touch.latimes.com/#section/-1/article/p2p-81480831/

“The basic track design is in the middle of a $350-million overhaul that will soon 
end the inefficient practice of trains pulling in and then having to back out of the 
station in favor of a so-called run-through setup. Making that switch will require 
raising the rail tracks by 5 feet, to allow them to clear the 101 Freeway as they 
move in a new loop around the station.

“The change has direct implications, good and possibly bad, for the rest of the 
master plan; it's a reminder of just how many moving parts (and how much linked 
infrastructure) ... Metro's in-house planners have had to keep track of in remaking 
Union Station.

“Good: Raising the tracks will make the concourse feel open and much less 
cramped, since the ceiling above passengers' heads will be 5 feet higher than it 
is now.

“Possibly bad: If lifting the tracks in and around the station requires lifting them 
along the L.A. River as well, that could mean that several historic bridges will 
need to be replaced.”

After the article was published, Metro Board held a meeting to discuss the 
proposed Master Plan; former Metro Executive Officer Don Sepulveda was 
asked by the Board Members, how many bridges would have to be re-built if the 
tracks were raised five feet? He answered: “Five bridges.” This information had 
not been previously disclosed to the Board.

Solution 1: It may be more cost effective to lower the 101 Freeway than raise the 
tracks. Lowering the 101 freeway through downtown was completed decades 
ago by Caltrans. But the project stopped just short of Union Station due to 
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opposition from adjacent stakeholders, primarily the property owner of the Deja 
Vu Showgirls Afterhours Club across the freeway from Union Station. 

Caltrans construction drawings showing a lower profile along the 101 Freeway 
should be available in Caltrans archives. A lower profile along the freeway would 
eliminate the need of raising the tracks in Union Station when building the run-
through tracks. The Metro Board should request that Caltrans investigate and 
substantiate this claim and compare costs of lowering the freeway (and finishing 
the job) to those of raising the rail yard fifteen feet, which will require replacing 
ten bridges over the LA River. 

Solution 2: add two additional passenger tunnels, one on either side of the 
current walkway. 

One new passenger tunnel could extend from the end of the Harvey Restaurant 
walkway. This existing passenger walkway displays the same distinct 
architectural elements as Union Station. There is a grand portico entrance near 
Alameda which originally attracted celebrities to the restaurant. This walkway 
passes between two well-maintained gardens, both underutilized. The 
Metropolitan Water Department (MWD) garden has patio seating, shade trees, a 
beautiful fountain and a historical plaque marking the old boundary of Chinatown. 
This garden is open to the public. 

The Harvey Restaurant walkway could continue straight forward under the 
tracks, higher and wider than the existing passenger tunnel without raising the 
tracks. Currently there are thick beams in the roof of the existing passenger 
tunnel, designed to hold up the weight of steam locomotives which are four times 
heavier than diesel engines. Therefore the beams in the original passenger 
tunnel are larger than necessary to do the job. The new roof beams could be 
structurally smaller, providing more head room. Construction-wise, it would be 
more economical to mine a new passenger tunnel than to take out the roof 
beams of the old one. 

There are currently no elevators to the Amtrak and Metrolink platforms at Union 
Station. This tunnel could have elevators for handicap patrons. This passenger 
tunnel also allows for easier boarding of Metrolink trains as passengers would 
load more directly at the south end of the station platforms.  

One goal set forth in the LINK proposal was to increase the circulation of 
passengers using Metroʼs Red Line Subway, Amtrak and Metrolink. Some of the 
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elevators in this tunnel could connect Metrolink and Amtrak platforms with the 
Red Line Subway mezzanine, directly below, without the huge infrastructure 
investment proposed by the LINK proposal. 

This Fred Harvey passenger tunnel has not been discussed in the Master Plan 
and is not identified on the LINK scoping plans. It is primarily used only by the 
Los Angeles El Monte busway commuters, who enter and exit Union Station 
across the MWD garden patio. 

The second tunnel could be built parallel to the existing passenger tunnel, 
beginning inside the Red Line entranceway in the atrium room behind Starbucks. 
There are some knock-out panels in that room for this type of expansion. 

This tunnel would exit behind the existing Metro/Metrolink Customer Center near 
the Patsauoras Plaza and into the parking garage under Metroʼs headquarters. A 
large cinder block wall currently exist at the proposed tunnel portal and contains 
an underutilized loading dock. The parking area near this proposed passenger 
tunnel could become an underground drop off area for a special kind of “kiss and 
ride.” 

In summary, raising the tracks fifteen feet at a cost of over two billion dollars at 
Union Station is unfeasible because of track criteria. No need for an EIR to study 
this arrangement. A more economical solution exists without raising the track bed 
and should be considered as part of the EIR. 

Thank you for your interest in this matter.

Susan MacAdams
310-994-8407
susan.macadams@gmail.com

Attachments:
Bridges north of Union Station, 4: Gold Line, Broadway, Spring Street and Main
Bridges south of Union Station, 4: E Cesar Chavez, 101 Freeway (2), 1st Street
Union Station Mission Junction showing two (2) rail bridges over the LA River 
Union Station Entrance, showing the throat of the yard and special trackwork 
HSR track criteria for station platforms dated May 13, 2016
PDF copy of this comment letter

Further information: The "swale" is a normal standard worldwide railroad 
operating requirement for rail yards. A swale, or spoon shape yard, prevents the 
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rolling stock from rolling out onto the mainline. At the same time, a rail yard is 
never completely flat. There is a 3 - 4 inch rise per every one hundred feet for 
drainage or around 0.27%. A low point usually occurs at the center point of the 
storage area, or in this case, the center point of the platform area at Union 
Station. So there is a gentle swale though out the rail yard, imperceptible to the 
human eye. 

The 10 bridges affected by raising the profile of the mainline tracks underneath 
by even one inch (following CPUC criteria) going north to south along the LA 
River are these:

Gold Line Bridge 
N Broadway
N Spring Street 
N Main Street
East/west Railroad across LA River, Mission Junction, Amtrak to New Orleans
East/south railroad bridge across LA River, Mission Junction, Metrolink
E Cesar Chavez Avenue bridge
101 Freeway Westbound
101 Freeway Eastbound
E First Street

All of the special trackwork on the East Bank and the West Bank of the LA River 
will have to be re-built if the track profile is raised. 

The Gold Line bridge already has CPUC clearance issues underneath it which 
were inherited when the structure was part of the old Santa Fe Line to Chicago. If 
the tracks are raised under the bridge by another inch, the CPUC will protest and 
make Metro rebuild the bridge. But the Gold line is already at a maximum 6% 
profile crossing over the LA River, another problem inherited from the Santa Fe, 
and the profile grade can't be increased. This bridge is just north of the N 
Broadway bridge and is not labeled on the Google map, attached.  
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770 L Street, Suite 700
Sacramento, CA  95814

916-384-9521
Fax: 916-553-0042

NTD 10-R1  RDP Memo Special Tr ack W ork a nd Tunnel Cross Section Reduction.docx

4. Tunnel Cross Section Reduction
a. Reduce operating maximum speed in Tunnels from 220 mph to 200 mph.
b. Reduce nominal tunnel diameter from 29.5ft ID to 28ft ID.















Project Description from Los Angeles Union Station Run-Through Tracks Project is listed under 
CEQAnet (CALTRANS) as: 

Union 
Station

improvements to increase accessibility to platforms are also planned.

With Piper Tech being considered as a High Speed Rail station, cost-benefit analysis should be 
included.  The Property was not an alternative in the Union Station Master Plan and was added after 
the comment period was over.  The property is owned by the City of Los Angeles.  The citizens and 
residents of the City has not been presented with the change and/or sale of property and the cost and 
replacement of same.

Since the area is a METHANE ZONE, all aspects of SOILS AND GEOLOGY should be considered. 

Hydrology and Water Quality including watershed quality and degradation issues should be 
considered.  CALTRANS permit has different requirements that the LA County. 

LA Regional Water Quality Control Board issued LA County Municipal Separate Storm Sewer 
Systems Permit ORDER NO. R4-2012-0175 NPDES PERMIT NO. CAS004001. It reads as follows:

D. Permit Coverage and Facility Description
The Los Angeles County Flood Control District, the County of Los Angeles, and
84 incorporated cities within the Los Angeles County Flood Control District with the exception
of the City of Long Beach (see Table 5, List of Permittees), hereinafter referred to separately
as Permittees and jointly as the Dischargers, discharge storm water and non-storm water
from municipal separate storm sewer systems (MS4s), also called storm drain systems. For
the purposes of this Order, references to the “Discharger” or “Permittee” in applicable federal
and state laws, regulations, plans, or policy are held to be equivalent to references to the

The proposed improvements to Union Station would extend two of the existing tracks  
southward from Union Station and provide a new connection into the Burlington Northern 
Santa Fe (BNSF) Railway mainline on the west side of the Los Angeles River; this would  
allow some trains that use the station to avoid the pull in/back out situation that causes  
delays either at the station platforms or on the connecting tracks while waiting for a slot 
at the platforms. The proposed structure would form an S-curve, connecting at its 
north/west end to track platforms at Union Station and its south/east end ot (sic)a point  
along the BNSF mainline in the vicinity of the First Street Bridge. A range of potential  
alignments has been developed that could be located in the area north of First Street.  



Discharger, or Permittees herein depicting the major drainage infrastructure within the area 
covered under this Order are included in
Attachment C of this Order.

 
Upper Los Angeles River Watershed Group is in the Upper Los Angeles River Watershed 
Management Area with the City of Los Angeles as the Lead Agency in the preparation of the EWMP 
Enhanced Watershed Management Plans and the CIMP Coordinated Integrated Monitoring Program. 
There exists responsibility for the Receiving Water compliance issues:
 

         Los Angeles River Watershed Trash TMDL
         Los Angeles River Nitrogen Compounds and Related Effects TMDL
         Los Angeles River and Tributaries Metals TMDL
         Los Angeles River Watershed Bacteria TMDL
         Los Angeles Area Lakes TMDLs

 
Traffic and Circulation should be studied.
Who is the Lead Agency?  CALTRANS? Metro?
 
Joyce Dillard
P.O. Box 312377
Los Angeles, CA 90013
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