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1.0INTRODUCTION

11 PURPOSE OF THISADDENDUM

The Metro Union Bus Maintenance and Operations Facility ISMND was adopted by the Metro Board on
September 25, 2008. Since that time Metro made minor modifications to the overall design of the project
including the removal of a spiral vehicle/pedestrian bridge structure over Cesar E. Chavez Avenue that
had potentialy significant visual impacts. The revised project also incorporates the use of an access road
at the east end of the project site. Several other project components were changed that reduced the overall
intensity of the facility. The potential environmental impacts of these revised project components are
discussed in each appropriate section.

Cdlifornia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15164 requires either the Lead Agency
or aresponsible agency to prepare an addendum to a previous Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) if
“some changes or additions are necessary but none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling
for preparation of a subsequent MND have occurred.” In addition, Section 15164(b) provides that an
addendum “may be prepared if only minor technical changes or additions are necessary.”

The purpose of this Addendum is to ensure that no new significant impacts would result from the
improvements planned as described in the Final IS'MND and Section 2.0 of this Addendum. In order to
do so, the same impact categories analyzed in the Fina ISMND are compared to the existing project.
The findings of the Final ISSMND and any associated mitigation measures are incorporated by reference.

The following list provides of abrief summary changes to the proposed Union Division Bus Maintenance
and Operations Facility:

o The removal of a upward spiral circular structure and vehicle bridge structure over Cesar E.
Chavez Avenue

° The use of an existing access road as an exit from the project site

° Changes in the square footage and configuration of several components of the project

° Further development of Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) components,

including obtaining a minimum Silver rating.
Each of these components is discussed in detail below.
12 PROJECT OVERVIEW

This report analyzes the potential environmental effects of the proposed design modifications to the Metro
Union Division Bus Maintenance and Operations Facility Project (proposed project). The proposed
project consists of an approximately 360,000-square-foot public facility development, including the
construction of a three-story parking structure and a two-story bus maintenance/office building, a central
cash counting facility and additional ancillary uses. The project site is located in northeast Downtown
Los Angeles on the northeast and southeast corners of the Cesar E. Chavez Avenue/Vignes Street
intersection. Changes to the project include minor design modifications such as the removal of a vehicle
bridge and the inclusion of the use of an egress only access road associated with the Bauchet Street
parking structure.

Regional L ocation

The project site is located within the Central-City North Community Plan Area, which is located in the
eastern section of the City of Los Angeles. The project site is situated in the industrial northeast section
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of Downtown Los Angeles. Regional access to the project site is provided by Hollywood Freeway/Santa
Ana Freeway (U.S. Highway 101/Interstate 5), which is less than 0.5 miles south of the project site, and
San Bernardino Freeway (Interstate 10), which is approximately 0.5 miles southeast of the project site
(Figure 1-1).

Project Site

The project site is located on the northeast and southeast corners of the Vignes Street/Cesar E. Chavez
Avenue intersection in the City of Los Angeles. The project site is 327,592 square feet (7.52 acres). The
majority of the project site, 299,692 square feet (6.88 acres), is located on the north side of Cesar E.
Chavez Avenue, and approximately 27,900 square feet (0.64 acres) of the project site is located on the
south side of Cesar E. Chavez Avenue. The project site is bounded by the Twin Towers Correctional
Facility and Bauchet Street to the north; Vignes Street to the west; the Metro Support Services Center
(MSSC), Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad (BNSF Railroad), and Los Angeles River to the east; and
the C. Erwin Piper Technical Center and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue to the south. Lyon Street traverses the
project site in a north-south direction, and south of Cesar E. Chavez Avenue.

Changesto the Project Sincethe Final ISMND
Vehicle Bridge

The Final IS'MND for the project evaluated the impacts of a proposed vehicle bridge connecting the
south side of Cesar E. Chavez Avenue to the project site. As part of this structure, an upward spiral
structure would be constructed on the triangle-shaped parcel on the south side of Cesar E. Chavez Avenue
(now the location of the CNG facility). The upward spiral circular structure would bring vehicles up to the
third floor employee parking level of the proposed parking structure. The vehicle bridge would connect
the upward spiral structure on the south side of Cesar E. Chavez Avenue to the employee parking area on
the third floor of the proposed parking structure on the north side of the street. The bridge would have a
dight grade and range in height from approximately 37 feet, on the south side of Cesar E. Chavez
Avenue, to 42.5 feet, on the north side of the street.

The redesign of the project included the removal of the vehicle/pedestrian bridge and the upward spiral
structure on the south side of Cesar E. Chavez Avenue. Employee access into the facility is to be provided
via two entrances, one located on Vignes Street and one along Cesar E. Chavez Avenue. The Vignes Street
entrance will be located approximately 130 feet north of Cesar E. Chavez Avenue. The entrance along Cesar
E. Chavez Avenue will be located at the existing site of the northern leg of Lyon Street. Both locations will
be restricted to right-in/right-out operations and would consist of one entry and one exit lane. Vehicular
access into the parking structure will be controlled by vehicular gates with card reader activation for
employees and ticket dispenser activation for visitors.

Access Road

A third point of egress will be provided by an access road located along the extreme eastern edge of the
project site. This access road extends under the Cesar E. Chavez Avenue Bridge and provides a
connection to Keller Street, immediately east of the existing Piper Tech building, eventually providing
access to Ramirez Street. The access road would operate as a one-way southbound roadway for
employees exiting the project site. This access road is currently in use by Metro employees to gain access
to the parking area located on the east end of the project site. This parking area would be removed to
accommodate the Central Cash Counting Facility (CCCF). Access to the CCCF would be provided via
Bauchet Street and Macy Street. Although the access road currently exists on the project site, and isin
use, it was not evaluated as a possible exit from the site and is therefore included as a “new” component
of the project.

2006-071 1-2
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Design and Configuration

The proposed project would consist of three primary uses. the Bus Maintenance Facility and Parking
Structure, the Bauchet Parking Structure and a Central Cash County Facility (CCCF),! Figure 1-2 shows
the overal site plan and a project rendering is shown in Figure 1-3. A summary of the project changesis
included in Table 1-2. A public vehicle access CNG/Alternative Fuels facility would be located south of
the parking facility at the Lyon Street/Cesar E. Chavez Avenue intersection. A maximum of 200 CNG
standard buses would be accommodated by the proposed project. Standard buses are typically 35 to 42
feet in length with a passenger capacity of 45. Ultimately, the proposed project may also accommodate
60-foot long articulated buses. The buses maintained and stored at the proposed Metro Union Division
Bus Maintenance and Operations Facility would likely be transferred from the existing Division 2 bus
maintenance facility, which is located at 720 East 15" Street, approximately 2.25 miles southwest of the
project site. Approximately 579 employees would be assigned to the proposed project. Of the 579
employees assigned to the proposed project, approximately 20 to 25 would be new Metro employees.

Parking Structure. The proposed three-story (46.5-foot tall) parking structure would be located on the
western portion of the project site along Vignes Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue at the former
Terminal 31 site (3.39 acres) and the MSSC Lot A (1.74 acres). Lyon Street (0.75 acres) would be
vacated with the construction of the proposed parking structure. The new facility would consist of
approximately 360,000 square feet and would be comprised of the three-story parking structure and the
two-story bus maintenance/office building. The facility would provide service for a maximum of 200
standard buses and would accommodate 60-foot articul ated buses.

The parking structure would be constructed on the western portion of the project site fronting both Vignes
Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue. The ground floor of the parking structure would accommodate fare
retrieval, bus fueling, and wash activities with enough storage area to accommodate 52 standard buses.
The upper level would provide parking for approximately 108 buses and 40 layover spaces. The lower
level would include 380 employee and visitor parking spaces. The ground floor of the parking structure
would be dedicated to bus maintenance activities including tire and repair bays, a brake shop and a
materials handling area. An entry lobby, providing elevator and stairway access to each floor of the
proposed parking structure, would be located at the northeast and northwest portion of the parking
structure.

Bus Maintenance Facilities. The proposed parking structure would be flanked by two administrative
uses, on the west end immediately north of the Vignes Street/Cesar E. Chavez Avenue intersection, by the
two-story administration/office building, while the maintenance building would be located on the east end
of the parking structure. The ground floor of the operations building would include dispatch offices, a
kitchen and employee lounges, while the second floor would be comprised primarily of office uses. The
ground floor of the maintenance building would include general maintenance uses such as tire bays and
repair shops as well as a welding and materials handling area. The second floor would include
maintenance and transportation offices, a training room and other office-related uses. This would be a
new configuration for the maintenance facilitates. The previous design for the project included a remodel
of a portion of the existing MSSC Building 1 to construct the maintenance and operations facilities. With
the current design the remodel of MSSC Building 1 would not occur.

Al square footage data are based on the Metro Union Division Revised Space Needs Program Summary, January
2009. Exact square footage, as well as locations of project components would be finalized during the final design process, prior
to construction.
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Bauchet Parking Structure. This is a new project component. A three-story parking structure is
proposed at the northern portion of the project site. This structure would contain 427 parking spaces. The
structure would provided employee parking for both the City of Los Angeles Twin Towers Correctional
Facility, as well as replace the MSSC Lot A surface parking lot that will be removed as part of the
proposed project. A total of 160 parking spaces will be reserved for use by Metro employees. Access to
this structure would be provided via an entrance located on Macy Street, east of Bauchet Street. The
Bauchet Parking Structure was included in the Final ISSMND as a project alternative.

Central Cash Counting Facility (CCCF). The approximately 18,000-square-foot CCCF would be
located north of the existing MSSC Building Four and adjacent to the Bauchet Street Storage & Facilities
Maintenance Structure. This would be a new location for the CCCF. The Fina ISSMND evaluated the
CCCF located on the third floor of the proposed parking structure. The CCCF is anticipated to include 34
employees at the facility. Egress for the CCCF would be provided via a Metro-owned access road located
at the northeast end of the project site. Apart from the change in the location of the CCCF, the CCCF
would also be reduced in size from 20,000 square feet to approximately 18,000 square feet.

CNG Facility. In addition to the Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) equipment required for the buses on
the project site, a two-pump public-access CNG facility would be located along Cesar E. Chavez Avenue
south of the parking structure. This would be a new location for the CNG facility. The Final ISMND
evaluated the CNG facility located adjacent to the parking structure on the large parcel on the north side
of Cesar E. Chavez Avenue. The fueling facility will include CNG, 85 percent Ethanol Gasoline Blend
(E85) and Bio-Diesel. The physical design of this facility would be similar to that of atypical gas station.

Access. Bus access to the site would be provided at an existing T-intersection that is located approximately
350 feet north of Cesar E. Chavez Avenue along Vignes Street. This driveway is currently shared by
vehicles entering the Twin Towers Correctional Facility and buses using the former Termina 31 employee
parking lot as alayover. The driveway will continue to operate as a shared facility with the construction of
the proposed project.

Employee access to the project site would be provided via two entrances leading directly into the parking
structure. Lyon Street at the project site would be vacated to accommodate an entrance located aong
Vignes Street. This entrance will be restricted right-in/right-out. VVehicular access into the lower level will
be controlled by vehicular gates with card reader activation for employees and ticket dispenser activation
for visitors. There would be one entrance lane and one exit lane at Cesar E. Chavez Avenue, and one
entrance lane and one exit lane at Vignes Street. A third point of egress will be provided by an access
road located along the extreme eastern edge of the project site. This access road would extend under the
Cesar E. Chavez Avenue Bridge and provide a connection to Keller Street, immediately east of the
existing Piper Tech building, eventually providing access to Ramirez Street. The access road would
operate as a one-way southbound roadway for employees exiting the project site. The access road, which
is currently in use on the Metro site by Metro employees was not included in the Final ISSMND as a
proposed egress route.
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TABLE 1-1: SUMMARY OF PROJECT CHANGES

Project Component Old New
Vehicle Bridge/Upward Spiral Vehicle/pedestrian bridge across Not included
Cesar E. Chavez Avenue
Access Road Not included Use of existing two-way access road

included as part of the project, would
be egress only

Parking Structure 50,000 square feet bus parking 114,000 sq. ft. bus parking
32 layover buses, 54 standard bus 52 standard buses
storage (ground floor) 108 buses and 40 layover spaces
114 bus parking (second floor) (upper level)
417 employee parking spaces (third 380 employee and visitor parking
floor) spaces (lower level)
CCCF No CCCF

Maintenance/Office Building Combined use No remodel/reuse

Remodel/reuse of west side of
MSSC Building 1

Maintenance Building Part of parking structure/remodel of 52,000 sqg. ft.
New building
located adjacent to parking structure,
east end
Administration Building Combined use 15,000 sq. ft.
Remodel/reuse of west side of New building
MSSC Building 1 Located adjacent to parking structure,
west end
CCCF Located in parking structure Located adjacent to Bauchet Street
parking structure
CNG Facility Located adjacent to parking structure | Located on smaller parcel south of

Cesar E. Chavez Avenue, not on same
parcel as parking structure

Bauchet Street Parking Not included New feature

Structure
SOURCE: Metro Union Division Revised Space Needs Program Summary, January 2009.

LEED

Metro intends to pursue LEED Silver Certification, or higher for this project under the LEED for New
Construction Program. LEED is athird-party certification program and a nationally accepted benchmark
for the design, construction and operation of high performance green buildings. LEED promotes a whole-
building approach to sustainability by recognizing performance in five key areas of human and
environmental health: sustainable site development, water savings, energy efficiency, materials selection
and indoor environmental quality. Table 1-2 is a partia list of sustainable design strategies, grouped into
five categories, which Metro intends to incorporate into the proposed project.
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AB PRO D A R
Sustainable Sites Water Efficiency
Building on a previously developed site Drought tolerant/low water consuming vegetation
Close proximity to numerous public transit Reduce water use onsite by 30%, including low flow
options fixtures

Provide alternative fuels refueling station
Provide additional bicycle parking, showers and
changing areas

Energy and Atmosphere
Commissioning to ensure highest performance of building

Reduce stormwater runoff onsite through BMPs ﬁﬂc?rl:ilgrizznér eliminate the use of ozone depletin
Roofing material that reduces heat island effect : P 9
refrigerants
Purchase power from green energy sources
Materials and Resources Indoor Environmental Quality

75% of construction debris diverted from landfills Low Volatile Organic Compound (VOC) emitting
50% of wood FSC (Forest Stewardship Council) adhesives, sealants, paints, coatings and carpet

certified Daylight provided to 75% of indoor spaces
Locally, extracted, processed and manufactured - -
materials Innovation and Design Process

Publicity and green building education
Exceed the required savings for water

SOURCE: Metro Union Division Revised Space Needs Program Summary, January 2009.

ESTIMATED CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE

It is anticipated that the proposed project would be constructed over approximately 18 months, with
construction expected to be completed in 2012. Construction activities would be phased because
technical design activities related to the proposed project have not been completed and the characteristics
of the phasing are not known at this time. Construction activities would include extensive grading and
asphalt removal of the existing Lyon Street and MSSC Lot A. Demolition and site preparation activities
would last approximately six months. Approximately 30,000 cubic yards of materials and dirt would
require hauling during the construction phase, including approximately 7,000 cubic yards of removed
asphalt.? Most of the hauling would occur during the demolition phase. Excavation would be required
for the construction of the proposed parking structure and the maintenance office building, the CCCF,
chasignon revenue wash and the CNG fueling facility. Excavation activities would specificaly be
required for building foundations and structural footings. Excavations depths would range from at least 2
feet to a potential maximum of approximately 20 feet and would include 3,279 cubic yards of dirt.

PREVIOUSLY DISCLOSED IMPACTS

The Final IS'MND determined that all impacts could be mitigated to a less-than-significant level. No
significant effects were found.

CEQA COMPLIANCE

An Addendum to the Metro Union Division Final ISMND is permitted under CEQA Guidelines Sections
15162 and 15164 for projects where there are no substantial changes to the project, or in circumstances
surrounding the project, and where the project would not have new significant impacts or more severe
impacts than those previously disclosed in the previously certified negative declaration. To summarize,

%persond correspondence from Manuel Gurrola, Project Manager, Metro, Facilities-Operations, January 8, 2008.
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sections 15162 and 15164 of the CEQA Guidelines state that an addendum to a previoudy certified
negative declaration can be prepared for a project if the criteria and conditions summarized below are
satisfied:

No Substantial Changes. There are no substantial changes proposed in the project that will
require major revisions to the previous negative declaration due to the involvement of new
significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects.

No Change in Circumstances. No substantia changes to the circumstances regarding the
project have taken place that will require major revisions of the previous negative declaration due
to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the
severity of previoudy identified significant effects.

No Substantial New Information. There is no new information of substantial importance that
was not known or could not have been known at the time of the previous negative declaration that
shows the following:

The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous
negative declaration;

- Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in
the previous negative declaration;

- Mitigation measures or aternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be
feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but
the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternatives; and

- Mitigation measures or alternatives which are substantially different from those analyzed
in the previous negative declaration would substantially reduce one or more significant
effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation
measure or alternative.

Each of the above conditionsis satisfied because:

1

2006-071

The changes to the project evaluated in the Fina 1S/MND, described in Section 1.2 Project
Overview, would not result in new significant environmental effects. The modifications include
the removal of the vehicle bridge and the inclusion of a proposed egress-only access road.
Additional changes in the design, as described above would generally represent an overall
reduction in the scope of the project. These alterations would not result in any new significant
environmental impacts.

Circumstances and existing conditions surrounding the project site have not changed from those
depicted in the Final ISMND. Existing conditions on and surrounding the project site remain as
depicted in the Final ISSMND.

There is no substantial new information. The changes in the proposed project do not constitute
substantial new information as defined in the CEQA Guidelines. Changes to the proposed project
would not result in additional significant impacts that were not discussed in the Final ISMND.
Additionally, the intent of the mitigation measures remains unchanged.

1-10
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2.0 COMPARISON OF PROJECT TO PREVIOUS FINDINGS

The findings of the ISMND are hereby incorporated into this Addendum by reference to provide a basis
of comparison for changes from the Final ISSMND. Although each CEQA topic area is discussed below,
the project changes affected the analysis of the Aesthetics, Traffic and Air Quality sections more than
other sections. As such, these sections are included first and the remaining impact areas are discussed
after.

AESTHETICS (AE)

Scenic Vistas. The Final ISMND determined the project would have a less-than-significant impact on
scenic vistas. The project site is located in a developed urban area in the northeastern portion of
downtown Los Angeles. Although the proposed project would be in direct view when looking east
towards the Macy Street Viaduct, the proposed project would not change the general nature of the view or
the setting. The project vicinity is industrial and heavily associated with transportation, and, thus, the
proposed project would be contextually consistent with the surrounding environment. The proposed
project would not affect views of the unique elements of the Macy Street Viaduct, which are best viewed
from the bridge itself or from along the river to the north or south, nor would the proposed changes to the
project. The changes to the proposed project include the removal of the vehicular bridge and would
represent and overall reduction in the scale and intensity of the proposed project and would not result in
any changes to views beyond those previously analyzed in the Fina ISMND. No new impacts would
occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.

Scenic Resources. The Fina IS'MND for the project determined impacts related to scenic resources
would be less than significant. The project site is located in a developed industrial area and does not
contain any scenic resources. The Macy Street Viaduct to the east of the project site along Cesar E.
Chavez Avenue is a City-designated Historic Cultural Monument (HCM) and may be considered a scenic
resource. The Fina IS/MND determined that the proposed project and its elements would not
substantially alter views of the Macy Street Viaduct as several existing views of the bridge looking east
from the Cesar E. Chavez Avenue/Vignes Street intersection are currently obstructed by landscaping and
other structures. The closest officially designated State scenic highway is State Route 2, approximately
nine miles to the northeast of the project site and is not visible from the project site. State Route 2
extends from La Cafiada northeast to the San Bernardino County Line® These impacts were fully
evauated in the Final ISMND. The changes to the proposed project include the remova of the vehicle
bridge and represent an overal reduction in the scale and intensity of the project. Therefore, the
conclusions presented in the Final ISYMND would remain applicable No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Visual Character. Asdescribed inthe Final ISMND, the project siteislocated in ahighly urbanized area
of the City of Los Angeles. Industrial land uses, such as bail bond businesses (one to two stories in
height) and the Metro Gateway Headquarters high-rise building (26 stories), are located on the west side
of Vignes Street, across the street from the project site. Public facility uses, including the Twin Towers
Correctional Facility (1.5 million square feet and seven to eight stories), the Los Angeles County Central

SCalifornia Department of Transportation website: California Scenic Highway Program
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LandArch/scenic_highways/index.htm, accessed: July 17, 2009.
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Jail, and several Southern Pacific Railroad lines, are located north of the project site. Other public facility
uses, such as the C. Erwin Piper Technical Center (three to four stories in height) and U.S. 101/1-5, are
located south of the project site. The localy historic Macy Street Viaduct is located east of the project
site. Asdiscussed in the Final IS'MND, the project site is located within an area of low visual sensitivity
and would not substantially degrade the existing visual character of the project site and its surrounding
uses. The changes to the project include a reduction in the overall intensity of the project and would not
substantiadly differ from the visual elements evaluated in the Fina ISSMND which were determined to
have aless-than-significant impact. As such, no new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.

Shade/Shadow. The Final ISMND evaluated potential impacts related to shade and shadow and
determined these impacts would be less than significant. The proposed project would introduce a new
three-story parking structure, associated office /maintenance uses and the Central Cash Counting Facility
(CCCF). The shadows projected from the proposed parking structure or any of the ancillary structures
would not shade any routinely useable outdoor areas, pedestrian-oriented areas, outdoor seating areas,
nurseries, or solar collectors in the project area. The revisions to the project include the removal of the
vehicle bridge, which was a shadow producing feature of the project. As such, this would be a reduction
in previously evaluated impacts and no new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.

Light. The Final ISMND determined that impacts related to light would be reduced to less than
significant with mitigation incorporation. The project site is located in an urban and industrial setting
adjacent to jail facilities with relatively high levels of ambient, security, and street lighting. The proposed
project would include security lighting typical of parking structures and industrial buildings as required
by the City of Los Angeles. The nearest residential uses are located approximately one-third mile to the
north and west of the project site, and, as such, lighting from the proposed project would not affect any
residences. However, lighting from the proposed project would have the potential to affect drivers
traveling on Vignes Street and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue. Lighting associated with the proposed project
would not affect the adjacent Twin Towers Correctional Facility because the complex was designed to
house maximum security inmates, and, therefore, very few windows or openings exist on the south side of
the facility. All lighting associated with the proposed project would be installed in compliance with all
applicable lighting standards to contribute minimally to the visual contrast of the proposed project with
surrounding land uses during the nighttime hours. This impact was discussed in the Final ISSMND.
Mitigation Measures AE1 through AE3 identified in the Final ISMND shall also apply to the project as
currently redesigned. Therefore, no new lighting impacts would occur and existing mitigation measures
would apply.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.

Glare. The Fina ISMND determined impacts related to glare would be less than significant with
mitigation incorporation. The project areaincludes industrial and public buildings that do not appear to be
constructed with reflective materials. The exterior surface of the proposed parking structure would consist
of concrete. The proposed maintenance/office building would be constructed using the same material as
the existing MSSC Building 1, which does not exhibit visible glare. Compliance with applicable State
building codes, design, construction standards for the use of particular building materias, and
implementation of recommended measures would reduce this impact. This impact was discussed in the
Final ISMND. Mitigation Measure AE3 identified in the Final ISMND shall aso apply to the project as
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currently redesigned. Therefore, no new glare impacts would occur and existing mitigation measure
would apply.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.
AIR QUALITY (AQ)

Conflict with AQMP. The Final ISMND concluded that the proposed project would be consistent with
the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) 2007 Air Quality Management Plan
(AQMP) based on operational localized carbon monoxide (CO) concentrations and applicable zoning of
the project site. A revised CO analysis was completed based on the updated traffic study. As shownin
Table 2-1, the proposed project with cumulative traffic would not violate CO standards at local
intersections. In addition, the proposed project would remain consistent with the Central City North
Community Plan and the City of Los Angeles Zoning Code. The conclusions presented in the Final
ISSMND would remain applicable and no new impacts related to the AQMP would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.

AB ARBO ONOXID O RATIO a
1-hour (parts per million) 8-hour (parts per million)
No No

Existing Project | Project Existing Project Project
Intersection (2007) (2012) (2012) (2007) (2012) (2012)
Alameda Street/Cesar E. Chavez 5 4 4 37 26 26
Avenue
Vignes Street/Cesar E. Chavez Avenue 5 4 4 3.7 2.6 2.6
State Standard 20 9.0

/al Existing concentrations include year 2007 one- and eight-hour ambient concentrations of 4 and 3.1 ppm, respectively. No Project and Project
concentrations include year 2009 one- and eight-hour ambient concentrations of 2.8 and 2.2 ppm, respectively.
SOURCE: TAHA, 2009.

Violate Air Quality Standards. The Final ISMND concluded that proposed project construction and
operational emissions would not contribute to an existing or projected air quality violation. Regiona and
localized construction emissions were determined to result in less-than-significant impacts. A revised
analysis was completed based on the project changes. URBEMIS2007 was used to calculate the mgjority
of daily construction emissions. SCAQMD spreadsheet methodology was used to calculate fugitive dust
emissions associated with grading and excavation. It was estimated that the demolition and site
preparation phases would each have up to 50 haul trips per day. It was assumed that grading and
excavation activity could occur concurrently. It was also assumed that building construction would
overlap with paving and architectural coating. Table 2-2 shows the estimated daily emissions associated
with each construction phase. Construction emissions would not exceed the SCAQMD localized
thresholds and would result in a less-than-significant impact. The Final IS'MND included eight
mitigation measures to ensure compliance with SCAQMD Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust). These measures
have been updated with Mitigation Measures AQ1 through AQ6 to reflect the most recent guidance for
Rule 403 as set forth by the SCAQMD. Construction emissions would exceed the SCAQMD regional
threshold for VOC and would result in a significant impact without mitigation. Mitigation Measure AQ7
would reduce maximum daily regional VOC emissions to 70 pounds per day which would be below the
75 pounds per day SCAQMD threshold. Regional construction emissions would be less than significant
after mitigation. The conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable and no new
impacts related to construction emissions would occur.
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TABLE 2-2: ESTIMATED DAILY CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS

Pounds Per Day
Construction Phase VOC | NOx | CO | SOx | PM; s /a/ | PM, /a/
Demolition
On-Site 3 25 12 <1 2 6
Off-Site 4 45 20 <1 2 2
Total 7 70 32 <1 4 8
Site Preparation
On-Site 4 34 15 <1 2 3
Off-Site 3 37 17 <1 <1 1
Total 7 71 32 <1 2 4
Buildings Construction
On-Site 3 25 13 <1 1 1
Off-Site 5 40 66 <1l 2 3
Total 8 65 79 <1 3 4
Paving
On-Site 2 13 8 <1 1 1
Off-Site <1 1 1 <1 <1 <1
Total 2 14 9 <1 1 1
Architectural Coating
On-Site 66 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1
Off-Site <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1
Total 66 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1
Maximum Regional Total 76 79 89 <1 4 8
Regional Significance
Threshold /b/ 75 /d/ 100 550 150 55 150
Exceed Threshold? Yes /d/ No No No No No
Maximum On-Site Total 71 38 21 <1 2 6
Localized Significance
Threshold /b,c/ -- 134 1,716 -- 8 16
Exceed Threshold? -- No No -- No No
lal PM,5 and PM;, emissions for site preparation are a combination of URBEMIS2007 and SCAQMD spreadsheet methodology. Fugitive dust
emissions were adjusted to account for a 61 percent control efficiency associated with SCAQMD Rule 403.
/b/ Maximum regional and localized VOC, NOx, and CO emissions would occur when building construction, paving, and coating activities overlap.
Maximum PM, s and PM,, emissions would occur during the demolition phase.
/c/ Assumed a five-acre project site and a 25-meter (82-foot) receptor distance.
/d/ Mitigation Measure AQ7 would reduce VOC emissions to 70 pounds per day, which would reduce emissions to a less-than-significant impact.
SOURCE: TAHA, 2009 (Appendix A).

Regional operational emissions and localized CO concentrations were determined to result in less-than-
significant impacts. A revised analysis was completed based on the project changes and updated traffic
study. Long-term project emissions would be generated by area sources, such as natural gas combustion,
and mabile sources. Natural gas emissions were based on the size of the proposed devel opment and were
estimated using the URBEMIS2007 emissions inventory model. According to the traffic report, the
proposed project would result in 1,139 employee-related vehicle trips and 479 bus trips.* Buses would
be transferred from the existing Division 2 Bus Maintenance Facility, which is located approximately 2.8
miles south of the project site. The air quality analysis assumed a trip distance of 1.4 miles as some
vehicles would travel shorter distances to the project site and some would travel longer distances to the
project site than existing conditions. Employee trip emissions were estimated using emission factors
obtained from the California Air Resources Board's (CARB) EMFAC2007 model a commute distance of

“Iteris, Metro Union Division Bus Maintenance and Operations Facility - Traffic Impact Analysis, July 17, 2009.
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1.4 milesfor the 1,114 existing employees and a commute distance of 13.3 miles for new employees. The
proposed project would not change revenue bus trips. As such, revenue-related emissions were not
included in the analysis. Bus emissions were estimated using emission factors obtained from the CARB’s
Heavy-Duty On-Road Certification Listings. It was assumed that all buses would travel the additional 1.4
miles to access the project site. As shown in Table 2-3, regional operational emissions would not exceed
the SCAQMD significance thresholds for VOC, NOx, CO, SOy, PM,s, or PMyo. Regional operational
emissions would result in a less-than-significant impact. In addition, as shown in Table 2-1, localized
CO concentrations would also result in a less-than-significant impact. The conclusions presented in the
Fina ISMND would remain applicable and no new impacts related to operational emissions would
occur.

TABLE 2-3: ESTIMATED DAILY OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

Pounds Per Day
Emission Source VOC NOx CO SOx PM; s PMso
Mobile Sources 1 10 32 <1 <1 <1l
Area Sources <1 3 3 <1 <1 <1l
Total Emissions 4 10 35 <1 <1 <1
SCAQMD Threshold 55 55 550 150 55 150
Exceed Threshold? No No No No No No
SOURCE: TAHA, 2009.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easur es:
AQl Water or astabilizing agent shall be applied to exposed surfaces in sufficient quantity to prevent
generation of dust plumes.

AQ2 The construction contractor shall utilize at least one of the following measures at each vehicle

egress from the project site to a paved public road:

o Install a pad consisting of washed gravel maintained in clean condition to a depth of at
least six inches and extending at least 30 feet wide and at least 50 feet long;

. Pave the surface extending at least 100 feet and at least 20 feet wide;

. Utilize a wheel shaker/wheel spreading device consisting of raised dividers at least 24
feet long and 10 feet wide to remove bulk material from tires and vehicle undercarriages;
or

° Install a wheel washing system to remove bulk material from tires and vehicle
undercarriages.

All haul trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose materials shall be covered (e.g., with tarps or

other enclosures that would reduce fugitive dust emissions).

AQ3

AQ4 Construction activity on unpaved surfaces shall be suspended when winds exceed 25 miles per

hour.

AQ5 Heavy-duty equipment operations shall be suspended during first and second stage smog alerts.

AQ6  Ground cover in disturbed areas shall be replaced as quickly as possible.

AQ7 Low VOC coatings shall be used during architectural coating activity.
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Cumulatively Considerable Increase in Criteria Pollutants. The Final ISMND concluded that the
proposed project would not result in a considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant based on if the
project was consistent with the Southern California Association of Government (SCAG) forecasts of
future regional growth. The Final ISMND reached this conclusion by assuming the proposed project
would employ 579 people. The employment predictions have not changed as a result of project revisions.
The conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable and no new impacts related to
the exposure sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Sensitive Receptors. The Final IS'MND concluded that the proposed project would not expose sensitive
receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations based on the short-term construction schedule and that
the proposed project would replace diesel buses with CNG-fueled buses that do not emit toxic diesel
particulate emissions. The proposed project changes would not substantially alter the construction
schedule and would till facilitate the replacement of diesel buses with CNG buses. The conclusions
presented in the Fina ISMND would remain applicable and no new impacts related to the exposure
sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Objectionable Odors. The Final ISMND concluded that the proposed project would not create
objectionable construction or operational odors affecting a substantial number of people. Construction
odors would be generated by equipment exhaust and operational odors would be generated by trash,
exhaust, and compounds from the Mercaptan Chemical Group that are artificially added to compressed
natural gas to assist in the ability to detect gas leaks. The proposed project changes would not alter
construction or operational odor sources. The conclusions presented in the Final IS'MND would remain
applicable and no new impacts rel ated to objectionable odors would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.
TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC (TT)

Increased Traffic. A traffic study was prepared by Iteris, Inc. to evaluate the proposed modification of the
project, including the proposed access road, and submitted for review by the Los Angeles Department of
Transportation (LADOT). The traffic study, dated July 2009 is incorporated into this Addendum by
reference and available for review as part of the administrative record.

The traffic study included an analysis of existing (2007) conditions and future (2012) traffic conditions
without and with completion of the proposed project. The analysis contains a detailed evaluation of
traffic conditions during the AM and PM peak hours at the following 11 study intersections:

. Alpine Street and Figueroa Street

Alpine Street and Hill Street

Alpine Street and Broadway

Alpine Street and Alameda Street®

Vignes Street and Main Street

Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and Broadway

Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and Alameda Street

Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and Vignes Street

®North of the project site, Vignes Street veers westward and turns into Alpine Street at Alameda Street.
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. Vignes Street and Ramirez Street
. U.S. Highway 101 Southbound Ramps at Commercial Street
. Center Street and Commercia Street

These locations include the key intersections located along the primary access routes to and from the
project site that are expected to be most directly impacted by proposed project traffic. Traffic operating
conditions in the vicinity of the project were analyzed using intersection capacity-based methodology
known as the Circular 212 “Critical Movement Analysis’ CMA method for the signalized locations. At
the stop controlled intersection (Center Street at Commercial Street), the Highway Capacity Manual
(HCM) methodology for unsignalized locations was utilized to calculate the average delay and
corresponding level of service.

Table 2-4 shows the 2007 existing traffic conditions for the selected eleven study intersections. All of
the eleven study intersections are currently operating at LOS D or better during the AM and PM peak
hour.

In order to evaluate the potential impact of the proposed project on the local street system, estimates of
the Future Y ear 2012 traffic volumes both with and without the project were developed. The Future Y ear
2012 without the project was first developed and consists of existing traffic plus ambient traffic growth
(general background regional growth). The Future (2012) without project traffic represents the future
without project traffic condition. The traffic generated by the proposed project was then estimated and
assigned separately to the street system. The addition of the project traffic and the future without project
condition represents the future with project condition.

TABLE 2-4: EXISTING (2007) TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
VIC VIC
No. Intersection LOS (Delay) LOS (Delay)
1 | Alpine Street at Figueroa Street A 0.237 A 0.272
2 | Alpine Street at Hill Street B 0.676 C 0.701
3 [ Alpine Street at Broadway C 0.734 C 0.727
4 [ Alpine Street at Alameda Street A 0.581 C 0.756
5 [ Vignes Street at Main Street A 0.507 B 0.606
6 | Cesar E. Chavez Avenue at Broadway C 0.781 C 0.797
7 | Cesar E. Chavez Avenue at Alameda Street C 0.740 D 0.854
8 [ Cesar E. Chavez Avenue at Vignes Street C 0.714 D 0.856
9 | Vignes Street at Ramirez Street A 0.338 A 0.485
10 | US-101 SB Ramps at Commercial Street A 0.274 B 0.604
11 [ Commercial Street at Center Street/a/ A 9.2 B 11.5
/al This intersection is unsignalized and the LOS result is shown in seconds of delay rather than V/C
SOURCE: lteris Inc., July 2009.

Ambient traffic growth is the increase in traffic that will occur in the study area due to general growth in
employment, housing and in the number of region through trips in Southern California. Per the LADOT, a
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one percent per year growth rate was assumed as a conservative estimate of traffic increase in the study
area. Therefore the 2007 existing traffic volumes were increased by a factor of 1.051 to account for
ambient traffic growth to the year 2010.

The Ingtitute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) does not have published trip generation data for a bus
maintenance facility, therefore a site specific traffic generation study was conducted at a similar existing
facility operated by Metro. The project trip generation estimates were devel oped based on data collected
from the existing Division 10 bus maintenance facility, located at 742 North Mission Road in the City of
Los Angeles. This facility provides services to 271 buses and has 647 employees on site throughout the

day.

To develop trip generation estimates for the proposed project, the data collected from the Division 10 site
was factored down by aratio of the number of buses to be served (200 at Union Division/ 271 at Division
10) and the number of employees on site (579 at Union Division / 647 at Division 10) resulting in a factor
of 0.74 for bus trips and 0.89 for the employee trips. Additionaly, a passenger car equivalent (PCE)
factor was calculated to adjust for the additional space occupied by buses.® Adjusted project trips are
shownin Table 2-5.

TABLE 2-5: UNION DIVISION ADJUSTED PROJECT TRIPS ‘

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Trip Type Daily Traffic Total In Out | Total In Out
Employee Trips 1,139 44 23 21 47 21 26
Bus Trips 1,138 41 10 31 41 36 5
Total Adjusted Trips 2,777 85 33 52 88 57 31
SOURCE: lteris, Inc., July 2009.

Trip distribution assumptions are used to determine the origin and destination of the vehicle trips
associated with the proposed project. As discussed, two separate trip types are associated with the
proposed project, buses and employees. Therefore two separate trip distributions were developed, one
each for bus trips and employee trips.

Comparing the changes in the traffic conditions between the without and with project scenarios provides
the necessary information to determine if the project creates a significant impact on the study
intersections. According to the standards adopted by the City of Los Angeles, a traffic impact is
considered significant if the related increase in the V/C value equals or exceeds the thresholds as shown
in Table 2-6.

8lteris, Inc. Metro Union Division Bus Maintenance and Operations Facility Traffic Impact Analysis, July 2009
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TABLE 2-6: LADOT CRITERIA FOR A SIGNIFICANT INTERSECTION IMPACT

2.0 Findings

LOS Final CMA Value VIC Increase

C 0.70-0.80 >0.04
D >0.80-0.90 >0.02
E,F >0.90 >0.01
SOURCE: Los Angeles Department of Transportation, LADOT Traffic Study Policies and Procedures, March 2002.

Table 2-7 shows the results of the future with project impact analysis. Based on LADOT' s significance
criteria, the proposed project would not result in a change of LOS or exceed LADOT’s threshold for a
significant impact at any of the eleven intersections studied as shown in Table 2-6.
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TABLE 2-7: FUTURE WITH PROJECT CONDITIONS

Future W|th Project
peak | Future No Project Project Increase
No. Intersection Hour V/C LOS V/C LOS in V/IC Impact?
AM 0.377 A 0.381 A 0.004 No
1 | Alpine Street at Figueroa Street
PM 0.411 A 0.414 A 0.003 No
AM 0.787 C 0.798 C 0.012 No
2 | Alpine Street at Hill Street
PM 0.757 C 0.761 C 0.004 No
AM 0.799 C 0.809 D 0.010 No
3 [ Alpine Street at Broadway
PM 0.739 C 0.742 D 0.003 No
AM 0.642 B 0.647 B 0.005 No
4 | Alpine Street at Alameda Street
PM 0.810 D 0.813 D 0.003 No
AM 0.551 A 0.564 A 0.013 No
5 [ Vignes Street at Main Street
PM 0.641 B 0.645 B 0.004 No
6 Cesar E. Chavez Avenue at AM 0.887 D 0.887 D 0.000 No
Broadway PM 0.043 E 0.952 E 0.009 No
7 Cesar E. Chavez Avenue at AM 0.839 D 0.847 D 0.008 No
Alameda Street PM 0.925 E 0.934 E 0.009 | No
8 Cesar E. Chavez Avenue at AM 0.786 C 0.800 C 0.014 No
Vignes Street PM 0.916 E 0.925 E 0.009| No
9 Vignes Street at Ramirez AM 0.356 A 0.363 A 0.007 No
Street PM 0.484 A 0.491 A 0.007| No
o US-101 SB Ramps at AM 0.330 A 0.332 A 0.002 No
Commercial Street PM 0677| B 0684| B 0.007| No
1 Commercial Street at Center AM 92 A 92 A 0.0 No
Street/a/ PM 11.5 B 11.6 B 01| No
/al This intersection is unsignalized and the LOS result is shown in seconds of delay rather than V/C
SOURCE: lteris Inc, July 2009.

As shown in Table 2-7, dl eleven intersections are projected to operate at LOS D or better during the
morning peak hour and under future conditions without the project an eight of the eleven during the evening
peak hour. The three intersections located along Cesar E. Chavez Avenue are all expected to operate at LOS
E under future no project conditions. Under the future with project conditions, the conditions under which a
significant impact would occur, as described in Table 2-6, would not be met.
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Access

Employee access into the facility is to be provided via two entrances, one located on Vignes Street and one
along Cesar E. Chavez Avenue. The Vignes Street entrance will be located approximately 130 feet north of
Cesar E. Chavez Avenue. The entrance along Cesar E. Chavez Avenue will be located at the existing site of
the northern leg of Lyon Street. Both locations will be restricted to right-in/right-out operations and would
consist of one entry and one exit lane. Vehicular access into the parking structure will be controlled by
vehicular gates with card reader activation for employees and ticket dispenser activation for visitors. Due to
the low number of employee trips expected during the morning and evening peak hours, any delays
occurring at either the Vignes Street or Cesar E. Chavez Avenue entrances would be minimal.

Bus access to the site would be provided at an existing T-intersection that is located approximately 350 feet
north of Cesar E. Chavez Avenue aong Vignes Street. This driveway is currently shared by vehicles
entering the Twin Towers Correctional Facility and buses using the former Terminal 31 employee parking
lot as a layover. The driveway will continue to operate as a shared facility with the construction of the
proposed project. The future with project traffic volumes expected at this driveway were found to be
insufficient to meet the necessary warrants for installation of atraffic signal.

Although the future with project traffic volumes at this driveway are not sufficient to meet traffic signa
warrants, the ingtallation of a semi-actuated traffic signal would allow busesto enter and exit the project in a
more efficient manner and would improve operations in the facility without adversely affecting normal
traffic operations along Vignes Street. A semi-actuated traffic signal would alow vehicles to travel along
Vignes Street unimpeded until a green light is needed to serve buses either entering or exiting the project. It
should be noted that the mgjority of the bus operations occurring at this driveway will occur during off peak
hours. Metro will work with LADOT to obtain the necessary approvas for the installation of the sdlf-
actuated signal.

The Bauchet Street parking structure will be located at the northeast corner of the Bauchet Street/Macy
Street intersection. The entrance to the structure will be located approximately 100 feet south of Bauchet
Street and provide one entry lane and one exit lane. Vehicular access into the parking structure will be
controlled by vehicular gates with car reader activation for employees.

Currently, the Bauchet Street/Macy Street intersection is controlled by a three-way stop sign with the
northbound leg consisting of the entrance to a one-way drop-off/pick-up area for the County of Los Angeles
Central Jail. This intersection operates with little or no congestion under existing conditions during the
majority of the day. Moderate congestion occurs during the mid-afternoon change in employee shifts which
occur simultaneoudly at the City of Los Angeles Twin Towers Correctiona Facility, the County of Los
Angeles Central Jail and Metro's Support Services Center. The addition of vehicles using the proposed
Bauchet parking structure is expected to increase the overall amount of congestion experienced at this
intersection.

Metro may pursue one or a combination of the following three facility operations as a means of reducing
congestion at this parking structure:

. Install wayfinding signage either inside or in close proximity to the parking structure exit aerting
departing vehicles of the presence of the exit to Keller Street.
. Modify the shift change periods for Metro employees at the MSSC. Currently the day shift ends at

2:30 p.m., which isthe same time shift changes occur at both the Twin Towers Correctional Facility
and the County of Los Angeles Central Jail; and/or
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° Install atraffic signal at the intersection of Bauchet Street and Macy Street. While thisimprovement
would provide an orderly and sequentia flow of vehicles through the intersection, it should be
considered after the other two improvements have been implemented.

Access to the CCCF will be provided via Bauchet Street and Macy Street. Although traffic congestion may
occur at this intersection due to the construction of the Bauchet parking structure, the traffic associated with
the CCCF is not expected to significantly contribute to this congestion due to the overall limited number of
trips.

Access to the compressed natural gas fueling station would depend on the driver’s direction of travel.
Vehicles traveling eastbound on Cesar E. Chavez Avenue will use a restricted right-in/right-out entrance
from Cesar E. Chavez Avenue. Westbound vehicles will be required to make a left turn at Lyon Street and
enter the facility along that street.

Based on the analysis provided in the traffic report for the project, no significant impacts are expected to
occur a any of the entrances associated with the various components of the proposed project, with the
exception of the Bauchet parking structure. With the improvements recommended above, impacts would not
be significant. Therefore project traffic impacts would be less than significant.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures: None required.

Exceed CMP Level of Service. The Fina 1ISMND determined impacts related to CMP intersections
would be less than significant and further CMP anaysis would not be required. The California
Management Plan (CMP) Traffic Impact Analysis Guidelines require the analysis of all surface street
monitoring locations where a project adds 50 or more trips during the AM or PM peak hours. The
guidelines also require all freeway segments to be analyzed where a project adds 150 of more trips during
the AM or PM peak hours. Based on the estimated trip generation for the proposed project listed
previously in as well as the location of the proposed project and projected dispersal of employee vehicle
and bus trips, the proposed project is anticipated to result in less than 50 peak hour trips at the two CMP
monitoring intersections. As shown in Table 2-6, the modifications to the proposed project would not
exceed the threshold established. Therefore, the conclusions presented in the Final ISSMND would remain
applicable. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures: None required.

Air Traffic Patterns. The Final ISMND determined the project would have no impact related to air
traffic patterns. The project site is not located within two miles of a public airport and is not within the
LAX noise contour and land use plan.” Additionally, the height of the proposed buildings (approximately
35 to 46 feet) would not result in a change to air traffic patterns. The project design modifications would
not affect the overall height of the buildings. Therefore, the conclusions presented in the Final ISMND
would remain applicable. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures: None required.

Hazards due to Design Features. The Final ISMND determined that impacts related to design features
would be less than significant. Although Lyon Street, north of Cesar E. Chavez Avenue, would be vacated
with the proposed project, no reduction or interruption of traffic flow lanes is expected on the remainder

"Los Angeles World Airports, LAX website, http://www.lawa.org/lax/laxContourM aps.cfm, accessed: January 18,
2008.
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of Lyon Street, Cesar E. Chavez Avenue, or Vignes Street (except temporarily during the construction
phase). With the proposed design, buses would be separated from employee vehicles, adding to the safety
of the proposed project and the Cesar E. Chavez Avenue/Vignes Street intersection operations.
According to the traffic study prepared for the proposed project, the project’s access and circulation
system would be adequate and would function satisfactorily. The design modifications associated with
the proposed project would not include any new features that could create dangerous intersections or
sharp curves. The proposed access road would be egress only and would not result in a safety hazard. As
such, the conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable. No new impacts would
occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures: None required.

Emergency Access. The Final ISMND determined impacts related to emergency access would be less
than significant. The proposed project would not involve any activities which would interfere with or
create an impediment to the implementation of an existing emergency response plan. Further, as
described above, the proposed project would not adversely affect the surrounding street system or any
intersection near the project site. The proposed exit-only access road would be designed to meet
applicable standards and therefore would not interfere with operations on adjacent parcels. The Vignes
Street entrance to the proposed project would continue to be shared with the adjacent Twin Towers
Correctional Facility. Currently, the driveway is minimally used by the facility as a fire lane. The
proposed project would not block or interrupt this driveway. The proposed modification would not
interfere with emergency access, as described above. As such, the conclusions presented in the Final
IS'MND would remain applicable. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measur es: None required.

Parking Capacity. The Final ISMND for the project determined the proposed project would result in a
less-than-significant impact related to parking capacity. The proposed project includes parking at two
locations. The Bus Maintenance Facility and Parking Structure would include approximately 380
employee and visitor parking spaces while the Bauchet Parking Structure would include 427 parking
spaces, with 160 spaces reserved for use by Metro employees. The modifications to the proposed project
would not result in a change to parking capacity for the project. Therefore, the conclusions presented in
the Final ISSMND would remain applicable. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.

Conflict with Alternative Transportation. The Fina IS/MND found impacts related to aternative
trangportation would be less than significant. Two bikeways are located in the immediate vicinity of the
project site: a Class | bikeway along the Los Angeles River and a Commuter bikeway aong Cesar E.
Chavez Avenue. The Los Angeles River bikeway is located approximately 830 feet east of the project
site and would not be affected by the proposed project. The Commuter bikeway runs along Cesar E.
Chavez Avenue, directly adjacent to the project site. However, since the proposed project would not
change the width of the street, the Commuter bikeway would not be significantly affected. The proposed
project design modifications include the remova of the vehicle bridge and other minor changes that
represent an overal reduction in the scale and massing of the project. None of the proposed features
would affect commuter bikeways in the project area. Therefore, the conclusions presented in the Final
IS'MND would remain applicable. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measur es: None required.
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AGRICULTURE (AR)

Prime Farmlands. The Final ISMND concluded no agricultural impacts would occur as a result of the
proposed project. A temporary bus layover area currently exists on the larger parcel of the project site
located at the northeast corner of the Cesar E. Chavez Avenue/Vignes Street intersection. No portion of
the proposed project is currently or has ever been used for agricultural purposes.® The proposed project
design changes would not convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance to non-agricultural uses. Therefore, with the proposed project changes, no new agricultura
impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None Required.

Williamson Act. The Final ISSMND concluded no agricultural impacts would occur as a result of the
proposed project. The project site is zoned PF (Public Facilities), which allows uses such as government
buildings, fire and police stations, public libraries, post offices, public elementary and secondary schoals,
and public health facilities. The proposed project site is not zoned for agricultural uses, or subject to any
Williamson Act contracts. The closest area zoned for agricultural use is located approximately one mile
to the north (Dodgers Stadium at 1000 Elysian Park Avenue),’ which is currently in use as a baseball
stadium and is not enrolled under the Williamson Act. Therefore, no conflict exists with agricultural
zoning or Williamson Act contracts, and with the proposed project changes no new agricultural impacts
would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None Required.

Conversion of Farmland. The Final ISMND concluded no agricultural impacts would occur as a result
of the proposed project. The project site is not currently used for agriculture, and the proposed project
would not convert any farmland to non-agricultural uses. The project site is currently and has been
developed with public facilities for approximately 25 years.’® The proposed project would not result in
changes to the existing environment that would convert any farmland to non-agricultural uses. Therefore,
with the proposed project changes no new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (BR)

Sensitive Habitat. The Final ISMND determined the project would have no impact related to biological
resources. As discussed in the Final ISMND, the project site is currently vacant and located in an urban
and industrial area near aregional transportation node, which facilitates bus, rail, and vehicular travel and
is completely urbanized with buildings, concrete, asphalt, and landscaping. The area is not within or
adjacent to natural open space or a natural habitat that would support threatened or endangered species.
The proposed project changes include the removal of the vehicular bridge and the use of an existing
access road, the project would continue to be constructed on the same site, therefore the findings of the
Final ISSMND would remain applicable. As a result of the proposed project changes, no new impacts
related to biological resources would occur.

8california Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection, Important Farmland Categories,
available at: http://www.consrv.ca.gov/dlrp/fmmp/mccu/Pages/map_categories.aspx, accessed: July 17, 2009

°City of Los Angeles, Zoning Information and Map Access System (ZIMAS), http://zimas.lacity.org/search.asp
accessed: July 17, 2009.

1\ aintenance Design Group, Metro Union Division Conceptual Design Report, March 2006.
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Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.

Riparian Habitat. The Final ISMND determined the project would have no impact related to sensitive
species and riparian habitat. The project site is located in an urbanized area, 0.15 miles west of the
concrete-lined Los Angeles River. No natural streams or waterways are located in the project vicinity
that would be considered ecologically sensitive. No riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
communities are located on or adjacent to the project site. The proposed project changes include the
removal of the vehicular bridge and the use of an existing access road, the project would continue to be
constructed on the same site, therefore the findings of the Final ISMND would remain applicable. As a
result of the proposed project changes, no new impacts related to sensitive species and riparian habitat
would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Wetlands. The Fina IS'MND determined the project would have no impact related to wetlands. No
designated wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act existing within or adjacent to the
project site. The project would continue to be constructed on the same site, therefore the findings of the
Final IS'MND would remain applicable. As a result of the proposed project changes, no new impacts
related to wetlands would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.

Migratory Wildlife. The Final ISMND determined the project would have no impact related to migratory
wildlife. No wildlife corridors exist on the project site and its vicinity. The proposed project changes
include the removal of the vehicular bridge and the use of an existing access road, the project would
continue to be constructed on the same site, therefore the findings of the Fina ISMND would remain
applicable. As a result of the proposed project changes, no new impacts related to migratory wildlife
would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.

Tree Preservation. The Final ISMND determined the project would have no impact related to tree
preservation. Severa trees on the project site would be removed and replaced or relocated with the
proposed project. The proposed project changes include the removal of the vehicular bridge which would
reduce the overall scale and intensity of the project; the project would continue to be constructed on the
same site, therefore the findings of the Fina ISSMND would remain applicable. As a result of the
proposed project changes, no new impacts related to tree preservation would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.

Habitat Conservation Plan. The Final ISMND determined the project would have no impact related to
habitat conservation plans. No habitat conservation plans are applicable to the project site. The proposed
project would not conflict with any local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan. The proposed
project changes include the removal of the vehicular bridge and other minor modifications but would
continue to be constructed on the same site, therefore the findings of the Fina ISMND would remain
applicable. As a result of the proposed project changes, no new impacts related to habitat conservation
plans would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easur es. None required
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CULTURAL RESOURCES (CR)

Historical Resources. The Final ISMND determined project impacts related to historic resources would
be less-than-significant. The previous design of the project included a vehicle bridge that had the potential
to affect views of the Macy Street Viaduct, located southeast of the project site dong Cesar E. Chavez
Avenue™™ The City of Los Angeles Cultural Heritage Commission designated the bridge as a Historic-
Cultural Monument (HCM No. 224) in 1979.* As part of the changes to the proposed project, the overall
scale and intensity of the project has been reduced, including the elimination of the proposed vehicle
bridge. The removal of the vehicle bridge would not result in any new impacts related to historic
resources, nor would any other minor change associated with the proposed project. Therefore, no new
impacts related to historic resources would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.

Archaeological Resources. The Final ISSMND determined that impacts related to archeological resources
would be less than significant with mitigation incorporation. The project site is located in an urbanized
area and devel oped with public facility and industrial uses. However, according to the Cultural Resources
Survey report prepared for the proposed project, the project site and area are identified as being
archaeologically sensitive.® The project site is not part of a formal cemetery, but the close proximity to
the Los Angeles River (although the river is concrete-lined) contributes the potential archaeological
resources to be present underground. The Los Angeles River islocated approximately 830 feet east of the
project site, slightly increasing the probability of discovering archaeological materials or human remains
as compared to areas which are not in the vicinity of ariver. Historically, people have settled near rivers
or other sources of water. In particular, Spanish Period residents established a water management system
named the Zanja Madre (Mother Ditch). This ditch system for the delivery of water was maintained and
improved in both the Mexican and Early American Periods and remained in use until the early 1900s. The
residents used this water for ranching and agriculture to feed themselves, as well as to help provision the
Presidios.”* However, a records search indicated that the Zanja Madre is not in the project area,
nonethel ess monitoring during construction would be appropriate.”

Mitigation measures would be required to reduce the effect related to grading and excavation activities
that would have the potential to encounter undiscovered archeological resources. Since any unknown
resources could be altered or destroyed by site excavation or other construction activities, discovery of
archeological resources during construction shall be treated in accordance with applicable federal, State
and local guidelines. Thisimpact was discussed in the Final IS'MND and appropriate mitigation measures
were included. Mitigation Measures CR1 through CR3 identified in the Final ISMND shall also apply to
the project as redesigned. Therefore, no new archeological impacts would occur, and existing mitigation

would apply.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.

“SWCA Environmental Consultants, Revised Final Cultural Resources Survey for the Metropolitan Transportation
Authority Union Division Project, Los Angeles County, California, October 25, 2007

2City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning, Office of Historic Resources, Historic-Cultural Monument (HCM)
Database, updated November 30, 2007, available at: http://www.preservationla.org/commission, accessed: January 3, 2008.

Bbid.

“SWCA Environmental Consultants, Revised Final Cultural Resources Survey for the Metropolitan Transportation
Authority Union Division Project, Los Angeles County, California, October 25, 2007

5SWCA Environmental Consultants, Personal communication, Cara Corsetti, July 9, 2009
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Paleontological Resources. The Final ISIMND determined that impacts related to paleontological
resources would be less than significant with mitigation incorporation. A paleontological assessment
report and museum records search completed for the proposed project identified the project site and area
as a highly sensitive paleontological area. As such, the potential for accidental discovery of
paleontological resources during grading and excavation activities exists. This impact was discussed in
the Final ISMND and appropriate mitigation measures were included. Mitigation Measures CR4 through
CR6 identified in the Final ISMND shall also apply to the project as currently redesigned. Therefore, no
new paleontological impacts would occur, and existing mitigation would apply.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.

Human Remains. The Final ISMND determined impacts related to the accidental discovery of human
remains would be less than significant with mitigation incorporation. The project site is not part of a
formal cemetery however, due to the close proximity of the Los Angeles River to the project site, any
grading and excavation activities would have the potentia to encounter undiscovered archaeological
resources. This impact was discussed in the Fina ISMND and appropriate mitigation measures were
included. Implementation of Mitigation Measures CR1 through CR3 identified in the Final IS'MND shall
also apply to the project as currently redesigned. Therefore, no new impacts related to the accidental
discovery of human remains would occur, and existing mitigation would apply.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.
VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS(GS)

Faults. The Final ISSMND determined impacts related to earthquake faults would be less-than-significant
due to compliance with the seismic safety requirements in the Uniform Building Code (UBC) and the
California Department of Conservation’s Geologic Survey Special Publication 117 (Guidelines for
Evaluating and Mitigating Seismic Hazards in California [1997]), which provide guidance for evaluating
and mitigating earthquake-related hazards. The nearest known earthquake fault mapped under the
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act is the Raymond Earthquake Fault Zone located 4.33 miles
west of the project site.’® The project as designed would also be required to comply with the UBC.
Therefore, no new impacts related to earthquake faults would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.

Ground shaking. The Final ISMND determined that compliance with the seismic safety requirementsin
the UBC would result in a less than significant impact. The Raymond Earthquake Fault Zone is the
nearest active or potentialy active fault to the project site. Compliance with such requirements would
reduce seismic ground shaking impacts to the maximum extent practicable with current engineering
practices. The project as currently designed would be subject to the same requirements. As such, no new
impacts related to ground shaking would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Ground failure and Liquefaction. As discussed in the Final IS'MND, according to the State of California-
State Geologist, the project site is located within a designated liquefaction zone.” Therefore, the

Unites States Geological Survey (USGS), Earthquake Hazards Program, http://earthquake.usgs.gov/regional/gfaults/,
edited August 23,2006, accessed on December 4, 2006.

Ystate of California Department of Conservation, Seismic Hazards Zone Map Los Angeles Quadrangle, March 25,
1999, available at: http://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/shzp/Pages/Index.aspx, accessed: January 22, 2008
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proposed project would be required to comply with the requirements of the Uniform Building Code and
applicable Metro design guidelines and criteria. This impact was discussed in the Final IS/MND.
Compliance with the above requirements and the inclusion of Mitigation Measure GS1 would provide an
acceptable level of safety and substantially lessen the effects of potential seismic-related ground failures
to a less-than-significant level. Mitigation Measure GS1 identified in the Final ISMND shall also apply
to the project as currently designed. Therefore, no new impacts related to ground failure/liquefaction
would occur, and existing mitigation would apply.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Landdides. The Final IS'MND determined no impact related to landslides would occur as a result of the
proposed project, in part due to the flat terrain of the site. The project site is located in a relatively flat
area in a highly developed area of Downtown Los Angeles. The changes to the project include minor
modifications to the design. However, as the project would continue to be constructed on the same site,
the conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable and no new impacts related to
landslides would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.

Erosion and Loss of Topsoil. The Final ISSMND discussed this impact and included Best Management
Practices (BMPs) designed to limit the potential erosion impacts to acceptable levels. Erosion could
occur during the grading and excavation phase of the proposed project. However, the potentia for soil
erosion during the operation of the proposed project is low because the project site would be nearly
entirely paved. With implementation of applicable BMPs and incorporation of Mitigation Measure GS2,
impacts related to soil erosion or loss of topsoil would be less than significant. Mitigation Measure GS2
identified in the Final IS'MND shall also apply to the project as currently designed. Therefore, no new
impacts related to erosion would occur, and existing mitigation would apply

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.

Unstable Geological Conditions. The Final ISMND prepared for the project determined impacts related
to landdlides, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse would be less than significant. The
project siteis not located within alandslide area.® In addition, the facilities and buildings constructed on
the project site would be required to comply with the Uniform Building Code. Compliance with these
requirements would reduce the impacts of the proposed project on unstable soil and liquefaction. The
changes to the project include minor modifications to the design. However, as the project would continue
to be constructed on the same site, and would be subject to the same requirements, the conclusions
presented in the Final ISSMND would remain applicable and no new impacts related to unstable geologic
conditions would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Expansive Soil. The Final ISMND determined impacts related to expansive soil would be less than
significant. According to the Natural Resource Conservation Service Report and General Soil Map for
Los Angeles County, the project site is situated on Holocene surficial aluvium soil (Hartford
Association) of the late Quaternary period.”® This type of il is known to have a slight erosion hazard
and has good natural drainage. The proposed project would be required to comply with the Uniform
Building Code. The Final ISMND determined that compliance with these requirements would reduce the
impacts related to expansive soils to a less-than-significant level. The changes to the project include

8City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles General Plan (Public Safety Element), 2001.
®Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service, Los Angeles County Report and General Soil Map, 1969.
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minor modifications to the design. However, as the project would continue to be constructed on the same
site, and would be subject to the same requirements, the conclusions presented in the Final ISMND
would remain applicable and no new impacts related to expansive soils would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.

Wastewater. The Final ISMND for the project determined that no impacts related to wastewater would
occur. The project site is served by the City of Los Angeles wastewater disposal system. The changes to
the project include minor modifications to the design. However, as the project would continue to be
constructed on the same site, and would be subject to the same requirements, the conclusions presented in
the Final ISSMND would remain applicable and no new impacts related to wastewater would occur.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS(GYS)

Transport, Use, or Disposal of Hazardous Materials. The Final ISMND for the project found that with
compliance with the California Department of Toxic Substances (DTSC) and Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) guidelines project impacts would be less-than-significant. As is the current
Metro practice, any hazardous materials generated by the operation of the proposed project would be
either, disposed of at a recycler, shipped to atransfer station, or treated and incinerated off-site. The use
of these materias is regulated by the City of Los Angeles Fire Department Hazardous Waste Control
Program. In addition, all applicable policies and procedures within Metro's System-Wide Hazardous
Materials Emergency Response Plan would be implemented during the operation of the proposed project
in the event of a hazardous materials emergency. As currently designed, the proposed project would not
include any new elements that would result in the transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials
beyond those evaluated in the Final ISMND. Additionally the project would be subject to the same
requirements, therefore the conclusions presented in the Final IS'MND would remain applicable and no
new impacts related to hazardous materials handing would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Release of Hazardous Materials. As discussed in the Fina IS/IMND, according to the Phase |
Environmental Site Assessment (Phase | ESA), there were no indications of a substantial release of
hazardous waste or gasses in the existing project site or adjacent to the project site. In addition, the
project site was not identified as being located on a former ail field, oil well, within a methane zone or
methane buffer zone. The Final ISSMND recommended Mitigation Measure HM3 to ensure that
hazardous materials are not released into the environment during renovation of an existing building on the
site. As currently proposed, the project no longer includes the reuse or remodel of the existing building.
Therefore HM 3 would no longer be applicable. Additional project changes include minor modifications
to the design and would be subject to the same requirements as discussed in the Final ISMND. Therefore,
no new impacts related to the release of hazardous materials would occur, and existing mitigation would

apply.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.

Emit Hazardous Waste Within %2 Mile of a School. The Final ISSMND prepared for the project determined
that no schools were located within ¥ mile of the project site. As the project would continue to be
constructed on the same site, the conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable and
no new impacts related to the release of hazardous waste within ¥=mile of a school would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.
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Located on a Hazardous Materials Ste. The Phase | ESA indicated the potential for Underground
Storage Tanks (USTSs) to still be located beneath the MSSC Building 1 and triangular-shaped parcel aress.
The Final ISSMND discussed this impact and determined recommended Mitigation Measures HM 1,
through HM 3 to reduce impacts to less-than-significant. As discussed above, the proposed project no
longer includes the remodel of an existing building on-site; therefore, HM 3 would not be applicable to
the current project. Additional changes to the project include minor modifications to the design and would
be subject to the same requirements as discussed in the Final ISMND. Mitigation Measure HM 1, and
HM 2 identified in the Final ISMND shall also apply to the project as currently designed. Therefore, no
new impacts related to the release of hazardous materials would occur, and existing mitigation would

apply.
Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Interfere With an Airport Land Use Plan. The Final IS'MND prepared for the project determined that no
airports were located within two mile of the project site. As the project would continue to be constructed
on the same site, the conclusions presented in the Fina ISSMND would remain applicable and no new
impacts related to the interference with an airport land use plan would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Risks Near a Private Airstrip. The Final ISMND prepared for the project determined that the project is
not located near a private airstrip. As the project would continue to be constructed on the same site, the
conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable and no new impacts related to the
risk near a private airstrip would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Emergency Response Plan. The Final ISSMND determined that impacts related emergency response plans
would be less than significant. The project site is located aong Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and Vignes
Street in an industrial area of the City of Los Angeles. Neither route is a City-designated disaster
evacuation route.”® The revisions to the proposed project do not include activities or approvals that would
interfere with an established emergency response plan. A fire lane associated with the Twin Towers
Correctional Facility is located along the portion of the project site with access from the Vignes Street
entrance to the project site. This fire lane would be maintained with implementation of the proposed
project. As the project would continue to be constructed on the same site, the conclusions presented in the
Fina ISSMND would remain applicable. No new impacts related to interference with an emergency
response plan would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Wildland Fire. The Final ISSMND determined the project would have no impact related to wildland fires
due to its urban surroundings. The project site islocated in an urbanized area and is surrounded primarily
by a public facility and industrial uses. As the project would continue to be constructed on the same site,
no new impacts related to wildland fires would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

2City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles General Plan (Public Safety Element), 2001.
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY (HW)

Water Quality. The Final ISMND determined that the construction phase of the proposed project would
potentially cause erosion and run-off into the storm drains due to grading and excavation activities,
project construction and operations, however, compliance with applicable federal, State, and local
regulations, as well as other code requirements and permit provisions would reduce this impact to less-
than-significant. The proposed project would not entail any activity or processes that would degrade water
quality. The proposed design modification would not add any new elements that would affect water
quality at the site. Therefore, the conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable and
no new impacts related to water quality would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Groundwater Supply. The Final ISMND determined impacts related to groundwater supply would be
less than significant with mitigation incorporation. The proposed project would not require the use of
groundwater. Potable water would be supplied by the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power,
which draws its water supplies from distant sources for which it conducts its own assessment and
mitigation of potential environmental impacts. Therefore, the proposed project would not require direct
additions or withdrawals of groundwater. In the event the contaminated groundwater is encountered
during grading or excavation activities, mitigation measures have been proposed to ensure that the
groundwater would be properly extracted (refer to Section Hazardous Materials). The Final ISSMND
discussed this impact and determined that the proposed project would not substantially deplete or degrade
groundwater resources, or result in a demonstrable reduction in groundwater recharge capacity. The Final
IS'MND determined with implementation of Mitigation Measure GS2, impacts related to the depletion or
interference of groundwater would be less than significant. The proposed project changes include the
removal of the vehicle bridge structure and the use of an egress-only access road for employees, as well
as an overall reduction in the scale and scope of the project. These changes would not require the use of
groundwater, nor would they interfere with groundwater recharge. The conclusions presented in the Final
IS'MND would remain applicable and existing mitigation measures would apply. No new impacts would
occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measur es: None required.

Drainage Patterns. The Final IS'MND determined no impact related to the ateration of drainage patterns
and on- or off-site erosion or siltation would occur. The project site is nearly flat and within a heavily
urbanized area and is currently developed with impervious surfaces. The drainage patterns at the site
show that runoff flows in a western direction on Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and a southern direction on
Vignes Street.”> The proposed project would not interfere with these patterns. The changes to the
proposed project would not increase the amount of impervious surface and as a result would not affect
drainage at the site. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measur es: None required.

Alternation of a Sream or River. The Fina ISMND determined the proposed project would not
substantially ater the existing drainage pattern of the project site through the alteration of a course or
stream or substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner, which would result in
flooding. The proposed project would be required to implement standard engineering practices, including

ZICity of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, Bureau of Engineering, Navigate LA website: Drainage Patterns:
http://navigatela.lacity.org/index.cfm, accessed: July 17, 2009.
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BMPs during construction and as established by the City’s Municipal Code, to minimize or prevent
flooding on- or off-site. Additionally, as part of the project’s LEED components, the project will include
design elements specifically aimed at treating stormwater, in particular through the use of BMPs. The
changes to the project generally represent an overall reduction in scope and would not increase
impervious surface. Therefore, the conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable
and no new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measur es: None required.

Sormdrain Capacity. The Final ISMND determined impacts related to stormdrain capacity would be less
than significant. The existing storm drainage system serves a large urbanized area and is considered
adequate to handle existing runoff as well as runoff from future development on the project site.
Although the proposed project would reintroduce impervious surfaces to the project site, runoff from the
proposed project is not anticipated to exceed the capacity of the existing stormwater drainage system.
Furthermore, BMPs would be implemented during construction to reduce pollution in stormwater
discharge to levels that comply with applicable water quality standards. The proposed project changes
would not change the amount of impervious surface affecting runoff and stormdrain capacity. Therefore,
no new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.

Degrade Water Quality. The Final ISMND determined impacts related to water quality would be less-
than-significant. As discussed, the proposed project would not entail any activity or processes that would
degrade water quality. Project construction and operations would comply with applicable federal, State,
and local regulations, as well as other code requirements and permit provisions to prevent any violation of
water quality standards or waste discharge requirements. With the proposed project changes, the project
would still comply with the standards described above. Therefore, the conclusions presented in the Final
ISSMND would remain applicable and existing mitigation measures would apply. No new impacts would
occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures: None required.

Place Housing in Flood Plains. The proposed project would develop a parking structure and
maintenance/office uses. A housing component is not proposed either in the project evaluated in the Final
IS'MND or as part of the current project plans. Therefore, the conclusions presented in the Final ISMND
would remain applicable. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required

Flood Plains. The Final ISMND determined the project site is not located in a 100-year flood hazard
area.”? Asthe project would continue to be constructed on the same site, no new impacts would occur.
Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures: None required

Risk of Flooding. The Final ISMND determined the risk of exposure of people or structures to a
significant risk of loss or injury or death due to flooding would be less than significant. The nearest dam
to the project site is the Silver Lake Reservoir/Dam located approximately 3.3 miles to the northwest.
According to the Los Angeles General Plan, the project site is located in an inundation hazard zone.®

Zrederal Emergency Management Agency, Map Service Center, Flood Insurance Rate Map (Map Item ID
0601370075D), Revised July 6, 1998, available at http://msc.fema.gov/webapp/wcs/stores/servlet/FemaWel comeView?storel d=
10001& catalogld=10001& langld=_1, accessed: July 22, 2008.

ZCity of Los Angeles, Los Angeles General Plan (Public Safety Element), 2001.
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The project would continue to be constructed at the same site and would be subject to the same
emergency evacuation procedures. As such, no new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required

Seiche, Tsunami, Mudflow. The Final ISMND determined the project would have no impact relative to
seiche, tsunami or mudflow. The project site is located approximately 3.3 miles southeast of Silver Lake
Reservoir/dam. The occurrence of a seiche due to seismic activity would not likely affect the proposed
project. The project site is approximately 15 miles inland from the Pacific Ocean, and as such, inundation
due to a tsunami is not likely to affect the project site. The project site is located within a relatively flat
area; as such it is not subject to mudflows.?* The project would continue to be constructed at the same
site and therefore the existing conclusions would remain applicable. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required

LAND USE AND PLANNING (LU)

Division of a Community. The Final ISMND determined the project would have no impact on the
division of an established community. The vacation of Lyon Street may result in a minor redirection of
pedestrian and vehicular flow, but there is enough access to circumvent these closures such that it would
not affect the cohesion of any community in the surrounding area. Additionally, new access routes would
be created for the MSSC employees to access these facilities. The proposed project changes represent an
overal reduction in the size and scope of the project and would not contain any elements that could divide
acommunity. As such, no new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.

Conflict with a Land Use Plan. The proposed project is located adjacent to Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and
Vignes Street. These facilities are designated as Class || — Mgjor Highway within the Central City North
Community Plan as well as the Streets and Highways Designations Map of the Transportation Element of
the General Plan. As currently designed and sited, the proposed parking structure would require
reclassification of Vignes Street to Secondary Highway to accommodate the full building profile. The
proposed project does not encroach into the existing right-of-way for Vignes Street; however the design
would limit Vignes Street from being widened to its full theoretical right-of-way width consistent with its
plan classification as a major arterial. The City of Los Angeles has established a process for the
reclassification of arterials. Metro is currently engaged in this reclassification process where the City must
adopt findings. Council District 14, which includes the project site, has introduced a motion to allow the
reclassification and Council action on the motion is expected in August 2009. The text of the motion and
supporting findings is shown in Attachment A. Los Angeles City Council passage of the motion would
bring the proposed project into consistency with all existing plans and ordinances. If the reclassification
motion is not passed, the project would be redesigned to eliminate the inconsistency. As indicated in the
Final IS'MND found impacts related to applicable land use plans would be less-than-significant. With
passage of the City Council motion, the project as currently designed would be consistent with all
applicable land use plans and regulations. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Habitat Conservation Plan. The Final ISSMND prepared for the project determined no impacts related to
habitat conservation plans would occur. As discussed in the Biological Resources (BR) section, the

1bid.
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project site does not contain any biological resources or habitats that would require conservation or
special care. Accordingly, the City of Los Angeles General Plan has no adopted habitat conservation plan
or natural community conservation plan that would be affected by the proposed project. As the project
would continue to be constructed on the same site, the findings included in the Final ISMND would
remain applicable. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.
MINERAL RESOURCES (MR)

Loss of Mineral Resources. The Final ISMND for the project determined no impacts related to minera
resources would occur. The project site is not located in an oil field or an oil drilling area and has not
historically been used for oil drilling.> As the project would continue to be constructed on the same site,
the findings included in the Final IS'MND would remain applicable. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Locally Important Mineral Resources. The Final ISMND for the project determined no impacts related
to mineral resources would occur. As the project would continue to be constructed on the same site, the
findings included in the Final ISMND would remain applicable. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.
NOISE (N)

Exposure to Excess Noise Levels. The Final ISMND concluded that construction and operational
emissions would not result in the exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of
standards. Construction activity was determined to result in a significant impact without mitigation. This
impact was discussed in the Final ISMND and appropriate mitigation measures were included to reduce
the impact to less than significant. Project changes would not substantially alter construction noise
sources and associated noise levels at sensitive receptors. Construction noise levels would be similar to
the levels presented in the Final ISMND. As such, Mitigation Measures N1 through N4 identified in the
Final ISMND shall also apply to the project as currently designed. No new construction noise impacts
would occur, and existing mitigation would apply.

Operational activity was determined to result in a less-than-significant impact based on mobile source
noise levels and vehicles entering and exiting the project site. A revised mobile source noise analysis was
completed based on the updated traffic study. Results of the analysis are summarized in Table 2-8. The
greatest project-related noise increase would be 0.2 dBA CNEL and would occur along Alameda Street
between Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and Vignes Street. Roadway noise levels attributed to the proposed
project would increase by less than the 3-dBA significance threshold at al analyzed segments. Bus
activity and employee parking noise would generate similar noise levels as discussed in the Final
ISMND. The project changes include removal of a bridge structure over Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and
the inclusion of a new access road for egress. Removal of the bridge would generally reduce noise levels
in the project area. Vehicle traffic along the access road would potentially increase ambient noise levels.
However, the access road would be located along the eastern portion of the project site adjacent to the Los
Angeles River and a rail yard. Mobile source noise levels associated with the access road would not

%City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles General Plan (Public Safety Element), 2001.
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audibly increase noise levels at any noise sensitive land use. The conclusions presented in the Final
ISSMND would remain applicable and no new impacts related to operational noise would occur.

TABLE 2-8: ESTIMATED COMMUNITY NOISE EQUIVALENT LEVEL — PROJECT IMPACT /a/

Estimated dBA, CNEL

No Project Project Project
Roadway Segment (2012) (2012) Impact
Alameda Street between US-101 and Cesar E. Chavez Avenue 70.2 70.2 <0.1
Alameda Street between Cesar E. Chavez and Vignes Street 69.8 70.0 0.2
Main Street between Vignes Street and LeRoy Street 68.5 68.5 <0.1
Vignes Street between Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and Ramirez Street 67.4 67.5 0.1
Vignes Street between Cesar E. Chavez Avenue and Main Street 67.4 67.5 0.1

/al The predicted CNEL were calculated as peak hour L¢q and converted into CNEL using the California Department of Transportation Technical
Noise Supplement (October 1998). The conversion involved making a correction for peak hour traffic volumes as a percentage of average daily
traffic and a nighttime penalty correction.

SOURCE: TAHA, 2009.

Groundborne Vibration. The Final ISMND concluded that construction and operational vibration levels
would result in aless-than-significant impact based on vibration generated by construction equipment and
bus movements. Construction equipment activity and bus movements would be similar to what was
analyzed in the Final ISSMND. The conclusions presented in the Final ISSMND would remain applicable
and no new impacts related to vibration would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Increased Noise Levels. As discussed above, operational noise levels would remain a less-than-
significant impact. The conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable and no new
impacts related to a permanent increase in ambient noise levels would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Temporary Noise Increase. As discussed above, construction noise levels would remain a less-than-
significant impact. The conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable and no new
impacts related to atemporary increase in ambient noise levels would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.

Airport Noise. The Final ISMND concluded that the proposed project would not expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive public airport noise levels based on the location of the project
site to the nearest public use airport (Los Angeles International Airport, which is located approximately
13 miles to the southwest of the project site). The location of the project site has not changed. The
conclusions presented in the Final IS'MND would remain applicable and no new impacts related to public
airport noise would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.
Private Airport Noise. The Fina IS'MND concluded that the proposed project would not expose people

residing or working in the project area to excessive private airport noise levels based on the project site
not being located within five miles of a private airport. The location of the project site has not changed.
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The conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable and no new impacts related to
private airport noise would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.
POPULATION AND HOUSING (PH)

Induce Population Growth. The Final ISMND found impacts related to induced population growth
would be less than significant. The Final ISMND evauated the number of employees who would be
assigned to the project site and determined that it would not exceed or be inconsistent with Southern
Cdlifornia Association of Governments (SCAG) growth projections for the project area. The proposed
project changes do not include the addition of new housing and would not substantially alter the number
of employees from what was evaluated in the Final ISSMND. Therefore, the conclusions presented in the
Final ISMND would remain applicable and no new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures: None required.

Displacement of Housing. No housing currently exists on the project site and the proposed project would
not displace any housing. As a result, the Final ISMND determined that no impact would occur. The
proposed project changes would not displace any housing, as the project would continue to be constructed
on the same site. Therefore, the findings presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable. No new
impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.

Displacement of People. The Final ISMND determined that no impact would occur. No housing
currently exists on the project site; as a result no people would be displaced as aresult of the project. The
proposed project changes do not include any components that would displace existing housing and the
project would continue to be constructed on the same site. Therefore, the findings presented in the Fina
IS'MND would remain applicable. No new impacts would occur.

PUBLIC SERVICES (PS)

Fire Protection. The Fina 1IS/MND determined that the existing staffing levels would be adeguate to
serve the proposed project and impacts would be less than significant. The proposed project would be
served primarily by the City of Los Angeles Fire Department Fire Station No. 4, which is located
approximately 0.5 miles west from the project site at 800 North Main Street in Chinatown. According to
the City of Los Angeles Fire Department’s Planning Section, the staffing and resources at Station No. 4
are adequate to meet the proposed project’s demands for Fire Protection and Emergency Services. The
changes to the proposed project include removal of a vehicle bridge structure and the inclusion of an
access road to ease potential queuing near the parking structure. These elements would not result in any
changes to the need for fire protection at the site. Therefore, the conclusions presented in the Final
IS'MND would remain applicable. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easur es: None required.
Police Protection. The Final ISMND determined impacts related to police protection would be less than
significant with mitigation incorporation. The proposed project would be served primarily by Metro

Safety and Security, as well as the Central Community Police Station, located at 251 East 6™ Street
approximately 1.3 miles south of the site. The proposed project includes security elements in its design
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including secured entrances and security lighting of exterior building areas and within the parking
structure.  In addition, the Final ISMND discussed potential impacts related to police protection and
found that with implementation of Mitigation Measure PSL1, potential impacts related to police protection
services would be less than significant. The changes to the proposed project do not include any new
elements that would result in a change for the need for police protection services. Therefore, the
conclusions presented in the Final IS'MND would remain applicable and existing mitigation would apply.
No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures: None required.

Schools. The Final ISMND for the project determined no impact related to schools would occur. The
proposed project does not include a housing component and, thus, it would not result in a direct increase
in population in the area. Subsequently, it would not cause an additional demand on local schools. The
changes to the proposed project include minor design modifications and do not include a housing element
that would result in a population increase resulting in the need for new or expanded school facilities. As
such, the conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable. No new impacts would
occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures: None required.

Parks. The Final ISMND for the project determined impacts related to parks would be less-than-
significant. The proposed project does not include a housing component, and, therefore, an increased
demand on park service, typically resulting from an increase in residential population, is not anticipated.
The changes to the proposed project include minor design modifications and do not include a housing
component that would result in a population increase resulting in the need for new or expanded parks. As
such, the conclusions presented in the Final IS'MND would remain applicable. No new impacts would
occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures: None required.

Other Public Facilities. The Final ISMND for the project determined no impact related to public
facilities would occur. The proposed project would not include a housing element and, thus, the
population in the area is not anticipated to increase as a result of the proposed project. The proposed
project changes do not include any housing component that would result in a population increase resulting
in the need for new or expanded public facilities. As such, the findings presented in the Final ISMND
would remain applicable. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures: None required.

RECREATION (RC)

Increased Park Use. The Final ISMND determined impacts related to park use would be less-than-
significant. The proposed project would incorporate landscaped areas, not add a large number of new
employees to the area, and not include a housing component. The changes to the proposed project include
minor desigh modifications and do not include a housing element. As such, the findings presented in the
Final ISMND would remain applicable. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures: None required.
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Expanded Recreation Facilities. The Final ISMND determined the project would have no impact related
to recreational facility construction. The proposed project would not include the construction of a
recreational facility or the expansion of existing recreational facilities. The changes to the proposed
project include minor design modifications and do not include a housing element. As such, the
conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures: None required.
UTILITIESAND SERVICE SYSTEMS (US)

Exceed Wastewater Treatment Requirements. The Final ISMND for the project determined that impacts
related to wastewater would be less than significant. The proposed project would be constructed on
previousy developed land and has infrastructure in place for removal of wastewater from the site. The
proposed project design modifications would not result in any new activities that would increase
wastewater. Further the project would continue to be constructed on the same site. Therefore, the
conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable. No new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.

Require New Facilities. The Final ISMND determined the project would not contribute to an exceedance
of the wastewater treatment requirements of the Los Angeles Regional water Quality Control Board, and
impacts would be less than significant. The proposed project site would be served by sanitary sewers
conveying effluent to the Hyperion Treatment Plant (HTP) located at 12000 Vista del Mar in Playa del
Rey, approximately 14.4 miles southwest of the project site.

The modifications to the project generally represent an overall reduction in the scale and massing of the
proposed project. Table 2-9 shows the projected wastewater generation by the proposed project during its
operational phase as currently proposed. The proposed project would generate approximately 50,665
gallons per day of wastewater, which would be a reduction from amount of wastewater generated by the
previous design of the project. Therefore, no new impacts would occur.

TABLE 2-9: ESTIMATED PROJECT WASTEWATER GENERATION

Wastewater
Generation Rate Wastewater

(gallons per Generation
Type of Development Measurement (sq. ft.) day/gross sq. ft.) (Gallons/Day)
Parking Structure 307,737 20/1,000 6,155
Maintenance Operation 52,263 800/1,000 41,810
Central Cash Counting Facility (CCCF) 18,000 150/1,000 2,700
TOTAL WASTEWATER GENERATION 50,665
SOURCE: TAHA, City of Los Angeles Draft CEQA Thresholds, (1998).

Sormwater Drainage Facilities. The Fina ISSMND for the project determined that existing drainage
infrastructure would be adequate and impacts would be less-than-significant. Storm drains are located on
the western side of the project site, at the Cesar E. Chavez Avenue/Vignes Street intersection. The
drainage flow on Cesar E. Chavez Avenue, west of Lyon Street isto the west. The flow on Vignes Street
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is to the south. On Cesar E. Chavez Avenue, to the east of Lyon Street, the drainage flow is to the east.?
The proposed design modifications represent and overall reduction in scale and massing of the proposed
project. Additionally, as part of the project's LEED components, stormwater BMPs would be
incorporated into the project design. Therefore, the conclusions presented in the Final IS'MND would
remain applicable and no new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. None required.

Water Supply. The Final ISSMND for the project determined impacts related to water supply would be
less than significant. The proposed project would not include a housing component, but would include
approximately 50,000 square feet of office space, which is below the screening threshold for a water
supply assessment as described in the City of Los Angeles Draft CEQA Threshold Guidelines.
Accordingly, the proposed project would not require a water supply assessment. The proposed design
modifications would not result in an increase in office square footage and therefore would not require a
water supply assessment. Additionally, as part of the project’'s LEED components the project would
include features that would reduce water consumption by 30 percent such as through the use of low flow
fixtures. The project will aso include features to reduce water for landscaping by 50 percent. As such, no
new impacts would occur.

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.

Adequate Water Capacity. The Fina IS'MND determined that the wastewater treatment provider, in this
case the City of Los Angeles Bureau of Sanitation, would have adequate capacity to serve the proposed
project’s projected wastewater demand in addition to the current demands. As discussed above, the
proposed project would not contribute to an exceedance of the wastewater treatment capacity at HTP. The
proposed design modifications would not significantly change the project’s anticipated wastewater
contribution. Therefore, the conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable. No new
impacts would occur

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.

Landfill Capacity. The Fina ISIMND for the project determined impacts related to landfill capacity
would be less than significant. Waste from the proposed project would be expected to be deposited at
Sunshine Canyon SLF County Extension, which has sufficient intake capacity.

As part of the LEED component for the proposed project, 70 percent of construction debris will be
diverted. Table 2-10 shows the breakdown of the solid wastes generated during the construction phase of
the proposed project. It is estimated that in total, 733 tons of solid waste would be generated during the
construction process. The Final IS'MND for the project determined that 885 tons of waste would be
generated during construction, as compared to 733 under the current project. This would represent an
overal reduction in the waste deposited in landfills during the construction phase. As such, no new
impacts would occur.

%City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering Navigate LA website: http:/navigatel a.lacity.org/index.cfm, accessed:
July, 2009

2006-071 2-29



Metro Union Division Bus Maintenance & Operations Facility 2.0 Findings
Addendumto the Final ISMND

TABLE 2-10: PROJECTED SOLID WASTE GENERATION: CONSTRUCTION PHASE

Generation

Factor (Ibs/sq.ft.)
Type of Construction Size (sq. ft) la/ Total (Ibs) Total (tons)
Parking Structure 307,737 3.89 1,197,096 597
Maintenance Operation 52,263 3.89 203,303 101
Central Cash Counting Facility
(CCCF) 18,000 3.89 70,020 35
Construction Solid Waste Generation Total 1,470,419 733
/al From EPA Report: Characterization of Building-Related Construction and Demolition Debris in the United States (1998)
SOURCE: TAHA 2006 and EPA Report: Characterization of Building-Related Construction and Demolition Debris in the United States (1998).

The operation of the proposed project would generate solid waste from the office/administrative uses.
The solid waste generation rate for office buildings is approximately 10.53 pounds per employee per day.
For maintenance operations the solid waste generation rate is approximately 8.93 pounds per employee
per day.”’ The projected amount of solid waste generated by the operation of the proposed project is
shown in Table 2-11. The total proposed project is anticipated to generate 5,528 pounds of solid waste
per day or approximately three tons per day. The Final ISSMND determined the project would generate
5,919 tons per day. The proposed design modifications would represent an overall reduction in the
amount of solid waste generated as compared to the Final ISSMND. As such, no new impacts would
occur.

TABLE 2-11: PROJECTED SOLID WASTE GENERATION: OPERATIONAL PHASE

Generation Factor
Type of Development Employees (Ibs/employees/day) /a/ | Total (Ibs) Total (tons)
Maintenance Operation 579 8.93 5,170 25
Central Cash Counting Facility
(CCCF) 34 10.53 358 0.2
Operational Solid Waste Generation Total 5,528 27

/al City of Los Angeles CEQA Thresholds Guide (2006).
SOURCE: TAHA, 2008; http://www.scag.gov/ City of Los Angeles, Draft CEQA Thresholds Guide (2006).

Project Specific or Modified Mitigation M easures. None required.

Solid Waste Regulations. The Final ISSMND found impacts related to compliance with solid waste
regulations would be less-than-significant. The solid waste generated by the proposed project would be
disposed of in accordance with all applicable statutes and conservation measures regarding solid waste.
The landfills that would serve the proposed project will have the capacity to accept the amount of non-
recyclable solid waste that would be generated by the proposed project. As discussed above, the proposed
project design modifications would result in an overall reduction in the amount of solid waste generated.
Further, all solid waste generated would continue to be disposed of in accordance with applicable statues.
As such, the conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable, no new impacts would
occur.

%City of Los Angeles, City of Los Angeles CEQA Threshold Guidelines, 2006.
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MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
Doesthe project:

a) Have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or
restrict therange of arare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples
of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

Less-Than-Significant Impact. The preceding analyses conclude that no significant unmitigated
impacts to the environment would occur. Based on these findings, the proposed project is not expected to
degrade the quality of the environment. The existing site is developed, contains no landscaping, and does
not support sensitive species. The proposed project would not have the potential to substantially reduce
the habitat of fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, or reduce the number or restrict the range of a
rare or endangered plant or animal. The Final ISMND determined that impacts would be reduced to less-
than-significant. The project design modifications would represent an overall reduction in the scale of the
project and would continue to be constructed on the same site as proposed. No new impacts would occur.
Project Specific or Modified Mitigation Measures. Refer to Mitigation Measures CR1 through CR6

b) Have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? (* Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of an individual project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects).

Less- Than-Significant Impact. The Final ISMND determined that the impacts of the project would not
be cumulatively considerable. Although related projects may be constructed in the project vicinity, the
cumulative impacts to which the proposed project would contribute would be less than significant as
discussed in the previous sections. All potential impacts of the proposed project would be reduced to
less-than-significant levels with implementation of the mitigation measures provided in the previous
sections. As demonstrated in the previous sections, the changes to the project would not result in any
impacts that were not evaluated and disclosed in the Final ISSMND for the proposed project. Overall, the
changes represent a reduction in the scale and scope, due to the removal of the vehicle bridge and the
achievement of aminimum LEED Silver rating and would not result in any new incremental effects.

The Final ISSMND concluded that proposed project would not result in a significant climate change
impact as a result of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. A revised analysis was completed based on the
project changes. Construction activity would generate 1,540 tons of GHG emissions over the 18-month
period. Operational GHG emissions are shown in Table 2-12. GHG emissions were calculated from
mobile sources, natural gas usage, general electricity generation, and electricity generation associated
with water use. The proposed project would result in CO,e emissions of approximately 3,311 tons per
year, which represents less than 0.01 percent of Statewide emissions.
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TABLE 2-12: ESTIMATED ANNUAL GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Carbon Dioxide Equivalent (Tons per Year)

Source CO; /al CHgy /b/ N2O /b/

Mobile Emissions 1,322 <1 16
Natural Gas Emissions 686 <1 <1
General Electricity Emissions 319 <1 1
Water Cycle Electricity Emissions 966 <1 1
Total Emissions 3,311
2004 California GHG Emissions Inventory /c/ 528,820,000 /d/

/al Mobile and natural gas emissions were obtained from URBEMIS2007. Electricity emissions were obtained from California Climate Action
Registry General Reporting Protocol (March 2007).

/bl Emissions were obtained from California Climate Action Registry General Reporting Protocol (March 2007).

/c/ CARB, DRAFT California Greenhouse Gas Inventory (Millions of Metric Tonnes of CO2 Equivalent) — By IPCC Category, November 19, 2007.
/d/ Metric tonnes provided by the CARB were converted into tons to allow for the appropriate comparison.

SOURCE: TAHA, 2009.

The State has mandated a goal of reducing State-wide emissions to 1990 levels by 2020, even though
State-wide population and commerce is predicted to grow substantially. To help meet this goal the
California Climate Action Team recommended strategies that could be implemented by lead agencies to
reduce GHG emissions. The proposed project would comply with these strategies which include
increasing building energy efficiency and reducing HFC use in air conditioning systems. Metro’s Energy
and Sustainability Policy would be implemented with the proposed project. This Policy includes, at a
minimum, constructing the proposed project to achieve leadership in Energy and Environmental Design
(LEED) Silver certification conducting energy audits, as well as conducting energy use audits. The
LEED rating system also includes rigorous energy efficiency requirements that can far exceed ASHRAE
and Title 24 standards. Specificaly, Metro has established the following sustainability goals for the
proposed project:

Minimum LEED Silver certification

Building life of 30 to 50 years with potential up to 100 years

Produce onsite renewable energy with a photovoltaic system through a public-private partnership
Reduce energy cost by 28 percent as compared to a minimally compliant building
Utilize stormwater and greywater for bus wash and other non-potable water uses
30 percent to 40 percent savings in annual water usage from plumbing fixtures
Use fly ash and recycled aggregate in concrete in all locations where feasible
Use Energy Star Cement Plant Manufacturing in procurement process

75 percent construction waste recycling

10 to 20 percent recycled content materials

10 to 20 percent local/regional materias

5 percent reused materials

Provide excellent daylighting and views

Purchase and use Energy Star labeled equipment

Track and monitor energy and water usage during occupancy

Worldwide population growth and the consequent use of energy is the primary reason for GHG emission
increases. The market demand for goods and services and the use of land is directly linked to population
changes and economic development trends within large geographies (e.g., regional, national, worldwide).
Individual site-specific projects have a negligible effect on these macro population-driven and growth
demand factors. Whether an individual site-specific project is constructed or not has little effect on GHG
emissions. This is because the demand for goods and services in question would be provided in some
other location to satisfy the demands of a growing population if not provided on the project site. The only
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exception to this basic relationship between population growth, development, energy consumption and
GHG emissions would occur if the site-specific project (1) embodied features that were not typical of
urban environment or developing communities, and (2) generated a disproportionate amount of vehicle
miles of travel or had other unique and disproportionately high fuel consumption characteristics. The
proposed project does not fall within these exceptions.

Based on the Metro standards and the above discussion, the impact of the proposed project on the
cumulative effect of global climate change is not cumulatively considerable and considered to be less than
significant. The conclusions presented in the Final ISMND would remain applicable and no new impacts
related to global climate change would occur.

¢) Have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

No Impact. The Final ISMND determined that severa potential impacts of the proposed project have
been identified and mitigation measures have been prescribed where applicable to reduce all potential
impacts to a lessthan-significant level. Upon implementation of mitigation measures, the proposed
project would not have potential to result in substantial adverse effects on human beings either directly or
indirectly. The proposed changes to the project represent design modifications and as demonstrated in this
Addendum do not have the potential to result in any new impact beyond those identified in the Fina
ISMND.
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3.0LEAD AGENCY AND PREPARERS

31 LEAD AGENCY

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)
Metro Gateway Headquarters

One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Contact: Manuel Gurrola, Project Manager, Facilities-Operations
Tim Lindholm, Director of Capital Projects, Facilities-Operations
Gwynneth Doyle, Senior Environmental Specialist, Environmental Compliance and Services
Department

3.2 PREPARERS OF THISADDENDUM

Environmental Consultant
Terry A. Hayes Associates LLC
8522 Nationa Boulevard, Suite 102
Culver City, CA 90232
Contact: Terry Hayes, AICP, Principal
Jessica Kirchner, AICP, Senior Planner, Project Manager
Sam Silverman, Senior Environmental Scientist
Jaime Guzman, Planner
Michael Sullivan, Assistant Planner
Janet Fitzgerald, Graphic Artist

Traffic Consultant

Iteris Inc.

707 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 4810

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Contact: Matthew L. Simons, Senior Transportation Engineer

Cultural and Paleontological Resour ces Assessment

SWCA Environmental Consultants

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 190

South Pasadena, CA 91030

Contact: Kevin Hunt, Project Manager-Cultural Resources
Cara Corsetti, Program Director

Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
Andersen Environmenta

9937 Jefferson Boulevard, Suite 200
Culver City, CA 90232

Contact: Matt Rodda, Project Manager
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