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1 SECTION 4(f) REGULATORY FRAMEWORK 

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) Act of 1966 provides special 
protection of publicly owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl 
refuge of national, state, or local significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or 
local significance (as determined by the official(s) with jurisdiction over the park, area, 
refuge, or site) (49 United States Code (U.S.C.) Section 303). 

For the statute to apply to a proposed project, there are four conditions that must all be 
true: 

1. The project must require an approval from the Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA) in order to proceed; 

2. The project must be a transportation project; 

3. The project must require the use of land from a property protected by Section 4(f) 
(see 23 U.S.C. § 138(a) and 49 U.S.C. § 303(a)); and 

4. None of the regulatory applicability rules or exceptions applies (see 23 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) 774.11 and 13). 

Examples of the types of proposed situations where Section 4(f) would not apply include, 
but are not limited to, the following: 

1. A transportation project being constructed solely using state or local funds and 
not requiring [FTA] approval. 

2. A project intended to address a purpose that is unrelated to the movement of 
people, goods, and services from one place to another (i.e., a purpose that is not a 
transportation purpose). 

3. A project to be located adjacent to a Section 4(f) property, causing only minor 
proximity impacts to the Section 4(f) property (i.e., no constructive use). 

4. A project that will use land from a privately owned park, recreation area, or 
refuge. (USDOT 2012). 

USDOT agencies, including the FTA, may not approve the non-de minimis use of Section 4(f) 
property unless the agency determines that (1) there is no prudent or feasible alternative, and 
(2) the project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to these resources resulting 
from such use (23 CFR 774.3). The requirements included in 23 CFR 774.3 to approve use of 
a Section 4(f)-protected property are illustrated in Figure 1-1 and detailed in Sections 1.3 
through 1.6. 
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Figure 1-1. 23 CFR 774.3 Section 4(f) approvals for Use of Section 4(f) Properties 

 
Source: 23 CFR 774.3, WSP 2020 
Note: Coordination requirements of 23 CFR 774.5 occur throughout the Section 4(f) evaluation process, including coordination 
with official(s) with jurisdiction over Section 4(f) properties.  

 Types of Properties Protected by Section 4(f) 

The Section 4(f) regulations (23 CFR 774.17) define Section 4(f) property as publicly owned 
land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or 
local significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance. The Section 
4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) clarifies this definition to include the following: 

�x Parks and recreational areas of national, state, or local significance that are both 
publicly owned and open to the public.  

�x Publicly owned land that is formally designated in a city or county master plan for a 
future planned public park or recreation area. 

�x Playgrounds, sports fields, and other recreational facilities of public schools that allow 
the use of school recreational facilities for non-school activities, such as organized 
youth sports. 

�x Off-street public bicycle, pedestrian, and equestrian trails. 
�x Publicly owned wildlife and waterfowl refuges of national, state, or local significance 

that are open to the public to the extent that public access does not interfere with the 
primary purpose of the refuge. 

�x Historic sites that are listed, or eligible for inclusion, in the National Register of 
Historic Places (NR) at the local, state, or national level of significance regardless of 
whether or not the historic site is publicly owned or open to the public. 

�x Properties that contribute to the eligibility of a National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP)-eligible or listed historic district.  

�x Archaeological sites listed in or eligible for inclusion on the NRHP, including those 
discovered during construction, except as set forth in 23 CFR 774.13(b). 
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 Public School Playgrounds 

Under 23 CFR 774.11(d), where federal lands or other public land holdings are administered 
under statutes permitting management for multiple uses, and, in fact, are managed for 
multiple uses, Section 4(f) applies only to those portions of such lands that function for, or 
are designated in the plans of the administering agency as being for, significant park, 
recreation, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge purposes. The Section 4(f) Policy Paper, in 
response to Question 14, provides guidance on when Section 4(f) applies to public school 
recreational facilities. The guidance defines the term “playground” to refer to the area of the 
school property developed and/or used for public park or recreational purposes, such as 
baseball diamonds, soccer fields, tennis courts, track and field facilities, and other features, 
such as jungle gyms or swing sets. This can also include open space or practice fields if those 
areas serve a public park or recreation function. The guidance states, in part, that when a 
public school playground is open to the public and serves either organized or substantial 
walk-on recreational purposes that are determined to be significant, it will be subject to the 
requirements of Section 4(f). The guidance explains that Section 4(f) would apply if the public 
recreation area permits visitation of the general public at any time during the normal 
operating hours. Section 4(f) would not apply when visitation is permitted to a select group 
only and not to the entire public.  

The guidance clarifies cases where a school board may have authorized another public 
agency (e.g., the city park and recreation department) to control the facilities during after-
school hours. In such cases, the public agency with authority to control the playground would 
be considered an official with jurisdiction with regard to any after-hours use of the 
playground. Section 4(f) would apply to the playground areas only and not the entire school 
campus unless the school and campus are also significant historic sites. 

 Bikeways and Trails 

The Section 4(f) Policy Paper provides guidance in the response to Questions 15A and 15C 
that trails that are on publicly owned recreation land are subject to Section 4(f), provided the 
trail physically exists on the ground, thereby enabling active recreational use. Additionally, 
Section 4(f) applies to publicly owned, shared use paths or trails (or portions thereof) 
designated or functioning primarily for recreation, unless the official(s) with jurisdiction 
determines that it is not significant for such purpose. 

If a publicly owned shared use path or trail is primarily used for transportation and is an 
integral part of the local transportation system, the requirements of Section 4(f) do not apply 
since it is not a recreational area. 

If the publicly owned path or trail is simply described as occupying the right-of-way of the 
highway and is not limited to any specific location within the right-of-way, a Section 4(f) use 
of land would not occur provided that adjustments or changes in the alignment of the 
highway or the trail would not substantially impair the continuity of the path or trail.  

 Historic Districts 

The Section 4(f) Policy Paper provides guidance on the identification and evaluation of NRHP-
eligible historic districts in the response to questions 2B and 7C.  

Within a NR[HP] listed or eligible historic district, [FTA]’s long-standing policy is that 
Section 4(f) applies to those properties that are considered contributing to the eligibility of 



1 Section 4(f) Regulatory Framework 

 

 West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 

1-4 | July 2021  Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation 

the historic district, as well as any individually eligible property within the district. Elements 
within the boundaries of a historic district are assumed to contribute, unless they are 
determined by [FTA] in consultation with the SHPO/THPO not to contribute. 

and  

When a project requires land from a non-historic or non-contributing property lying within 
a historic district and does not use other land within the historic district that is considered 
contributing to its historic significance, [FTA]’s longstanding policy is that there is no direct 
use of the historic district for purposes of Section 4(f). With respect to constructive use, if the 
Section 106 consultation results in a determination of no historic properties affected or no 
adverse effect, there is no Section 4(f) constructive use of the district as a whole […]. When a 
project uses land from an individually eligible property within a historic district, or a 
property that is a contributing element to the historic district, Section 4(f) is applicable. In 
instances where a determination is made under Section 106 of no historic properties affected 
or no adverse effect, then the use may be approved with a de minimis impact determination. 

 Section 4(f) Use 

As defined in 23 CFR 774.17, the “use” of a protected Section 4(f) property occurs when any 
of the conditions described in the following sections are met for permanent incorporation, 
temporary occupancy, constructive use, or de minimis use.  

 Permanent Incorporation 

Land from a Section 4(f) property is permanently incorporated into a transportation project 
when it has been purchased as right-of-way or sufficient property interests have otherwise 
been acquired for the purpose of project implementation. For example, a permanent 
easement required for the purpose of project construction or that grants a future right-of-
access onto a Section 4(f) property, such as for the purpose of routine maintenance by the 
transportation agency, would be considered a permanent incorporation of land into a 
transportation facility. 

 Temporary Occupancy (as a use) 

Temporary occupancy results when Section 4(f) property, in whole or in part, is required for 
project construction-related activities. The property is not permanently incorporated into a 
transportation facility, but the activity is considered to be adverse in terms of the preservation 
purpose of Section 4(f). Section 23 CFR 774.13(d) provides the conditions under which 
“temporary occupancies of land […] are so minimal as to not constitute a use within the 
meaning of Section 4(f).” As discussed in Section 1.2.4.2, if all of the conditions in Section 
774.13(d) are met, the temporary occupancy does not constitute a use.  

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property or result in a temporary occupancy of the type that constitutes a Section 
4(f) use, but the project's proximity impacts are so severe that the protected activities, 
features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired. Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected activities, 
features, or attributes of the property are substantially diminished (23 CFR Section 774.15). 
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The regulation is specific that a constructive use occurs only if there is no incorporation of 
land. A constructive use occurs when: 

�x The projected noise level increase attributable to the project substantially interferes 
with the use and enjoyment of a noise-sensitive facility of a property protected by 
Section 4(f), such as: [h]earing the performances at an outdoor amphitheater; 
[s]leeping in the sleeping area of a campground; [e]njoyment of a historic site where a 
quiet setting is a generally recognized feature or attribute of the site's significance; 
[e]njoyment of an urban park where serenity and quiet are significant attributes; or 
[v]iewing wildlife in an area of a wildlife and waterfowl refuge intended for such 
viewing; 

�x The proximity of the project substantially impairs aesthetic features or attributes of 
the Section 4(f) property that contribute to its value, such as obstruction or 
elimination of views of an architecturally significant historic building or a detraction 
from the setting in which the property derives its value in part due to its setting; 

�x The project results in restricted access that substantially diminishes the utility of a 
significant publicly owned park, recreation area, or historic site; 

�x The vibration impact from construction or operation of the project substantially 
impairs the use of a Section 4(f) property, great enough to physically damage a 
historic building or substantially diminish the utility of the building; or 

�x The ecological intrusion of the project substantially diminishes the value of wildlife 
habitat in a wildlife and waterfowl refuge adjacent to the project, substantially 
interferes with the access to a wildlife and waterfowl refuge when such access is 
necessary for established wildlife migration or critical life-cycle processes, or 
substantially reduces the wildlife use of a wildlife and waterfowl refuge. 

Per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Section 4(f) does not apply when a project located adjacent to 
a Section 4(f) property causes minor proximity impacts to the Section 4(f) property (i.e., no 
constructive use).  

In addition, 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when 
“[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed 
action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no 
historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” “No historic properties affected” includes 
the condition where there are no historic properties present, or if there are historic properties 
present, the project will have no effect upon them as defined under 36 CFR § 800.4. 
Following consultation with SHPO under Section 106, if a project is determined to have no 
historic properties affected or no adverse effect, then there is no constructive use.  

 Exceptions 

The following exceptions to the requirement for Section 4(f) approval are listed in 23 CFR 
774.13: 

�x Restoration, rehabilitation, or maintenance of historic transportation facilities in 
certain circumstances listed in 23 CFR 774.13(a) 

�x Archaeological sites that are on or eligible for the NRHP chiefly because of what can 
be learned by data recovery and have minimal value for preservation in place, in 
certain circumstances listed in 23 CFR 774.13(b) 
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�x Designations of park and recreation lands, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and 
historic sites that are made, or determinations of significance that are changed, late 
in the development of a proposed action as described in 23 CFR 774.13(c) 

�x Temporary occupancies of land that are so minimal as to not constitute use as 
described in 23 CFR 774.13(d) 

�x Projects for federal lands transportation facilities described in 23 U.S.C. Section 
101(a)(8) and 23 CFR 774.13(e)) 

�x Certain trails, paths, bikeways, and sidewalks as described in 23 CFR 774.13(f) 
�x Transportation-enhancement activities, transportation alternatives projects, and 

mitigation activities as described in 23 CFR 774.13(g) 

Two of these exceptions, for archaeological sites and temporary occupancies, apply to certain 
properties in the Project’s Affected Area. These exceptions are described in the following 
sections.  

 Archaeological Sites 

An exception to the requirement of Section 4(f) approval for certain archaeological sites is 
described in 23 CFR Section 774.13(b). For archaeological sites not on tribal land, the State 
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
(ACHP), if participating, are the officials with jurisdiction. The exception states: 

Archeological sites that are on or eligible for the National Register when: 

(1) The [FTA] concludes that the archeological resource is important chiefly because of what can 
be learned by data recovery and has minimal value for preservation in place. This exception 
applies both to situations where data recovery is undertaken and where the [FTA] decides, with 
agreement of the official(s) with jurisdiction, not to recover the resource; and 

(2) The official(s) with jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) resource have been consulted and have 
not objected to the [FTA] finding in paragraph (b)(1) of this section. 

The Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) provides additional guidance to the regulation in 
response to Question 3A with the following: 

Section 4(f) applies to archeological sites that are on or eligible for the NR and that warrant 
preservation in place, including those sites discovered during construction […]. Section 4(f) does 
not apply if [FTA] determines, after consultation with the SHPO/THPO, federally recognized 
Indian tribes (as appropriate), and the ACHP (if participating) that the archeological resource 
is important chiefly because of what can be learned by data recovery (even if it is agreed not to 
recover the resource) and has minimal value for preservation in place, and the SHPO/THPO 
and ACHP (if participating) does not object to this determination (see 23 CFR 774.13(b)). 
The destruction of a significant archaeological resource without first recovering the knowledge of 
the past inherent in that resource should not be taken lightly. Efforts to preserve the resource or 
develop and execute a data recovery plan should be addressed in the Section 106 process.  

 Temporary Occupancy (as an exception) 

A temporary occupancy exception to use of a Section 4(f) property occurs when there is a 
temporary use of that property. When the temporary easement is no longer needed, the 
Section 4(f) property must be restored to its original condition. A temporary occupancy may 
be a use if the property is subject to temporary or permanent adverse changes such as 
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contour alterations, removal of trees and vegetation, or disruption of facilities or activities on 
the property (USDOT 2012).  

Under U.S. DOT regulations (23 CFR Section 774.13), a temporary occupancy of a Section 
4(f) property does not constitute a use of a Section 4(f) property when all the following 
conditions are satisfied: 

�x Duration is temporary (i.e., less than the time needed for construction of the project), 
and there should be no change in ownership of the land; 

�x Scope of work is minor (i.e., both the nature and magnitude of the changes to the 
Section 4(f) property are minimal); 

�x There are no anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, nor is there 
interference with the protected activities, features, or attributes of the property, on 
either a temporary or permanent basis; 

�x The land being used will be fully restored (i.e., the property must be returned to a 
condition that is at least as good as that which existed prior to the project); and 

�x There must be documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the 
Section 4(f) resource regarding the above conditions. 

 Tunneling and Bridging 

Because the Build Alternatives potentially require tunneling activities under and bridging 
activities above Section 4(f) properties, the Section 4(f) Policy Paper was referenced for 
guidance applicable to tunneling and bridging. Per Question 28B of the Section 4(f) Policy 
Paper, Do the requirements of Section 4(f) apply to bridging over a publicly owned public park, 
recreation area, wildlife or waterfowl refuge, or historic site? the guidance states: 

Section 4(f) applies to bridging a Section 4(f) property if piers or other appurtenances are 
physically located in the Section 4(f) property, requiring an acquisition of land from the 
property (actual use). Where the bridge will span the Section 4(f) property entirely, the 
proximity impacts of the bridge on the Section 4(f) property should be evaluated to 
determine if the placement of the bridge will result in a constructive use (see 23 CFR 
774.15…). An example of a potential constructive use would be substantial impairment to 
the utility of a trail resulting from severely restricted vertical clearance. If temporary 
occupancy of a Section 4(f) property is necessary during construction, the criteria discussed 
in [23 CFR 774.13(d)] will apply to determine use. 

Per Question 28A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Is tunneling under a publicly owned public 
park, recreation area, wildlife or waterfowl refuge, or historic site subject to the requirements of 
Section 4(f)? the guidance states: 

Section 4(f) applies to tunneling only if the tunneling: 

�x Disturbs archaeological sites that are on or eligible for the National Register (NR) which 
warrant preservation in place;  

�x Causes disruption which would permanently harm the purposes for which the park, 
recreation, wildlife or waterfowl refuge was established;  

�x Substantially impairs the historic values of a historic site; or  
�x Otherwise does not meet the exception for temporary occupancy. 
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Subsurface easements are a type of right-of-way acquisition. This Section 4(f) evaluation 
applies the guidance from the Section 4(f) Policy Paper to examine whether Section 4(f) 
applies. The analysis also considers the case where a subsurface easement is a type of 
incorporation of land. 

 Prudent and Feasible Avoidance Alternatives 

If a project would use a Section 4(f) resource and the use is not de minimis, that project can 
only be approved by determining that (1) there is no prudent and feasible avoidance 
alternative, and (2) the project includes all possible planning to minimize harm resulting 
from the use (23 CFR 774.3). This logic is illustrated in Figure 1-1 above. A de minimis impact 
is one that, after taking into account any measures to minimize harm (such as avoidance, 
minimization, mitigation, or enhancement measures) and consideration of comments from 
the official(s) with jurisdiction, results in either (23 CFR 774.17):  

�x A Section 106 finding of no adverse effect on a historic property or no historic 
properties affected; or  

�x A determination that the project would not adversely affect the activities, features, or 
attributes qualifying a park, recreation area, or refuge for protection under 
Section 4(f).  

When the use is not de minimis, the first step in meeting the requirements for approval is to 
develop and consider avoidance alternatives.  

An avoidance alternative is one that completely avoids the use of Section 4(f) resources. Per 
the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012), “[A] project alternative that avoids one 
Section 4(f) property by using another Section 4(f) property is not an avoidance alternative.” 
An avoidance alternative must first be evaluated to determine whether it is prudent and 
feasible. FTA Section 4(f) regulations list a series of factors to consider in determining 
whether an alternative is prudent and feasible. A feasible and prudent avoidance alternative is 
defined in 23 CFR 774.17 as: 

�x A feasible and prudent avoidance alternative avoids using Section 4(f) property and 
does not cause other severe problems of a magnitude that substantially outweighs the 
importance of protecting the Section 4(f) property. In assessing the importance of 
protecting the Section 4(f) property, it is appropriate to consider the relative value of 
the resource to the preservation purpose of the statute. 

�x An alternative is not feasible if it cannot be built as a matter of sound engineering 
judgment. 

�x An alternative is not prudent if: 

�� It compromises the project to a degree that it is unreasonable to proceed with the 
project in light of its stated purpose and need; 

�� It results in unacceptable safety or operational problems; 
�� After reasonable mitigation, it still causes:  

o Severe social, economic, or environmental impacts; 
o Severe disruption to established communities; 
o Severe disproportionate impacts to minority or low-income populations; or 
o Severe impacts to environmental resources protected under other federal 

statutes; 
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�� It results in additional construction, maintenance, or operational costs of an 
extraordinary magnitude; 

�� It causes other unique problems or unusual factors; or  
�� It involves multiple factors in paragraphs (3)(i) through (3)(v) of this definition, 

that while individually minor, cumulatively cause unique problems or impacts of 
extraordinary magnitude. 

 De Minimis Impact 

Section 4(f) use is assessed in terms of the magnitude of impact to determine whether the 
use is “de minimis” or not “de minimis.” The requirements of Section 4(f) would be considered 
satisfied if it is determined that a transportation project would have only a de minimis impact 
on the Section 4(f) resource. The provision allows avoidance, minimization, mitigation, and 
enhancement measures to be considered in assessing the net impact to the Section 4(f) use 
in order to make a de minimis determination. The agencies with jurisdiction must concur in 
writing with the determination. De minimis impact determination is defined in 23 CFR 
774.17 as follows: 

�x For parks, recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is 
a determination based on the net impact that the Project would not adversely affect 
the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under 
Section 4(f); and 

�x For historic sites, de minimis impact means that the FTA has determined, in 
accordance with 36 CFR Part 800, that no historic property is affected by the project 
or the project would have “no adverse effect” on the property in question. 

Amended Section 4(f) legislation included in Title 23 U.S.C. Section 138 and Title 49 U.S.C. 
Section 303 also allows for a simplified process and approval for projects that have only de 
minimis impacts on lands subject to protection under Section 4(f). De minimis impacts are of 
such a minor extent they do not require a full Section 4(f) evaluation. Under these provisions, 
once the FTA determines that a transportation use of Section 4(f) property results in a de 
minimis impact, analysis of avoidance alternatives is not required, and the Section 4(f) 
evaluation process is complete.  

 All Possible Planning to Minimize Harm 

All possible planning, defined in 23 CFR 774.17, means that all reasonable measures 
identified in the Section 4(f) evaluation to minimize harm or mitigate for adverse impacts 
and effects must be included in the project. All possible planning to minimize harm does not 
require analysis of feasible and prudent avoidance alternatives, since such analysis already 
occurred in the context of searching for feasible and prudent alternatives that avoid 
Section 4(f) properties altogether. 

Minimization of harm may entail both alternative design modifications that reduce the 
amount of Section 4(f) property used and mitigation measures that compensate for residual 
impacts. Minimization and mitigation measures should be determined through consultation 
with the official with jurisdiction.  

Mitigation measures involving public parks, recreation areas, or wildlife or waterfowl refuges 
may involve a replacement of land and/or facilities of comparable value and function or 
monetary compensation to enhance the remaining land. 
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Mitigation of historic sites usually consists of those measures necessary to preserve the 
historic integrity of the site and agreed to in accordance with 36 CFR 800 by FTA, the 
California SHPO, and other consulting parties. In any case, the cost of mitigation should be a 
reasonable public expenditure in light of the severity of the impact on the Section 4(f) 
property in accordance with 23 CFR 771.105(d). 

 Least Overall Harm 

If there is no feasible and prudent Section 4(f) avoidance alternative, FTA may approve only 
the alternative that causes the least overall harm as defined in 23 CFR 774.3(c)(1) as the 
alternative that: 

�x Causes the least overall harm in light of the statute’s preservation purpose. The least 
overall harm is determined by balancing the following factors:  

�� The ability to mitigate adverse impacts to each Section 4(f) property (including 
any measures that result in benefits to the property);  

�� The relative severity of the remaining harm, after mitigation, to the protected 
activities, attributes, or features that qualify each Section 4(f) property for 
protection;  

�� The relative significance of each Section 4(f) property;  
�� The views of the official(s) with jurisdiction over each Section 4(f) property;  
�� The degree to which each alternative meets the purpose and need for the project;  
�� After reasonable mitigation, the magnitude of any adverse impacts to resources 

not protected by Section 4(f); and  
�� Substantial differences in costs among the alternatives. 

�x The alternative selected must include all possible planning, as defined in 23 CFR 
774.17, to minimize harm to Section 4(f) property. 

A least overall harm analysis balances these factors to eliminate the alternative(s) that, on 
balance, present the greatest harm in light of the Section 4(f) statute’s preservationist 
perspective. Many of the factors included in the least overall harm standard duplicate the 
factors in the prudence test.  

For more information about Section 4(f) requirements, refer to the FHWA and FTA 
Section 4(f) regulations in 23 CFR 774 and the FHWA Section 4(f) Policy Paper 
(USDOT 2012). 
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2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This section describes the No Build Alternative and the four Build Alternatives studied in the 
West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Draft Environmental Impact Statement/ 
Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR), including design options, station locations, and 
maintenance and storage facility (MSF) site options. The Build Alternatives were developed 
through a comprehensive alternatives analysis process and meet the purpose and need of the 
Project.  

The No Build Alternative and four Build Alternatives are generally defined as follows:  

�x No Build Alternative: Reflects the transportation network in the 2042 horizon year 
without the proposed Build Alternatives. The No Build Alternative includes the 
existing transportation network along with planned transportation improvements that 
have been committed to and identified in the constrained Metro 2009 Long Range 
Transportation Plan (2009 LRTP) (Metro 2009) and SCAG’s 2016-2040 Regional 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) (SCAG 2016), as 
well as additional projects funded by Measure M that would be completed by 2042. 

�x Build Alternatives: The Build Alternatives consist of a new light rail transit (LRT) line 
that would extend from different termini in the north to the same terminus in the 
City of Artesia in the south. The Build Alternatives are referred to as the following: 

�� Alternative 1: Los Angeles Union Station to Pioneer Station; the northern 
terminus would be located underground at Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) 
Forecourt  

�� Alternative 2: 7th Street/Metro Center to Pioneer Station; the northern terminus 
would be located underground at 8th Street between Figueroa Street and Flower 
Street near 7th Street/Metro Center Station 

�� Alternative 3: Slauson/A (Blue) Line to Pioneer Station; the northern terminus 
would be located just north of the intersection of Long Beach Avenue and 
Slauson Avenue in the City of Los Angeles, connecting to the current A (Blue) 
Line Slauson Station 

�� Alternative 4: I-105/C (Green) Line to Pioneer Station; the northern terminus 
would be located at I-105 in the City of South Gate, connecting to the C (Green) 
Line along the I-105 

Two design options are under consideration for Alternative 1. Design Option 1 would locate 
the northern terminus station box at the LAUS Metropolitan Water District (MWD) east of 
LAUS and the MWD building, below the baggage area parking facility. Design Option 2 
would add the Little Tokyo Station along the WSAB alignment. The design options are 
further discussed in Section 2.3.6. 

Figure 2-1 presents the four Build Alternatives and the design options. In the north, 
Alternative 1 would terminate at LAUS and primarily follow Alameda Street south 
underground to the proposed Arts/Industrial District Station. Alternative 2 would terminate 
near the existing 7th Street/Metro Center Station in the Downtown Transit Core and would 
primarily follow 8th Street east underground to the proposed Arts/Industrial District Station. 
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Figure 2-1. Project Alternatives 

  
Source: Metro, 2020 
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From the Arts/Industrial District Station to the southern terminus at Pioneer Station, 
Alternatives 1 and 2 share a common alignment. South of Olympic Boulevard, the 
Alternatives 1 and 2 would transition from an underground configuration to an aerial 
configuration, cross over the Interstate (I-) 10 freeway and then parallel the existing Metro A 
(Blue) Line along the Wilmington Branch right-of-way (ROW) as it proceeds south. South of 
Slauson Avenue, which would serve as the northern terminus for Alternative 3, Alternatives 
1, 2, and 3 would turn east and transition to an at-grade configuration to follow the La Habra 
Branch ROW along Randolph Street. At the San Pedro Subdivision ROW, Alternatives 1, 2, 
and 3 would turn southeast to follow the San Pedro Subdivision ROW and then transition to 
the Pacific Electric Right-of-Way (PEROW) south of the I-105 freeway. The northern 
terminus for Alternative 4 would be located at the I-105/C (Green) Line. Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 would then follow the PEROW to the southern terminus at the proposed Pioneer 
Station in Artesia. The Build Alternatives would be grade-separated where warranted, as 
indicated on Figure 2-2.  
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Figure 2-2. Project Alignment by Alignment Type 

  
Source: Metro, 2020 
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 Geographic Sections  

The approximately 19-mile corridor is divided into two geographic sections—the Northern 
and Southern Sections. The boundary between the Northern and Southern Sections occurs at 
Florence Avenue in the City of Huntington Park. 

 Northern Section 

The Northern Section includes approximately 8 miles of Alternatives 1 and 2 and 3.8 miles of 
Alternative 3. Alternative 4 is not within the Northern Section. The Northern Section covers 
the geographic area from downtown Los Angeles to Florence Avenue in the City of 
Huntington Park and would generally traverse the Cities of Los Angeles, Vernon, 
Huntington Park, and Bell, and the unincorporated Florence-Firestone community of LA 
County (Figure 2-3). Alternatives 1 and 2 would traverse portions of the Wilmington Branch 
(between approximately Martin Luther King Jr Boulevard along Long Beach Avenue to 
Slauson Avenue). Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would traverse portions of the La Habra Branch 
ROW (between Slauson Avenue along Randolph Street to Salt Lake Avenue) and San Pedro 
Subdivision ROW (between Randolph Street to approximately Paramount Boulevard).  

Figure 2-3. Northern Section 

 
Source: Metro, 2020 
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 Southern Section 

The Southern Section includes approximately 11 miles of Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 and 
includes all 6.6 miles of Alternative 4. The Southern Section covers the geographic area from 
south of Florence Avenue in the City of Huntington Park to the City of Artesia and would 
generally traverse the Cities of Huntington Park, Cudahy, South Gate, Downey, Paramount, 
Bellflower, Cerritos, and Artesia (Figure 2-4). In the Southern Section, all four Build 
Alternatives would utilize portions of the San Pedro Subdivision and the Metro-owned 
PEROW (between approximately Paramount Boulevard to South Street). 

Figure 2-4. Southern Section 

 
Source: Metro, 2020 

 No Build Alternative  

For the National Environmental Policy Act evaluation, the No Build Alternative is evaluated 
in the context of the existing transportation facilities in the Transit Corridor (the Transit 
Corridor extends approximately 2 miles from either side of the proposed alignment) and 
other capital transportation improvements and/or transit and highway operational 
enhancements that are reasonably foreseeable. Because the No Build Alternative provides the 
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background transportation network, against which the Build Alternatives’ impacts are 
identified and evaluated, the No Build Alternative does not include the Project.  

The No Build Alternative reflects the transportation network in 2042 and includes the 
existing transportation network along with planned transportation improvements that have 
been committed to and identified in the constrained Metro 2009 LRTP and the SCAG 2016 
RTP/SCS, as well as additional projects funded by Measure M, a sales tax initiative approved 
by voters in November 2016. The No Build Alternative includes Measure M projects that are 
scheduled to be completed by 2042. 

Table 2.1 lists the existing transportation network and planned improvements included as 
part of the No Build Alternative. 

Table 2.1. No Build Alternative – Existing Transportation Network and Planned Improvements 

Project To/From 
Location Relative to Transit 

Corridor 

Rail (Existing) 

Metro Rail System (LRT and Heavy 
Rail Transit) 

Various locations Within Transit Corridor  

Metrolink (Southern California 
Regional Rail Authority) System 

Various locations Within Transit Corridor 

Rail (Under Construction/Planned)1 

Metro Westside D (Purple) Line 
Extension 

Wilshire/Western to 
Westwood/VA Hospital 

Outside Transit Corridor  

Metro C (Green) Line Extension2 to 
Torrance  

96th Street Station to Torrance Outside Transit Corridor 

Metro C (Green) Line Extension Norwalk to Expo/Crenshaw3 Outside Transit Corridor 

Metro East-West Line/Regional 
Connector/Eastside Phase 2 

Santa Monica to Lambert  
Santa Monica to Peck Road 

Within Transit Corridor 

Metro North-South Line/Regional 
Connector/Foothill Extension to 
Claremont Phase 2B 

Long Beach to Claremont Within Transit Corridor 

Metro Sepulveda Transit Corridor  Metro G (Orange) Line to 
Metro E (Expo) Line 

Outside Transit Corridor 

Metro East San Fernando Valley 
Transit Corridor 

Sylmar to Metro G (Orange) 
Line 

Outside Transit Corridor 

Los Angeles World Airport 
Automated People Mover 

96th Street Station to LAX 
Terminals 

Outside Transit Corridor 

Metrolink Capital Improvement 
Projects 

Various projects Within Transit Corridor 

California High-Speed Rail  Burbank to LA  
LA to Anaheim 

Within Transit Corridor 

Link US LAUS Within Transit Corridor 
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Project To/From 
Location Relative to Transit 

Corridor 

Bus (Existing) 

Metro Bus System (including BRT, 
Express, and local) 

Various locations Within Transit Corridor 

Municipality Bus System4 Various locations Within Transit Corridor 

Bus (Under Construction/Planned) 

Metro G (Orange) Line (BRT) Del Mar (Pasadena) to 
Chatsworth 
Del Mar (Pasadena) to Canoga 
Canoga to Chatsworth 

Outside Transit Corridor 

Vermont Transit Corridor (BRT) 120th Street to Sunset 
Boulevard 

Outside Transit Corridor 

North San Fernando Valley (BRT) Chatsworth to North Hollywood Outside Transit Corridor 

North Hollywood to Pasadena North Hollywood to Pasadena Outside Transit Corridor 

Highway (Existing) 

Highway System Various locations Within Transit Corridor 

Highway (Under Construction/Planned) 

High Desert Multi-Purpose Corridor SR-14 to SR-18 Outside Transit Corridor 

I-5 North Capacity Enhancements SR-14 to Lake Hughes Road Outside Transit Corridor 

SR-71 Gap Closure I-10 to Rio Rancho Road Outside Transit Corridor 

Sepulveda Pass Express Lane I-10 to US-101 Outside Transit Corridor 

SR-57/SR-60 Interchange 
Improvements 

SR-70/SR-60 Outside Transit Corridor 

I-710 South Corridor Project 
(Phases 1 and 2) 

Ports of Long Beach and LA to 
SR-60 

Within Transit Corridor 

I-105 Express Lane I-405 to I-605 Within Transit Corridor 

I-5 Corridor Improvements I-605 to I-710 Outside Transit Corridor 

Source:  Metro 2018, WSP 2019 
Notes: BRT = bus rapid transit; LAUS = Los Angeles Union Station; LAX = Los Angeles International Airport; SR = State Route;  
VA = Veterans Affairs  
1 Where extensions are proposed for existing Metro rail lines, the origin/destination is defined for the operating scheme of the 
entire rail line following completion of the proposed extensions and not just the extension itself.  
2 Metro C (Green) Line extension to Torrance includes new construction from Redondo Beach to Torrance; however, the line will 
operate from Torrance to 96th Street. 
3 The currently under construction Metro Crenshaw/LAX Line will operate as the Metro C (Green) Line.  
4 The municipality bus network system is based on service patterns for Bellflower Bus, Cerritos on Wheels, Cudahy Area Rapid 
Transit, Get Around Town Express, Huntington Park Express, La Campana, Long Beach Transit, Los Angeles Department of 
Transportation, Norwalk Transit System, and the Orange County Transportation Authority. 
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 Build Alternatives 

 Proposed Alignment Configuration for the Build Alternatives 

This section describes the alignment for each of the Build Alternatives. The general 
characteristics of the four Build Alternatives are summarized in Table 2.2. Figure 2-5 
illustrates the freeway crossings along the alignment. Additionally, the Build Alternatives 
would require relocation of existing freight rail tracks within the ROW to maintain existing 
operations where there would be overlap with the proposed light rail tracks. Figure 2-6 
depicts the alignment sections that would share operation with freight and the corresponding 
ownership. 

Table 2.2. Summary of Build Alternative Components 

Component Quantity 

Alternatives Alternative 1  Alternative 2 Alternative 3 Alternative 4 

Alignment Length  19.3 miles 19.3 miles 14.8 miles 6.6 miles 

Stations 
Configurations 

11  
3 aerial; 6 at-grade; 

2 underground3 

12 
3 aerial; 6 at-

grade; 3 
underground 

9 
3 aerial; 6 at-grade 

4 
1 aerial; 3 at-

grade 

Parking Facilities 5 
(approximately 
2,780 spaces) 

5 
(approximately 
2,780 spaces) 

5 
(approximately 
2,780 spaces) 

4 
(approximately 
2,180 spaces) 

Length of 
underground, at-
grade, and aerial 

2.3 miles 
underground; 12.3 
miles at-grade; 4.7 

miles aerial1 

2.3 miles 
underground; 12.3 
miles at-grade; 4.7 

miles aerial1 

12.2 miles at-
grade; 2.6 miles 

aerial1 

5.6 miles at-
grade; 1.0 miles 

aerial1 

At-grade 
crossings 

31 31 31 11 

Freight crossings  10 10 9 2 

Freeway 
Crossings  

6 (3 freeway 
undercrossings2 at 
I-710; I-605, SR-91) 

6 (3 freeway 
undercrossings2 at 

I-710; I-605, SR-
91) 

4 (3 freeway 
undercrossings2 at 
I-710; I-605, SR-91) 

3 (2 freeway 
undercrossings2 

at 
I-605, SR-91) 

Elevated Street 
Crossings 

25 25 15 7 

River Crossings 3 3 3 1 

TPSS Facilities 223 23 17 7 

Maintenance and 
Storage Facility 
site options 

2 2 2 2 

Source: WSP, 2020 
Notes: SR = State Route; TPSS = traction power substation 
1 Alignment configuration measurements count retained fill embankments as at-grade.  
2 The light rail tracks crossing beneath freeway structures.  
3 Under Design Option 2 – Add Little Tokyo Station, an additional underground station and TPSS site would be added under 
Alternative 1. 



2 Project Description 

 

 West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 

2-10 | July 2021  Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation 

Figure 2-5. Freeway Crossings  

 
Source: WSP, 2020 
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Figure 2-6. Existing Rail Right-of-Way Ownership and Relocation 

 
Source: WSP, 2020 
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 Alternative 1 

The total alignment length of Alternative 1 would be approximately 19.3 miles, consisting of 
approximately 2.3 miles of underground, 12.3 miles of at-grade, and 4.7 miles of aerial 
alignment. Alternative 1 would include 11 new LRT stations, 2 of which would be 
underground, 6 would be at-grade, and 3 would be aerial. Under Design Option 2, Alternative 
1 would have 12 new LRT stations, and the Little Tokyo Station would be an additional 
underground station. Five of the stations would include parking facilities, providing a total of 
up to 2,780 new parking spaces. The alignment would include 31 at-grade crossings, 3 
freeway undercrossings, 2 aerial freeway crossings, 1 underground freeway crossing, 3 river 
crossings, 25 aerial road crossings, and 10 freight crossings.  

In the north, Alternative 1 would begin at a proposed underground station at/near LAUS 
either beneath the LAUS Forecourt or, under Design Option 1, east of the MWD building 
beneath the baggage area parking facility (see Section 2.3.6). Crossovers would be located on 
the north and south ends of the station box with tail tracks extending approximately 1,200 
feet north of the station box. A tunnel extraction portal would be located within the tail tracks 
for both Alternative 1 terminus station options. 

From LAUS, the alignment would continue underground crossing under the US-101 
freeway and the existing Metro L (Gold) Line aerial structure and continue south beneath 
Alameda Street to the optional Little Tokyo Station between 1st Street and 2nd Street 
(note: under Design Option 2, Little Tokyo Station would be constructed). From the 
optional Little Tokyo Station, the alignment would continue underground beneath 
Alameda Street to the proposed Arts/Industrial District Station under Alameda Street 
between 6th Street and Industrial Street. (Note, Alternative 2 would have the same 
alignment as Alternative 1 from this point south. Refer to Section 2.3.3 for additional 
information on Alternative 2.) 

The underground alignment would continue south under Alameda Street to 8th Street, where 
the alignment would curve to the west and transition to an aerial alignment south of Olympic 
Boulevard. The alignment would cross over the I-10 freeway in an aerial viaduct structure and 
continue south, parallel to the existing Metro A (Blue) Line at Washington Boulevard. The 
alignment would continue in an aerial configuration along the eastern half of Long Beach 
Avenue within the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR)-owned Wilmington Branch ROW, east of 
the existing Metro A (Blue) Line and continue south to the proposed Slauson/A Line Station. 
The aerial alignment would pass over the existing pedestrian bridge at E. 53rd Street. The 
Slauson/A Line Station would serve as a transfer point to the Metro A (Blue) Line via a 
pedestrian bridge. The vertical circulation would be connected at street level on the north side 
of the station via stairs, escalators, and elevators. (The Slauson/A Line Station would serve as 
the northern terminus for Alternative 3; refer to Section 2.3.4 for additional information on 
Alternative 3.) 

South of the Slauson/A Line Station, the alignment would turn east along the existing La 
Habra Branch ROW (also owned by UPRR) in the median of Randolph Street. The 
alignment would be on the north side of the La Habra Branch ROW and would require 
the relocation of existing freight tracks to the southern portion of the ROW. The 
alignment would transition to an at-grade configuration at Alameda Street and would 
proceed east along the Randolph Street median. Wilmington Avenue, Regent Street, 
Albany Street, and Rugby Avenue would be closed to traffic crossing the ROW, altering 
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the intersection design to a right-in, right-out configuration. The proposed 
Pacific/Randolph Station would be located just east of Pacific Boulevard. 

From the Pacific/Randolph Station, the alignment would continue east at-grade. Rita Avenue 
would be closed to traffic crossing the ROW, altering the intersection design to a right-in, 
right-out configuration. At the San Pedro Subdivision ROW, the alignment would transition 
to an aerial configuration and turn south to cross over Randolph Street and the freight tracks, 
returning to an at-grade configuration north of Gage Avenue. The alignment would be 
located on the east side of the existing San Pedro Subdivision ROW freight tracks, and the 
existing tracks would be relocated to the west side of the ROW. The alignment would 
continue at-grade within the San Pedro Subdivision ROW to the proposed at-grade 
Florence/Salt Lake Station south of the Salt Lake Avenue/Florence Avenue intersection.  

South of Florence Avenue, the alignment would extend from the proposed Florence/Salt 
Lake Station in the City of Huntington Park to the proposed Pioneer Station in the City of 
Artesia, as shown in Figure 2-4. The alignment would continue southeast from the proposed 
at-grade Florence/Salt Lake Station within the San Pedro Subdivision ROW, crossing Otis 
Avenue, Santa Ana Street, and Ardine Street at-grade. The alignment would be located on the 
east side of the existing San Pedro Subdivision freight tracks and the existing tracks would be 
relocated to the west side of the ROW. South of Ardine Street, the alignment would transition 
to an aerial structure to cross over the existing UPRR tracks and Atlantic Avenue. The 
proposed Firestone Station would be located on an aerial structure between Atlantic Avenue 
and Florence Boulevard.  

The alignment would then cross over Firestone Boulevard and transition back to an at-grade 
configuration prior to crossing Rayo Avenue at-grade. The alignment would continue south 
along the San Pedro Subdivision ROW, crossing Southern Avenue at-grade and continuing at-
grade until it transitions to an aerial configuration to cross over the LA River. The proposed 
LRT bridge would be constructed next to the existing freight bridge. South of the LA River, 
the alignment would transition to an at-grade configuration crossing Frontage Road at-grade, 
then passing under the I-710 freeway through the existing box tunnel structure and then 
crossing Miller Way. The alignment would then return to an aerial structure to cross the Rio 
Hondo Channel. South of the Rio Hondo Channel, the alignment would briefly transition back 
to an at-grade configuration and then return to an aerial structure to cross over Imperial 
Highway and Garfield Avenue. South of Garfield Avenue, the alignment would transition to an 
at-grade configuration and serve the proposed Gardendale Station north of Gardendale Street.  

From the Gardendale Station, the alignment would continue south in an at-grade configuration, 
crossing Gardendale Street and Main Street to connect to the proposed I-105/C Line Station, 
which would be located at-grade north of Century Boulevard. This station would be connected to 
the new infill C (Green) Line Station in the middle of the freeway via a pedestrian walkway on the 
new LRT bridge. The alignment would continue at-grade, crossing Century Boulevard and then 
over the I-105 freeway in an aerial configuration within the existing San Pedro Subdivision ROW 
bridge footprint. A new Metro C (Green) Line Station would be constructed in the median of the 
I-105 freeway. Vertical pedestrian access would be provided from the LRT bridge to the proposed 
I-105/C Line Station platform via stairs and elevators. To accommodate the construction of the 
new station platform, the existing Metro C (Green) Line tracks would be widened and, as part of 
the I-105 Express Lanes Project, the I-105 lanes would be reconfigured. (The I-105/C Line Station 
would serve as the northern terminus for Alternative 4; refer to Section 2.3.5 for additional 
information on this alternative.) 
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South of the I-105 freeway, the alignment would continue at-grade within the San Pedro 
Subdivision ROW. In order to maintain freight operations and allow for freight train 
crossings, the alignment would transition to an aerial configuration as it turns southeast and 
enter the PEROW. The existing freight track would cross beneath the aerial alignment and 
align on the north side of the PEROW east of the San Pedro Subdivision ROW. The proposed 
Paramount/Rosecrans Station would be located in an aerial configuration west of Paramount 
Boulevard and north of Rosecrans Avenue. The existing freight track would be relocated to 
the east side of the alignment beneath the station viaduct.  

The alignment would continue southeast in an aerial configuration over the Paramount 
Boulevard/Rosecrans Avenue intersection and descend to an at-grade configuration. The 
alignment would return to an aerial configuration to cross over Downey Avenue descending 
back to an at-grade configuration north of Somerset Boulevard. One of the adjacent freight 
storage tracks at Paramount Refinery Yard would be relocated to accommodate the new LRT 
tracks and maintain storage capacity. There are no active freight tracks south of the World 
Energy facility.  

The alignment would cross Somerset Boulevard at-grade. South of Somerset Boulevard, the 
at-grade alignment would parallel the existing Bellflower Bike Trail that is currently aligned 
on the south side of the PEROW. The alignment would continue at-grade crossing Lakewood 
Boulevard, Clark Avenue, and Alondra Boulevard. The proposed at-grade Bellflower Station 
would be located west of Bellflower Boulevard.  

East of Bellflower Boulevard, the Bellflower Bike Trail would be realigned to the north side of 
the PEROW to accommodate an existing historic building located near the southeast corner 
of Bellflower Boulevard and the PEROW. It would then cross back over the LRT tracks at-
grade to the south side of the ROW. The LRT alignment would continue southeast within the 
PEROW and transition to an aerial configuration at Cornuta Avenue, crossing over Flower 
Street and Woodruff Avenue. The alignment would return to an at-grade configuration at 
Walnut Street. South of Woodruff Avenue, the Bellflower Bike Trail would be relocated to the 
north side of the PEROW. Continuing southeast, the LRT alignment would cross under the 
SR-91 freeway in an existing underpass. The alignment would cross over the San Gabriel 
River on a new bridge, replacing the existing abandoned freight bridge. South of the San 
Gabriel River, the alignment would transition back to an at-grade configuration before 
crossing Artesia Boulevard at-grade. 

East of Artesia Boulevard the alignment would cross beneath the I-605 freeway in an existing 
underpass. Southeast of the underpass, the alignment would continue at-grade, crossing 
Studebaker Road. North of Gridley Road, the alignment would transition to an aerial 
configuration to cross over 183rd Street and Gridley Road. The alignment would return to an 
at-grade configuration at 185th Street, crossing 186th Street and 187th Street at-grade. The 
alignment would then pass through the proposed Pioneer Station on the north side of 
Pioneer Boulevard at-grade. Tail tracks accommodating layover storage for a three-car train 
would extend approximately 1,000 feet south from the station, crossing Pioneer Boulevard 
and terminating west of South Street.  
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 Alternative 2 

The total alignment length of Alternative 2 would be approximately 19.3 miles, consisting of 
approximately 2.3 miles of underground, 12.3 miles of at-grade, and 4.7 miles of aerial alignment. 
Alternative 2 would include 12 new LRT stations, 3 of which would be underground, 6 would be 
at-grade, and 3 would be aerial. Five of the stations would include parking facilities, providing a 
total of approximately 2,780 new parking spaces. The alignment would include 31 at-grade 
crossings, 3 freeway undercrossings, 2 aerial freeway crossings, 1 underground freeway crossing, 
3 river crossings, 25 aerial road crossings, and 10 freight crossings.  

In the north, Alternative 2 would begin at the proposed WSAB 7th Street/Metro Center 
Station, which would be located underground beneath 8th Street between Figueroa Street 
and Flower Street. A pedestrian tunnel would provide connection to the existing 7th 
Street/Metro Center Station. Tail tracks, including a double crossover, would extend 
approximately 900 feet beyond the station, ending east of the I-110 freeway. From the 7th 
Street/Metro Center Station, the underground alignment would proceed southeast beneath 
8th Street to the South Park/Fashion District Station, which would be located west of Main 
Street beneath 8th Street.  

From the South Park/Fashion District Station, the underground alignment would continue 
under 8th Street to San Pedro Street, where the alignment would turn east toward 7th Street, 
crossing under privately owned properties. The tunnel alignment would cross under 7th 
Street and then turn south at Alameda Street. The alignment would continue south beneath 
Alameda Street to the Arts/Industrial District Station located under Alameda Street between 
7th Street and Center Street. A double crossover would be located south of the station box, 
south of Center Street. From this point, the alignment of Alternative 2 would follow the same 
alignment as Alternative 1, which is described further in Section 2.3.2. 

 Alternative 3 

The total alignment length of Alternative 3 would be approximately 14.8 miles, consisting of 
approximately 12.2 miles of at-grade, and 2.6 miles of aerial alignment. Alternative 3 would 
include 9 new LRT stations, 6 would be at-grade and 3 would be aerial. Five of the stations 
would include parking facilities, providing a total of approximately 2,780 new parking spaces. 
The alignment would include 31 at-grade crossings, 3 freeway undercrossings, 1 aerial 
freeway crossing, 3 river crossings, 15 aerial road crossings, and 9 freight crossings. In the 
north, Alternative 3 would begin at the Slauson/A Line Station and follow the same 
alignment as Alternatives 1 and 2, described in Section 2.3.2. 

 Alternative 4 

The total alignment length of Alternative 4 would be approximately 6.6 miles, consisting of 
approximately 5.6 miles of at-grade and 1.0 mile of aerial alignment. Alternative 3 would 
include 4 new LRT stations, 3 would be at-grade, and 1 would be aerial. Four of the stations 
would include parking facilities, providing a total of approximately 2,180 new parking spaces. 
The alignment would include 11 at-grade crossings, 2 freeway undercrossings, 1 aerial 
freeway crossing, 1 river crossing, 7 aerial road crossings, and 2 freight crossings. In the 
north, Alternative 4 would begin at the I-105/C Line Station and follow the same alignment 
as Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, described in Section 2.3.2. 
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 Design Options 

Alternative 1 includes two design options: 

�x Design Option 1: LAUS at the MWD – The LAUS station box would be located east of 
LAUS and the MWD building, below the baggage area parking facility instead of 
beneath the LAUS Forecourt. Crossovers would be located on the north and south 
ends of the station box with tail tracks extending approximately 1,200 feet north of the 
station box. From LAUS, the underground alignment would cross under the US-101 
freeway and the existing Metro L (Gold) Line aerial structure and continue south 
beneath Alameda Street to the optional Little Tokyo Station between Traction Avenue 
and 1st Street. The underground alignment between LAUS and the Little Tokyo 
Station would be located to the east of the base alignment.  

�x Design Option 2: Add the Little Tokyo Station – Under this design option, the Little 
Tokyo Station would be constructed as an underground station and there would be a 
direct connection to the Regional Connector Station in the Little Tokyo community. 
The alignment would proceed underground directly from LAUS to the 
Arts/Industrial District Station primarily beneath Alameda Street.  

 Maintenance and Storage Facility  

MSFs accommodate daily servicing and cleaning, inspection and repairs, and storage of light 
rail vehicles. Activities may take place in the MSF throughout the day and night depending 
upon train schedules, workload, and the maintenance requirements.  

Two MSF options are evaluated; however, only one MSF would be constructed as part of the 
Project. The MSF would have storage tracks, each with sufficient length to store three-car 
train sets and a maintenance-of-way vehicle storage. The facility would include a main shop 
building with administrative offices, a cleaning platform, a traction power substation (TPSS), 
employee parking, a vehicle wash facility, a paint and body shop, and other facilities as 
needed. The east and west yard leads (i.e., the tracks leading from the mainline to the facility) 
would have sufficient length for a three-car train set. In total, the MSF would need to 
accommodate approximately 80 light rail vehicles to serve the Project’s operations plan.  

Two potential locations for the MSF have been identified—one in the City of Bellflower and 
one in the City of Paramount. These options are described further in the following sections. 

 Bellflower MSF Option 

The Bellflower MSF Site Option is bounded by industrial facilities to the west, Somerset 
Boulevard and apartment complexes to the north, residential homes to the east, and the 
PEROW and Bellflower Bike Trail to the south. The site is approximately 21 acres in area and 
can accommodate up to 80 vehicles (Figure 2-7). 

 Paramount MSF Option 

The Paramount MSF site option is bounded by the San Pedro Subdivision ROW on the west, 
Somerset Boulevard to the south, industrial and commercial uses on the east, and All 
American City Way to the north. The site is 22 acres and could accommodate up to 80 
vehicles (Figure 2-7).  
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Figure 2-7. Maintenance and Storage Facility Options  

 
Source: WSP, 2020 
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3 METHODOLOGY 

 Section 4(f) Affected Area 

The historic NRHP-listed or eligible properties identified in the West Santa Ana Branch 
Transit Corridor Project Final Cultural Resource Survey Report – Rev 1 (Metro 2020a) (Final 
Cultural Resource Survey Report) were included in the Section 4(f) analysis. The proposed 
area of potential effects (APE), as defined by Section 106, was delineated to encompass areas 
that contain historic properties that may be directly or indirectly affected by any of the Build 
Alternatives, including design options and the MSF. The project-specific Section 106 APE 
was established through consultation among the lead federal agency, the FTA, Metro, SHPO, 
and other consulting parties. Information regarding the correspondence between the 
consulting parties is provided in Appendix A. The Affected Area for analysis of Section 4(f)-
protected historic sites is the Section 106 APE.  

For the analysis of public park, recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuge Section 
4(f) resources, the Affected Area is inclusive of all physical effects of the Project and the 
surrounding environment that could experience constructive use. The Affected Area is 
delineated as 150 feet on each side of the proposed alignment and around the stations (see 
Figure 2-1 in Section 2), parking facilities, MSF site options, and TPSS sites. Analysis of the 
potential use of Section 4(f) resources includes those located adjacent to the Build 
Alternatives, particularly those located on a parcel that could require a partial or full 
acquisition or temporary construction easement (TCE). The Build Alternative features were 
mapped using ArcGIS, and the Affected Area was used to evaluate those properties included 
in the affected environment.  

 Affected Environment/Existing Conditions 

Historic sites identified within the APE are documented in the Final Cultural Resource Survey 
Report. Records and archival research at the Southern Central Coastal Information Center, 
tribal and historic group consultation, as well as archaeological and built environment field 
surveys were used to identify historic sites. ArcGIS survey data, historical research, and 
descriptions provided in the Final Cultural Resource Survey Report were used to analyze the 
historic sites identified in the APE for Section 4(f) use by the Build Alternatives.  

All public parks and recreational properties located within one-quarter-mile of the alignment 
alternatives were identified in the��West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Final 
Parklands and Community Facilities Impact Analysis Report (Metro 2021a) (Final Parklands and 
Community Facilities Impact Analysis Report). Existing facilities were identified from planning 
documents, desktop analysis of aerial maps and satellite imagery, and GIS data sourced from 
the Los Angeles County tax assessor and the Los Angeles County Department of Regional 
Planning. Online research of parks and recreation webpages, school district webpages, and 
aerial maps was conducted to confirm the presence of park and community facilities that meet 
the Section 4(f) definition for public recreational use. All of the identified properties that 
extended into the Affected Area, as defined in Section 3.1, were reviewed to determine if they 
are parks and recreational areas of national, state, or local significance that are both publicly 
owned and open to the public. Metro contacted the official(s) with jurisdiction for each of the 
identified Section 4(f) resources to confirm their significance. This correspondence is 
documented in Section 9.2 of this Evaluation. 
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The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
databases were reviewed for natural wildlife refuges located within the Affected Area for 
Section 4(f) resources. These resources are not found in the Affected Area and, therefore, are 
not discussed further in the Section 4(f) analysis of impacts. 

The historic and park and recreational resources identified within the APE and Affected Area 
that meet the Section 4(f) definition are described in Section 4. 

 Section 4(f) Use Evaluation 

The FTA has developed joint regulations with the FHWA for implementing and interpreting 
Section 4(f) (23 CFR 774). FTA has also adopted FHWA’s Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) 
to guide Section 4(f) analysis. This Section 4(f) analysis was conducted in accordance with 23 CFR 
774 and the Section 4(f) Policy Paper which provides guidance on the identification of Section 4(f) 
properties and assessing the “use” of properties and determinations. The Section 4(f) regulatory 
framework is discussed in Section 1.  

The evaluation of Section 4(f) use included a review of the Final Cultural Resource Survey 
Report. The NRHP-eligible and NRHP-listed historic sites within the APE were evaluated for 
Section 4(f) use.  

All of the park and recreation Section 4(f) properties identified within the Affected Area were 
evaluated for “use” by the Project’s Build Alternatives. Section 4(f) properties within the 
Affected Area were evaluated for permanent incorporation into the transportation facility, 
temporary occupancy, and constructive use. Section 4(f) “use” is defined in 23 CFR 774.17 
(Definitions) and is discussed in detail in Section 1.2 

ArcGIS data files sourced from the WSAB project team included the proposed alignment, 
stations, parking facilities, MSF site options, and TPSS sites, as well as the potentially affected 
parcels that would require either full or partial permanent property acquisition or a TCE.  

In addition to these technical reports, the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Final 
Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report (Metro 2021b) was reviewed for noise and vibration 
impacts to properties meeting the Section 4(f) resource definition and that were found to exceed 
the FTA impact thresholds indicating a severe or moderate impact potentially requiring 
mitigation. The noise and vibration assessment followed FTA guidance and procedures for the 
evaluation of screening sensitive noise receptors for noise impact due to operational noise and 
vibration and construction noise and vibration associated with the Project. Those parks identified 
that are primarily used for active recreation, such as sports complexes, were not considered noise 
sensitive as per the guidance provided in the FTA Noise and Vibration Manual (FTA 2018). The 
complete noise analysis is provided in the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report. 

Visual and aesthetic impacts to scenic resources and sensitive viewers were identified and evaluated 
in the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis 
Report (Metro 2021c). This information was used to evaluate whether the Build Alternatives would 
substantially diminish the aesthetic setting of Section 4(f) resources that derive their value in terms 
of their Section 4(f) purpose and significance at least partially from setting. The evaluation of 
Section 4(f) use is discussed in Section 5. 
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4 DESCRIPTION OF SECTION 4(f) PROPERTIES 

Publicly owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of 
national, state, or local significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local 
significance are identified in this analysis per the definition of Section 4(f) property in the 
Section 4(f) regulations (23 CFR 774.17). Because of the large number of properties, the 
historic sites are described in Section 4.1 and the parklands and recreational properties are 
described in Section 4.2.  

 Historic Sites 

Section 4(f)-protected historic sites include those listed or eligible for listing in the NRHP. 
Such properties located within the Section 106 APE and their context are described in detail 
in the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Final Cultural Resource Survey Report – 
Rev 1 (Metro 2020a) (Final Cultural Resource Survey Report). Within the Section 106 APE, 
there are 54 historic sites that are listed in or determined eligible for listing in the NRHP. 
Seven NRHP-eligible or -listed historic districts are also located partially or fully within the 
Section 106 APE. Table 4.1 summarizes the NRHP-eligible and -listed historic sites within 
the Section 106 APE. These properties are shown in Figure 4-1a through Figure 4-1e. 

Nine known archaeological resources, eight of which are NRHP-eligible, are located within 
the Affected Area and identified in the Final Cultural Resource Survey Report. No 
archaeological resources were identified in the Affected Area by the field survey. The eight 
NRHP-eligible archaeological resources are included in Table 4.1. The California SHPO is 
the official with jurisdiction over all Section 4(f) historic sites in the Affected Area. 

Table 4.1. Section 4(f) Historic Sites and Archaeological Resources within the Affected Area 

Property Type 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) 

Section 4(f) 
Applies? 

Los Angeles Union Station 
750-800 North Alameda 
Street, Los Angeles 

NRHP-listed historic 
property under Criteria A 
and C 

Alternative 1 and 
Design Option 1 

Yes 

Los Angeles Terminal Annex 
Post Office 
900 North Alameda Street, 
Los Angeles 

NRHP-listed historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternative 1 Yes 

Los Angeles Union Terminal 
District and Buildings 
777 South Alameda Street 
and 1213 East 7th Street, 
Los Angeles 

NRHP-listed historic district 
under Criteria A and C 
Includes 7 contributing 
buildings 

Alternatives 1 and 2 To contributing 
properties only1 

1608 East 15th Street, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1 and 2 Yes 



4 Description of Section 4(f) Properties 

 

 West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 

4-2 | July 2021  Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation 

Property Type 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) 

Section 4(f) 
Applies? 

Angel City Brewery/John A. 
Roebling’s Sons Company 
216 South Alameda Street, 
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criteria B 
and C 

Alternative 1 Yes 

500 South Alameda Street, 
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternative 1 Yes 

542 South Alameda Street, 
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternative 1 Yes 

1250 Long Beach Avenue, 
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1 and 2 Yes 

1753 East Olympic 
Boulevard, Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
district under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1 and 2 Yes 

Air Raid Siren No. 189 
McGarry Street and East 8th 
Street, Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
object under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternatives 1 and 2 Yes 

Hamburger’s Department 
Store 
801 South Broadway, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property and contributing to 
Broadway Theater and 
Commercial Historic District 
under Criteria A and C 

Alternative 2 Yes 

Charles C. Chapman 
Building 
756 South Broadway, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 
and contributing to 
Broadway Theater and 
Commercial Historic District  

Alternative 2 Yes 

Tower Theater 
800 South Broadway, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property and contributing to 
Broadway Theater and 
Commercial Historic District 
under Criteria A and C 

Alternative 2 Yes 

Garfield Building 
403 East 8th Street, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternative 2 Yes 

Barker Brothers Furniture 
Store 
800 West 7th Street, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 
and contributing to 7th 
Street Commercial Historic 
District 

Alternative 2 Yes 
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Property Type 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) 

Section 4(f) 
Applies? 

Union Bank and Trust 
Company Building 
760 South Hill Street, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criteria A 
and C 

Alternative 2 Yes 

Garment Capitol Building 
217 East 8th Street Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternative 2 Yes 

Textile Center Building 
315 East 8th Street, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criteria B 
and C 

Alternative 2 Yes 

Santee Public Garage 
840 South Santee Street, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criteria A 
and C 

Alternative 2 Yes 

Southern California Gas 
Complex 
810-830 South Flower Street, 
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criteria A 
and C 

Alternative 2 Yes 

Great Republic Life Building 
756 South Spring Street, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternative 2 Yes 

801 South Spring Street, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternative 2 Yes 

National City Bank Building 
810 South Spring Street., 
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternative 2 Yes 

General Petroleum 
Corporation Parking Garage  
757 South Flower Street, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criteria A 
and C 

Alternative 2 Yes 

The Olympic Theater 
313 West 8th Street, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion A 

Alternative 2 Yes 

Commercial Exchange 
Building 
416 West 8th Street, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternative 2 Yes 

The Walter Building and 
Dairy Supply Building 
508 East 8th Street, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternative 2 Yes 
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Property Type 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) 

Section 4(f) 
Applies? 

Air Raid Siren No. 5 
West 8th and Hope Streets, 
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
object under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternative 2 Yes 

Air Raid Siren No. 10 
South Los Angeles and West 
8th Street, Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
object under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternative 2 Yes 

Air Raid Siren No. 65 
Wilde Street and Central 
Avenue, Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
object under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternative 2 Yes 

Air Raid Siren No. 70 
East 24th Street and Long 
Beach Avenue, Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
object under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternatives 1 and 2 Yes 

Pueblo del Rio Public 
Housing Complex Historic 
District 

NRHP-eligible historic 
district under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternatives 1 and 2  
 

To contributing 
properties only1 

1600 Compton Avenue, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1 and 2 Yes 

Mack International Motor 
Truck Corporation 
2001 South Alameda Street, 
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1 and 2 Yes 

Randolph 
Substation/Randolph Street, 
Huntington Park 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1, 2, 
and 3 

Yes 

Southern California Edison 
Long Beach-Laguna Bell 
60kV and 220 kV 
Transmission Lines 

NRHP-eligible historic 
structure under Criteria A 
and C 

Alternatives 1, 2, 
and 3 

Yes 

Los Angeles Department of 
Water and Power Boulder 
Lines 1 and 2 

NRHP-eligible historic 
structure under Criteria A 
and C 

Alternatives 1, 2, 
and 3 

Yes 

Rancho Los Amigos Medical 
Center Historic District, 
Downey 

NRHP-eligible historic 
district under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternatives 1, 2, 
and 3 

To contributing 
properties only1 

I-105/Century Freeway-
Transitway Historic District 

NRHP-eligible historic 
district under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 

To contributing 
properties only1 

Bellflower Pacific Electric 
Railway Depot 
16336 Bellflower Boulevard, 
Bellflower 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criteria A 
and C 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 

Yes 



 4 Description of Section 4(f) Properties  

 

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project   

Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation July 2021 | 4-5 

Property Type 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) 

Section 4(f) 
Applies? 

10040 Flora Vista Street, 
Bellflower 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 

Yes 

Union Pacific Los Angeles 
River Rail Bridge, South 
Gate 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1, 2, 
and 3 

Yes 

Our Lady of the Rosary 
Church 
14813-14819 Paramount 
Boulevard, Paramount 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Paramount MSF 
Option 

Yes 

6000 Alameda Street, 
Huntington Park 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1, 2,  
and 3 

Yes 

6101 Santa Fe Avenue, 
Huntington Park 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1, 2,  
and 3 

Yes 

2860 Randolph Street, 
Huntington Park 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1, 2,  
and 3 

Yes 

6300-6302 State Street, 
Huntington Park 

NRHP-eligible historic 
property under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1, 2,  
and 3 

Yes 

Downtown Los Angeles 
Industrial Historic District 

NRHP-eligible historic 
district 

Alternative 1 To contributing 
properties only1 

Broadway Theater and 
Commercial Historic District 

NRHP-listed historic district Alternative 2 To contributing 
properties only1  

Seventh Street Commercial 
Historic District 

NRHP-eligible historic 
district 

Alternative 2 To contributing 
properties only1 

P-19-001575 Archaeological Resource Alternatives 1 and 2 No per 
exception in 23 

CFR Section 
774.13(b)2 

P-19-002849 Archaeological Resource Alternative 1 No per 
exception in 23 

CFR Section 
774.13(b)2 

P-19-003181 Archaeological Resource Alternative 1 No per 
exception in 23 

CFR Section 
774.13(b)2 

P-19-003588 Archaeological Resource Alternative 1 No per 
exception in 23 

CFR Section 
774.13(b)2 

P-19-003862 Archaeological Resource Alternative 1 No per 
exception in 23 

CFR Section 
774.13(b)2 
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Property Type 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) 

Section 4(f) 
Applies? 

P-19-004171 Archaeological Resource Alternative 1 No per 
exception in 23 

CFR Section 
774.13(b)2 

P-19-004201 Archaeological Resource Alternative 1 No per 
exception in 23 

CFR Section 
774.13(b)2 

P-19-004202 Archaeological Resource Alternative 1 No per 
exception in 23 

CFR Section 
774.13(b)2 

Source: Metro 2020a, WSP 2020 
Notes: 1As described in Section 1.1.3, Section 4(f) applies to those properties that are considered contributing to the eligibility of 
the historic district, as well as any individually eligible property within the district. 
2As described in Section 1.2.4.1, Section 4(f) applies to archaeological sites that are on or eligible for the NRHP and that warrant 
preservation in place. Section 4(f) does not apply if the archaeological resource is important chiefly because of what can be 
learned by data recovery and has minimal value for preservation in place. 
CFR = Code of Federal Regulations; kV = kilovolt; MSF = maintenance and storage facility; NRHP = National Register of Historic 
Places 
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Figure 4-1a. Historic Sites Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection 

 
Source: Metro 2020a 
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Figure 4-1b. Historic Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection 

 
Source: Metro 2020a 
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Figure 4-1c. Historic Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection 

 
Source: Metro 2020a 
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Figure 4-1d. Historic Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection 

  
Source: Metro 2020a 
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Figure 4-1e. Historic Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection 

 
Source: Metro 2020a 
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 Los Angeles Union Station 

Designed by John and Donald B. Parkinson, Los Angeles Union Station at 800-850 North 
Alameda Street, Los Angeles (Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 5409023941) was constructed 
between 1936 and 1939 in an exceptional fusion of the Spanish Colonial Revival and Streamline 
Moderne styles. It was listed in the NRHP on November 13, 1980, at the national level of 
significance in the areas of architecture, community planning, and transportation. It was listed as 
buildings rather than a historic district. The property is listed under Criterion A for its historical 
association with the development of railroad transportation and Criterion C for the quality of its 
architectural design. 

Five buildings and structures are located within the LAUS boundary and are contributing 
features of the NRHP-listed property: Los Angeles Union Station, Terminal Tower, Macy 
Street Undercrossing, Vignes Street Undercrossing, and the Car Repair/Supply Shop. The 
NRHP nomination also includes the passenger platforms, canopies, and railroad tracks.  

 Los Angeles Terminal Annex Post Office 

Located just north of LAUS, the Los Angeles Terminal Annex Post Office at 900 North Alameda 
Street, Los Angeles (APN 5409015027) is a four-story Spanish Colonial Revival-style building. 
Designed in 1937 by prominent Los Angeles architect Gilbert Stanley Underwood, the building 
design incorporates elements of both the Moorish and Spanish Baroque traditions. 900 North 
Alameda Street is listed in the NRHP under Criterion C for its architectural merit as a 
representative example of Spanish Colonial Revival-style architecture, for the 12 Works Progress 
Administration-sponsored Boris Deutsch murals painted inside, and as a notable example of 
urban design when considered in conjunction with Union Station. 

 Los Angeles Union Terminal District and Buildings 

The Los Angeles Union Terminal District is composed of two contiguous parcels that function 
as a single property (APNs 5146009003 and 5146009008). 777 Alameda Street, an irregularly 
shaped roughly 20-acre parcel, includes four previously identified historic buildings and one 
large contemporary parking structure constructed in 2016 (not contributing). Immediately to 
the west, 1213 East 7th Street, a rectangular 11-acre parcel, includes three additional previously 
identified historic buildings. Constructed by the Southern Pacific Railroad between 1917 and 
1923, the seven buildings were historically known as the Los Angeles Union Terminal Market. 
They were recorded and evaluated in 1983 and 1997, and found to be eligible for listing in the 
NRHP as a district under Criteria A and C. The Los Angeles Union Terminal District remains 
eligible for NRHP listing. Despite the recent adaptive reuse of some of the buildings, they 
retain a high degree of historic integrity. Its corresponding period of significance spans the 
construction of the contributing buildings: 1917-1923. Section 1.1.3 describes guidance on how 
Section 4(f) applies to historic districts. 

 1608 East 15th Street, Los Angeles  

Constructed in 1924, the four-story, utilitarian-style industrial loft building at 1608 East 15th 
Street was designed by noted Los Angeles architect Thornton Fitzhugh (APN 5130017015). The 
property is eligible for individual listing in the NRHP under Criterion C. The building’s 
significance derives from its physical form; it is an excellent representative example of the 
industrial loft property type designed to maximize available factory space on a minimum amount 
of land. It features such character-defining elements as regular massing, a vertical emphasis, and 
industrial sash windows. Its associated period of significance is 1924, the date of its construction. 
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 Angel City Brewery/John A. Roebling’s Sons Company 

The Angel City Brewery/John A. Roebling’s Sons Company Building at 216 South Alameda 
Street, Los Angeles (APN 5163009005) is a three-story industrial building designed in the 
Classical Revival style by the architecture partnership Frank D. Hudson and William A.O. 
Munsell. The building was completed in 1913 for John A. Roebling’s Sons Company. The 
property is individually eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion B for its association with 
Washington Roebling, the son of Brooklyn Bridge designer John A. Roebling, and under 
Criterion C as an excellent example of an unreinforced-masonry, Classical Revival-style building. 
In addition to its individual eligibility, it is a contributor to the Downtown Los Angeles Industrial 
Historic District, eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion A for its role in the industrial 
development of the city, with a period of significance spanning 1900 to 1940.  

 542 South Alameda Street  

Constructed in 1930, 542 South Alameda Street, Los Angeles (APN 5163027011) is a two -
story, utilitarian-style industrial building featuring bands of industrial sash windows. The 
building was constructed for the Southern California Gas Company for use as a machine 
shop and storage. It is individually eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion C as an 
excellent example of the daylight factory property type. It was constructed during the 
associated period of significance for the daylight factory property type and exemplifies the 
property type through the use of industrial sash and the distinctive roof forms. It is also a 
contributing resource to the Downtown Los Angeles Industrial Historic District, which 
served as the city’s primary industrial district from the late nineteenth century through World 
War II. The district is eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion A for its role in the 
industrial development of the city, with a period of significance spanning 1900 to 1940. 

 500 South Alameda Street  

The two-story, vernacular service station at 500 South Alameda Street, Los Angeles (APN 
5163027012) was constructed in 1949 by Richfield Oil Corporation. Featuring two large 
vehicle bays extending from its south elevation, the building is individually eligible for listing 
in the NRHP under Criterion A. The property is a rare example of a 1940s-era service station 
in the Los Angeles industrial district. Historically used to provide gasoline, it demonstrates 
convenient automobile access from the street, contains design and site layout features that 
reflect the influence of the automobile, and was constructed during the period of significance 
for significant service stations; as such, the property meets the eligibility standards for the 
gas/service station property type. 

 1250 Long Beach Avenue 

The building at 1250 Long Beach Avenue, Los Angeles (APN 5130023045) is a three-story, 
vernacular industrial building. Defined by its masonry construction and rows of metal-framed 
sash windows. Los Angeles architect John M. Cooper constructed it in 1920 for use by the Los 
Angeles-based Roberti Brothers Furniture Company. The building is eligible for individual 
listing in the NRHP under Criterion C as an excellent example of the daylight factory property 
type. The building features many of the characteristic elements of the daylight factory property 
type intended to capitalize on natural lighting, such as large industrial sash windows, skylights, 
and specially designed roof forms. It retains a high degree of historic integrity. Its associated 
period of significance is ca. 1920, the date of its completion. 
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 1753 East Olympic Boulevard 

Located at 1753 East Olympic Boulevard, Los Angeles (APN 5146010012), the Western 
Electric Company property consists of two vernacular daylight factory buildings designed by 
the noted Los Angeles architectural firm Morgan, Walls and Clement. It was constructed in 
1925 to serve as an industrial plant for the Western Electric Company, manufacturer of 
telephone parts. Its constituent buildings typify the daylight factory building, which 
characteristically make use of ample windows, skylights, and specialized roof forms to 
capitalize on natural light. The facility was constructed in an emerging industrial corridor 
centered on Alameda Street and benefited from nearby railroad facilities connecting the plant 
with downtown Los Angeles and the harbor at San Pedro. Completion of the 10,000-square-
foot factory and warehouse complex and an adjacent truck yard significantly expanded 
Western Electric’s productive capacity in Los Angeles (City of Los Angeles 2016). The 
complex is eligible for listing in the NRHP as a district under Criterion C as an excellent 
example of a daylight factory plant in Los Angeles. 

 Air Raid Siren No. 189 

Erected in 1940 for purposes of civil defense at the southwest corner of McGarry and East 8th 
Streets, Air Raid Siren No. 189 is a freestanding “flattened birdhouse” style siren (as opposed to 
the “wire spool” siren). Air Raid Siren No. 189 is eligible for listing in the NRHP under 
Criterion A and C. It is recommended eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion A for its 
association with World War II and Cold War-era military infrastructure and under Criterion C 
as an excellent and intact example of such infrastructure (flattened birdhouse style). 

 Hamburger’s Department Store  

Hamburger’s Department Store at 801 South Broadway, Los Angeles (APN 5144017030) is a 
five-story commercial building constructed in 1907 in the Beaux-Arts style. The building was 
engineered by A.C. Martin and designed by architect Alfred F. Rosenheim with a 1929 
addition completed by Aleck Curlett. The building was evaluated in 1976 as eligible for listing 
in the NRHP. The building is a contributing resource to the NRHP-listed Broadway Theater 
and Commercial Historic District.  

 Charles C. Chapman Building 

The Charles C. Chapman Building at 756 South Broadway, Los Angeles (APN 5144015057) is 
a 13-story commercial building constructed in the Beaux-Arts style in 1911; it housed 
numerous financial institutions over the decades. The building is a contributing resource to 
the NRHP-listed Broadway Theater and Commercial Historic District, eligible under 
Criterion A as Los Angeles’ primary commercial and theater center during the late 
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, and Criterion C for its high concentration of 
architecturally significant buildings.  

The survey and research documented in the Final Cultural Resource Survey Report indicated 
that, in addition to its status as a contributor to the Broadway Theater and Commercial 
Historic District, the building is eligible for listing in the NRHP as an individual resource. 
The building is recommended eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion A for its 
association with the development of Los Angeles’s commercial core in the late nineteenth 
and early twentieth centuries, and under Criterion B for its association with the career of its 
former owner Chapman. It is additionally recommended eligible for listing in the NRHP 
under Criterion C as an excellent example of the Beaux-Arts style of architecture as applied to 
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a high-rise commercial building. Its period of significance begins in 1912, the year the 
building was completed, and ends in 1944, the year Chapman died. 

 Tower Theater 

Tower Theater at 800 South Broadway, Los Angeles (APN 5144016067) is a four-story 
Renaissance Revival-style theater and commercial building. Constructed in 1927, Tower 
Theater is the first movie theater designed by noted theater architect S. Charles Lee. 
Displaying an eclectic mix of architectural influences, the theater features Moorish-, Beaux-
Arts-, and Gothic-style details. The building is a contributing resource to the NRHP-listed 
Broadway Theater and Commercial Historic District, significant under Criterion A as Los 
Angeles’ primary commercial and theater center during the late nineteenth and early 
twentieth centuries, and under Criterion C for its high concentration of architecturally 
significant buildings. 

Additionally, the building is individually eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion A as a 
notable downtown theater important to the development of Los Angeles’ historic commercial 
core and under Criterion C as an excellent example of a 1920s movie theater with an eclectic 
mix of Renaissance Revival-, Moorish-, Beaux Art-, and Gothic-style architectural elements. 

 Garfield Building 

Built in 1929, the Garfield Building at 403 East 8th Street, Los Angeles (APN 5144013033) is 
a 13-story retail and office building with a three-story penthouse. The work of master 
architect Claud Beelman, the building fuses Beaux-Arts- and Art Deco-style elements. The 
building is individually listed in the NRHP (February 2, 1982). It is significant under 
Criterion C for its architectural merit as an early, transitional representation of Art Deco 
architecture in Los Angeles and as the work of master architect Claud Beelman. The building 
does not appear to have been altered since it was last surveyed; its integrity remains intact. 

 Barker Brothers Furniture Store 

The Barker Brothers Furniture Store at 800 West 7th Street, Los Angeles (APN 5144010022) 
is a 13-story Beaux-Arts-style commercial building designed in 1925 by the renowned Los 
Angeles architecture firm Curlett and Beelman. The building was determined eligible for 
individual listing in the NRHP in 1978 under Criterion C for its “scale and architectural 
character” and as a reflection of “the popularity in the 1920s building boom of the 
Renaissance Revival style.” The building is a contributing resource to the 7th Street 
Commercial District. Since it was last evaluated there have only been minor alterations to the 
structure. It remains individually eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion C for its 
architectural merit, and it continues to be a contributor to the 7th Street Commercial District. 

 Union Bank and Trust Company 

The Union Bank and Trust Company Building at 760 South Hill Street, Los Angeles (APN 
5144014051) is an 11-story building designed in the Renaissance Revival style. Completed in 
1921, it was designed by the noted Los Angeles architecture firm Curlett and Beelman. The 
building was determined eligible for listing in the NRHP for its significance deriving from its 
contributions to the commercial development of Los Angeles under Criterion A and its 
architectural merits as it is an excellent example of Romanesque Revival Architecture and a 
work of master architects Curlett and Beelman under Criterion C. The building’s associated 
period of significance for Criterion A is 1921 to 1949 and for Criterion C from 1921 to 1929. 
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 Garment Capitol Building 

The Garment Capitol Building at 217 East 8th Street, Los Angeles (APN 5145003089) is a 12-
story, steel-framed, Gothic Revival-style building constructed as a garment factory in 1926. 
Designed by master architect William Douglas Lee and constructed by Lloyd and Casler 
Incorporated, the building is listed in the NRHP (listed 2010). Its associated period of 
significance is 1926, the year of its completion. The building’s eligibility for NRHP listing is 
under Criterion C for its embodiment of the Gothic Revival style as applied to an early 
twentieth century high-rise industrial building in downtown Los Angeles. In addition to its 
architectural significance, the building’s local designation recognizes its association with the 
historically significant individual Florence Casler, of Lloyd and Casler, who developed the 
building. Casler is significant as one of the first women involved in high-rise construction in 
Los Angeles. She was also one of the first women in the region, and one of few in the country 
at the time, to serve as the director of a bank. 

 Textile Center Building 

The Textile Center Building at 315 East 8th Street, Los Angeles (APN 5145003037) is a 12-
story industrial loft designed in 1926 by master architect William Douglas Lee and 
constructed by Lloyd and Casler Incorporated. Designed in the Renaissance Revival style with 
Gothic Revival-style ornamentation, the building is listed in the NRHP (listed 2010). It 
derives its significance from its association with Florence Casler Criterion B, a pioneering 
female real estate developer whose offices were located in the building. It is also significant 
under Criterion C as an excellent representative of the Renaissance Revival and Gothic 
Revival styles and as the work of master architect William Douglas Lee. Its associated period 
of significance is 1926 to 1930. 

 Santee Public Garage 

The Santee Public Garage Building at 840 South Santee Street, Los Angeles (APN 
5145012025) is a 6-story parking garage featuring characteristics of the Gothic Revival style. 
Constructed in 1926, the building was designed by the architecture firm of Burnett and 
Dodge and constructed by Pinner Masonry and Construction Company. The building is 
eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion A for being an excellent example of a 1920s 
parking structure in downtown Los Angeles and one of the earliest examples of a parking 
structure in the city, and under Criterion C for its architectural merit, as it features the 
distinctive characteristics of the Gothic Revival style. The survey and research documented in 
the Final Cultural Resource Survey Report indicate the building remains eligible for listing in 
the NRHP under Criterion A and C. The building’s period of significance for Criterion A is 
1926-1960, corresponding with its date of construction and the period of significance for 
properties under the theme “Car and Car Services, 1910-1960s” in the City of Los Angeles. 
The property’s period of significance for Criterion C is 1926, its date of construction. 

 Southern California Gas Complex 

Constructed in stages between 1925 and 1959, the Southern California Gas Complex at 810-
830 South Flower Street, Los Angeles (APN 5144020193 and 5144020040) consists of four 
buildings designed in a variety of architectural styles. The complex is listed in the NRHP 
(listed 2004). The property is significant under Criterion A for its association with the 
Southern California Gas Company, a utility company that played an important role in the 
development of greater Los Angeles. The period of significance associated with Criterion A is 
1925-1954. The buildings located at 810 and 820 South Flower are eligible under Criterion C, 
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both as excellent examples of their respective architectural styles and as works of master 
architects. The building located at 810 South Flower was designed in the Renaissance Revival 
Style by Parkinson & Parkinson and 820 South Flower in the Streamline Moderne style by 
Robert V. Derrah. The associated period of significance for Criterion C is 1925 to 1941. 
Following its nomination for the NRHP, the HCM nomination clarified that 800 South 
Flower was also eligible under Criterion C as a work of master architect A.C. Martin. 

 Great Republic Life Building 

The Great Republic Life Building at 756 South Spring Street, Los Angeles (APN 5144015228) 
is a 13-story commercial building constructed in the Beaux-Arts style in 1923 and designed by 
renowned master architects Albert R. Walker and Percy A. Eisen. The building derives its 
significance from its association with the commercial and financial development of Spring 
Street in the early twentieth century (Criterion 1) and for its architectural merit (Criterion 3), 
as both an excellent example of the Beaux-Arts style and as a significant work of the 
partnership of master architects Albert R. Walker and Percy A. Eisen. It was evaluated in 
1983 and found eligible for listing in the NRHP for its architectural merit. Since the property 
was last evaluated in 2009, there have been no substantial alterations. 

 801 South Spring Street, Los Angeles 

The 11-story Beaux-Arts-style commercial building at 801 South Spring Street, Los Angeles 
(APN 5144016058) was constructed in 1922 by noted Los Angeles architect Loy L. Smith. The 
building is eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion C as an excellent example of the 
Beaux-Arts architecture in downtown Los Angeles and as a work of noted Los Angeles 
architect Loy L. Smith. The survey and research documented in the Final Cultural Resource 
Survey Report concurs with the previous survey findings. It is recommended eligible for 
listing in the NRHP under Criteria C for its architectural merit. It possesses many of the 
features characteristic of the Beaux-Arts style; these include a tripartite form and detailing 
such as prominent cornices at the mezzanine level and top floor and concrete veneer 
designed to resemble masonry construction. 

 National City Bank Building 

The National City Bank Building at 810 South Spring Street, Los Angeles (APN 5144016044) 
is a 12-story commercial building designed in the Renaissance Revival style by renowned 
architectural partnership Walker and Eisen and constructed by the Edwards, Widey and 
Dixon Company in 1924. Featuring many of the character-defining features of the 
Renaissance Revival style, including such classical detailing as decorative capitals, a bracketed 
cornice, and Corinthian columns, and possessing a high level of historic integrity, the 
building is eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion C as an excellent example of a 
Renaissance Revival-style commercial building in downtown Los Angeles and a work of 
noted architectural firm Walker and Eisen. 

 General Petroleum Corporation Parking Garage  

757 South Flower Street, Los Angeles (APN 5144010009), the General Petroleum Corporation 
Parking Garage, was designed by Walter Wurdeman & Welton Becket as a parking structure 
for General Petroleum Corporation in 1949. The building was the first to be constructed in 
response to a 1946 City of Los Angeles ordinance requiring new commercial buildings to 
provide parking. The seven-story structure features vernacular and Streamline Moderne-style 
architectural elements. Designed by noted Los Angeles-based architects Wurdeman and 
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Becket, it features an innovative corkscrew configuration that was the first of its kind. The 
building is eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion A and C. The parking garage is 
eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion A for its association with the post-World War 
II rise of automobile travel and under Criterion C as an innovative and intact example of the 
parking garage property type. 

 Olympic Theater  

The Olympic Theater at 313 West 8th Street, Los Angeles (APN 5144014026) is a two-story 
former movie theater designed in the Renaissance Revival style. Built in 1917 as a cafe and 
converted to a theater in 1927, the building retains a blade sign with neon illumination that 
reads “OLYMPIC.” In continuous operation from 1927 to 1986, the building is identified as 
eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion A. The survey and research documented in the 
Final Cultural Resource Survey Report confirm that the Olympic Theater is eligible for listing 
in the NRHP under Criterion A. Evaluated within the Context/Theme/Property Type 
combination: Entertainment Industry, 1908-1980/Commercial Properties Associated with the 
Entertainment Industry, 1908-1980/Movie Theater, the building is an excellent example of a 
1920s motion picture theater in downtown Los Angeles associated with the early history of the 
entertainment industry. 

 Commercial Exchange Building 

Constructed of brick and trimmed with terracotta, the Commercial Exchange Building at 416 
West 8th Street, Los Angeles (APN 5144018030) is a 12-story commercial building designed 
in the Beaux-Arts architectural style. Constructed in 1924, the property was previously 
evaluated in 1983 and recommended eligible for listing in the NRHP in the area of 
architecture. The 1983 evaluation cited the building’s high quality of design, its innovative 
engineering, and its status as an excellent example of commercial architecture in downtown 
Los Angeles to support eligibility (Starzak and Heuman 1983). The property was 
subsequently identified and found eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion C for its 
architectural merit and as work of prominent Los Angeles-based architecture firm Walker 
and Eisen. The survey documented in the Final Cultural Resource Survey Report indicated 
that since the property was last evaluated, there have been no visible alterations and there is 
no evidence to suggest it would no longer be eligible for federal, state, or local designation. 
The property is eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion C as an excellent and intact 
example of the Beaux-Arts style as applied to a commercial property in downtown Los 
Angeles. The building possesses many of the defining features of the Beaux-Arts style, 
including its tripartite form, terracotta decorative elements, and use of brick and linteled 
openings; it retains a high degree of historic integrity. 

 The Walter Building and Dairy Supply Building 

508 East 8th Street (APN 5145010027) includes adjoining multi-story industrial loft buildings 
that form an L-shaped plan and possess similar utilitarian-style design. Located at the 
southeast corner of East 8th and Wall Streets, the eight-story Walter Building (508 East 8th 
Street) is adjacent to the Dairy Supply Building (514 East 8th Street), which is six stories tall. 
The buildings feature a vertical emphasis expressed in their rows of industrial steel sash 
windows. The property is eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion C for its 
architectural merit. The survey and research documented in the Final Cultural Resource 
Survey Report indicate that since it was last surveyed, the subject property has not been 
visibly altered. In concurrence with previous findings, the property is eligible for listing in 
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the NRHP under Criterion C. It retains a high degree of historic integrity and is an excellent 
example of the industrial loft property type in downtown Los Angeles. 

 Air Raid Siren No. 5 

Erected in 1950, Air Raid Siren #5 is a Federal Model SD-10 siren located at the southeast 
corner of West 8th and South Hope Streets in downtown Los Angeles. Cylindrical in shape, 
the “wire spool”- type siren is housed in a metal protective housing with a conical top. It is 
mounted on a freestanding steel pole measuring an estimated 30 feet in height. A series of 
metal pole steps begins at about 10 feet above ground level and leads to a service platform 
with steel rails and a steel-grate floor. It does not appear altered and is in good condition. The 
object is eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion A as military infrastructure 
associated with World War II and the Cold War era, and under Criteria C as an example of a 
“wire spool”-type siren on a freestanding pole. 

 Air Raid Siren No. 10 

Erected in 1950, Air Raid Siren No. 10 is a Federal Model SD-10 siren located at the southeast 
corner of East 8th and South Los Angeles Streets in downtown Los Angeles. Cylindrical in 
shape, the “wire spool”-type siren is housed in a metal protective housing with a conical top. 
It is mounted on a freestanding steel pole measuring an estimated 30 feet in height. Metal 
pole steps begin at about 10 feet above ground level and lead to a service platform with steel 
rails and a steel-grate floor. It does not appear altered and is in good condition. The object is 
eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion A as military infrastructure associated with 
World War II and the Cold War era, and under Criterion C as an example of a “wire spool”-
type siren on a freestanding pole. 

 Air Raid Siren No. 65 

Erected in 1950, Air Raid Siren No. 65 is a Federal Model SD-10 siren located on the sidewalk 
along Wilde Street between Central Avenue and Kohler Street. Cylindrical in shape, the “wire 
spool”-type siren is housed in a metal protective housing with a conical top. It is mounted on 
a freestanding steel pole measuring an estimated 30 feet in height. Metal pole steps begin at 
about 10 feet above ground level and lead to a service platform with steel rails and a steel-
grate floor. It does not appear altered and is in good condition. The object is eligible for 
listing in the NRHP under Criterion A as military infrastructure associated with World War 
II and the Cold War era, and under Criterion C as an example of a “wire spool”-type siren on 
a freestanding pole. 

 Air Raid Siren No. 70 

Erected in 1950, Air Raid Siren No. 70 is a Federal Model SD-10 siren located at the southeast 
corner of Long Beach Avenue and East 24th Street. Cylindrical in shape, the “wire spool”-type 
siren is housed in metal protective housing with a conical top. It is mounted on a 
freestanding steel pole measuring an estimated 30 feet in height. Metal pole steps begin at 
about 10 feet above ground level and lead to a service platform with steel rails and a steel-
grate floor. It does not appear altered and is in good condition. The object is eligible for 
listing in the NRHP under Criterion A as military infrastructure associated with World War 
II and the Cold War era and Criterion C as an example of a “wire spool”-type siren on a 
freestanding pole. 
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 Pueblo del Rio Public Housing Complex Historic District  

Pueblo del Rio is a 17.5-acre housing complex composed of 57 two-story, multi-family 
dwellings designed with International Style architectural elements (APN 5105005900; 
5105006900; 5105006901; 5105006902; 5106027901). Built between 1941 and 1944, the 
property’s overall plan, which features superblock site planning, the integration of communal 
greenspace, and the separation of vehicle and pedestrian traffic, derives from Garden City 
planning principles. The property was determined eligible for listing in the NRHP in 2002. It 
is significant under Criterion A as an early Los Angeles public housing project and for its 
associations with mid-twentieth century city planning practices and welfare policies. It is 
significant under Criterion C as an example of International Style architecture and Garden 
City community planning. Furthermore, the complex is notable as the product of 
collaboration among influential Modernist architects Paul R. Williams, Richard Neutra, 
Adrian Wilson, Gordon B. Kaufmann, Walter Wurdeman, and Weldon Becket, along with 
landscape architect Ralph D. Cornell. Its period of significance is 1941 to 1944, 
corresponding to the years of construction for the original complex and its annex. Section 
1.1.3 describes guidance on how Section 4(f) applies to historic districts. 

 1600 Compton Avenue, Los Angeles 

1600 Compton Avenue consists of two industrial buildings located at 1600 East 16th Street 
(APN 5129021024). It is a one-story warehouse building constructed in phases and designed 
in a utilitarian style with minimal Art Deco-style decorative elements. Situated adjacent to the 
south is 1620 Compton Avenue, which rises two stories and possesses a Streamline 
Moderne-style design. The subject buildings have been associated historically with industrial 
laundry and garment and linen rental services. In 2015, the property was identified as eligible 
for listing in the NRHP under Criterion C as an excellent example of the Streamline 
Moderne style applied to an industrial property. 

 Mack International Motor Truck Corp. 

Occupying an entire city block along Long Beach Avenue and East Washington Boulevard, 
the Mack International Motor Truck Corporation building at 2001 South Alameda Street, Los 
Angeles (APN 5167014008), constructed in 1925, is a two-story daylight factory building 
featuring utilitarian- and Neoclassical-style architectural elements. It was previously 
identified in 2015 and recommended eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion C as an 
excellent example of the daylight factory property type. Possessing many of the features that 
define the daylight factory property type, including the banks of multi-light metal-framed 
window sashes and specialized roof forms designed to take advantage of natural light and 
provide ventilation, the property is recommended eligible for listing in the NRHP under 
Criterion C as an excellent example of a daylight factory. 

 Randolph Substation/Randolph Street, Huntington Park 

Located on Randolph Street near its intersection with Bissell Place in Huntington Park, the 
Randolph Substation contains the standard components of an electrical substation, including 
banks of transforms and a single building on the west-central portion of the property (APN 
6319021801). The building is identifiable in its relation to Southern California Edison (SCE) 
as a civic type-library 3 model substation building, of which nine are extant (Alon, Cardiff, 
Carmenita, Casitas, Genesha, Hathaway, Lancaster, Randolph, and San Dimas). 
Characteristic of a civic type-library 3 model substation building, it was designed in a 
Stripped Classical Revival style. The single-story, rectangular-planned building sits on a 
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reinforced concrete slab. Cladding includes both exposed concrete and brick. Metal windows 
and wood doors are placed symmetrically throughout. The building is topped with a hipped 
roof clad in clay tile. 

The Randolph Substation building is eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion C as an 
intact example of a SCE substation building. The building was designed and constructed as 
part of SCE’s architecture program before 1949. It is identifiable as a civic type-library 3 
model substation building designed in a simplistic version of the Classical Revival style. It 
features a concrete base, brick walls, symmetrically placed rectangular doors and windows, 
and a hipped clay tile roof. It retains all seven aspects of integrity and has been consistently 
used as a substation building since the time of its construction. 

 Southern California Edison Long Beach – Laguna Bell 60kV Transmission Lines 

The SCE Long Beach-Laguna Bell 60 kilovolt (kV) and 220kV transmission lines comprise 
two 60kV transmission lines and one 220kV transmission line. Suspended from a series of 
lattice steel towers, the lines initiate at the Long Beach Generation Station Substation on 
Terminal Island in Long Beach and terminate approximately 9.5 miles north at the Laguna 
Bell Substation in Los Angeles County. The transmission lines were constructed in 1927 and 
1928 to connect the Long Beach Steam Station and the Big Creek Hydroelectric System, 
establishing the backbone of the SCE 220 to 66kV system. Their construction represents a 
significant event in the development of SCE’s electrical system.  

The lines were determined eligible for listing in the NRHP in 2017 under Criterion A as a 
central element of SCE’s 220kV transmission system and under Criterion C as innovatively 
designed transmission lines and for the design of their crossing at Cerritos Channel, a 
significant engineering feat. The established period of significance for the lines varies by 
voltage, as follows: 66kV and below, 1907-30; 67kV to 230kV, 1912-41. The period of 
significance for the Long Beach-Laguna Bell 66kV and 220kV Transmission Lines is 1928, the 
year construction was completed. 

 Los Angeles Department of Water and Power Boulder Lines 1 and 2 

The Los Angeles Department of Water and Power Boulder Lines 1 and 2 consist of an 
approximately 270-mile course of 287.5 kV transmission lines between Hoover Dam and the 
City of Watts. Associated features include towers and lightning protection, conductors and 
associated hardware, transformer and switching stations, and an access road. Originally 
constructed in 1936, the lines are listed in the NRHP under Criterion A for their association 
with and the delivery of hydroelectric power generated at Hoover Dam to the greater Los 
Angeles area, which facilitated development in the area from the mid-1930s through the 
1940s. The lines are additionally listed under Criterion C as an exceptional accomplishment 
in the engineering of electrical transmission lines. Their period of significance begins in 
1936, when construction of the lines was completed, and ends in 1953, the year steam-
generated power began to supplant hydroelectric power.  

 Rancho Los Amigos Medical Center Historic District 

Rancho Los Amigos Medical Center Historic District (APN 6245016934) is a 52-acre public 
health campus consisting of dozens of contributing buildings, landscaping elements, internal 
roadways, and other features constructed between 1888 and 1942. The hospital wards, 
bungalows, support buildings, and train station were designed in a range of architectural 
styles that include vernacular, Craftsman, and Mediterranean Revival. The property was 
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determined eligible for listing in the NRHP in 1995 under Criterion A for its representation 
of the facility’s evolution from its establishment as the County Poor Farm in the late 
nineteenth century to its conversion to a public hospital during the early to-mid-twentieth 
century. Rancho Los Amigos’ period of significance begins with its establishment in 1888 
and concludes with the 1952 retirement of Superintendent William R. Harriman, who 
supervised the facility’s transition to a medical hospital. Several buildings, including the 
Administrative Building, Superintendent’s House and Garage, Casa Consuelo, two buildings 
and a water tower associated with the Power Plant, and a complex consisting of the Dining 
Room, Staff Room/Commissary, and the Receiving Room, are individually eligible for listing 
in the NRHP under Criteria C. Section 1.1.3 describes guidance on how Section 4(f) applies 
to historic districts. 

 I-105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District 

The I-105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District is multi-lane roadway that was 
determined eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criteria A and C in December 2019. Under 
Criterion A, the district is significant as the focus of a landmark California environmental 
justice lawsuit that resulted in substantive changes in the environmental review process. The 
lengthy litigation was settled by agreements that specified the final route of the freeway and 
required integrated Intelligent Traffic Systems technology to reduce associated local road traffic 
and an associated light rail system (C (Green) Line). The case quantified how residential 
displacement would occur, where and how replacement housing would be built, and required 
that contractors adhere to ambitious job training and affirmative action programs. Under 
Criterion C, the property is significant as the final full-length inner-city interstate to be 
constructed in the United States. Features that define the district and contribute to its 
significance include Intelligent Traffic Systems features and design components, an integral 
light rail system with stations in the median, and intermodal interchanges.  

The boundaries of the district are encompassed by the California Department of 
Transportation (Caltrans) right-of-way from California Street in El Segundo to Studebaker 
Road in Norwalk. The C (Green) Line and related stations; the freeway bridges, three of 
which are in the APE, and ramps constructed as part of the project; and the limited 
interchanges connecting Interstates 405, 110, 710, and 605 are contributing features to the 
district. Its period of significance spans 1968-1995. Section 1.1.3 describes guidance on how 
Section 4(f) applies to historic districts. 

 Bellflower Pacific Electric Railway Depot 

Constructed ca. 1905, Bellflower Pacific Electric Railway Depot is a one-story building 
designed with minimal Classical Revival-style architectural elements (APN 7109009903). The 
building was recently restored in a historically accurate manner; its appearance is consistent 
with its original design. The present study found that the Bellflower Pacific Electric Railway 
Depot is eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion A for its direct association with the 
early transportation history of Southern California and Criterion C for its embodiment of the 
distinctive characteristics of a purpose-built street railway depot. 

On February 10, 2020, the City of Bellflower included information about their current 
maintenance and operation of the Metro-owned depot as a public restroom and that it has 
significant historical value to the Bellflower community.  
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 10040 Flora Vista Street, Bellflower 

10040 Flora Vista Street in Bellflower (APN 7109009004) is an irregularly shaped parcel 
containing a single-family residence with a detached garage designed in the Storybook style, a 
style of architecture that emerged in the Los Angeles region during the 1920s alongside the 
growth of the film industry and expansion of the city during this period. The style was 
inspired in part by fairytales, the Hollywood film industry, and the artistry employed in 
movie sets. Described as an offshoot of Period Revival architecture, popular throughout the 
country during the same period, Storybook style referred to medieval northern European 
forms with whimsy and exaggeration. The roof was an important feature in expressing the 
character of the style, and building elevations often combined several materials. Its popularity 
resulted in a dilution of design elements by the 1930s. Although elements of the style vary 
greatly from home to home, some of the character-defining features include steeply pitched 
roofs; multiple gables; flared or rolled eaves; catslide roofs (the concave extension of the main 
roof over the entry porch); colliding angles and unusual volumes; asymmetrical facades; the 
use of stucco, stone, brick, or wood for exteriors; arched or oddly shaped windows or door 
openings; thatched roofs or uneven shingle placement; dormers; turrets; dovecotes; 
chimneys; and metal hardware and other ironwork. Storybook-style homes were often 
constructed to appear as though they were built up gradually over time, and their 
surrounding landscapes typically include greenery in keeping with their faux rural heritage. 

The property is eligible for listing in the in the NRHP under Criterion C as it embodies the 
distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction. Its period of 
significance is 1931, the year of its construction. A largely intact example of the Storybook 
style, the home retains many of its primary character-defining features, including steeply 
pitched roofs, flared eaves, an asymmetrical façade, irregular massing, stucco exterior, 
chimney, metal hardware in the form of a speakeasy on the primary entry door, and the 
original wood-sash multi-paned and narrow vertical windows. 

 Union Pacific Los Angeles River Rail Bridge, South Gate 

The Union Pacific Los Angeles River Bridge is a Warren through truss rail bridge 
constructed ca. the 1930s (APN 6222040903). Although the Warren truss was used in 
American railway bridge design since the mid-nineteenth century, it only reached its peak 
popularity among builders of steel bridges in the 1920s when it displaced the Pratt truss as 
the most common steel truss type for use in bridges. The Union Pacific Los Angeles River 
Rail Bridge is eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion C as an excellent and rare 
example of a subdivided Warren truss steel bridge. 

 Our Lady of the Rosary Church 

Located at 14813-14819 Paramount Boulevard in the City of Paramount, Our Lady of the 
Rosary Church and elementary school campus comprises five contiguous parcels (APNs 
6241016009; 6241016010; 6241016011; 6241016012; 6241016019). The campus includes 
approximately 11 buildings sited around a central paved parking lot and adjacent playing 
field. Campus buildings feature many common elements representative of their unique Mid-
Century Modern and Mediterranean Revival hybrid design, including rectilinear massing, 
minimally pitched roofs, smooth concrete and stucco walls, and stone veneer. The focal point 
of the property is the two-story church building, centrally located on the eastern edge of the 
campus. The church was designed by J.E. Trudeau, a highly experienced and prolific designer 
of churches in Southern California.  
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The Our Lady of the Rosary Church building as eligible for listing in the NRHP under 
Criterion C for its architectural merit. Its style is an interesting blend of Mid-Century Modern 
design with Mediterranean Revival influence as applied to a church building that is rare in the 
City of Paramount. Its associated period of significance is the period of the church and school’s 
original construction: 1948 to 1952. The remainder of the campus is not NRHP-eligible. 

 6000 Alameda Street, Huntington Park 

Located at the northeast corner of the intersection of Alameda and Randolph Streets in 
Huntington Park, 6000 Alameda Street is a two-story daylight factory building developed for the 
National Automatic Pan Corporation in 1925 (APNs 6321007015; 6321007016; and 
6321007017). The brick-clad building features a sawtooth roof and expanses of steel industrial 
sash windows, character-defining elements of the daylight factory building type that allowed for 
the maximum penetration of natural light into interior workspaces. In 1929, a one-story north 
elevation was added consistent with the building’s original design. A rear addition was 
completed in the 1950s or early 1960s. The building is eligible for listing in the NRHP under 
Criterion C as an intact example of a daylight factory building. Its period of significance begins 
with its original construction in 1925 and concludes with the completion of the 1929 addition. 

 6101 Santa Fe Avenue, Huntington Park 

Situated southwest of the intersection of Santa Fe Avenue and Randolph Street in 
Huntington Park, 6101 Santa Fe Avenue is a one-story daylight factory building developed by 
the Sav-A-Day Laundry Company in 1928 (APNs 6321011035 and 6321011900). Its street-
facing elevations feature large steel industrial sash windows, a hallmark of the daylight 
factory property type. Architectural detailing consists chiefly of molded fluted columns, 
which terminate at a simple cornice that wraps around much of the building. These elements 
suggest the modest influence of the Art Deco architectural style. An addition completed in 
1936 roughly doubled the size of the building while maintaining a design consistent with the 
original exterior. The building is eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion C as a rare, 
intact example of an architecturally styled, pre-World War II industrial building in 
Huntington Park. Its period of significance is 1928 to 1936, the years marking its original 
construction and the completion of the addition. 

 2860 Randolph Street, Huntington Park 

The multi-family property at 2860 Randolph Street consists of a Tudor Revival-style single-
family residence and an apartment building and detached garage designed in no discernible 
style (APN 6319001002). Characteristic of the Tudor Revival style, the stucco-clad residence 
features false half-timbering and a wing-and-gable form with a sweeping, concave roofline. 
The residence and the detached garage date from 1926, while the apartment building was 
constructed at the rear of the property in 1953. The single-family residence is eligible for 
listing in the NRHP under Criterion C at the local level of significance as a good example of a 
Tudor Revival-style residence. Its period of significance is 1926, the year it was completed. 
The detached garage and apartment building are recommended ineligible for listing because 
they lack architectural distinction and historical significance. 

 6300-6302 State Street, Huntington Park 

The Spanish Colonial Revival-style bungalow court at 6300 State Street (APN 6319009014) 
consists of two single-story multi-family residential buildings at the front of the property and 
a pair of two-story apartment buildings at the rear. Built on a symmetrical plan, the buildings 
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flank a central driveway running nearly the entire length of the parcel. Characteristic of the 
Spanish Colonial Revival style, the one-story buildings feature stucco wall cladding, pent 
roofs clad with barrel tile over windows, and tower-like elements at the corners of the façade, 
which are also clad with barrel tile. At the main entry to the bungalow court, a screen wall 
connects the two wings and features a barrel-tile-clad shed roof spanning the driveway. 
Although visibility was limited, the rear buildings appear roughly consistent in design with 
their counterparts at the front of the property. The property is eligible for listing in the NRHP 
under Criterion C at the local level of significance as a good example of a Spanish Colonial 
Revival-style bungalow court. Its period of significance is 1929, the year it was developed. 

 Downtown Los Angeles Industrial Historic District 

The Downtown Los Angeles Industrial Historic District encompasses the city’s primary 
industrial district from the late nineteenth century through World War II. Significant for its 
role in the industrial development of Los Angeles, the Downtown Los Angeles Industrial 
Historic District is eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion A with an associated 
period of significance spanning from 1900 to 1940. By 1940, in spite of the impact of the 
Great Depression, the industrial base of Los Angeles was well established, primarily in 
contained concentrations in east, central, and south Los Angeles and neighboring 
communities. The Los Angeles Industrial Historic District is one area that is significant “for 
its role in the industrial history and development of Los Angeles [as] the district served as the 
city’s primary industrial district from the late-[nineteenth] century through World War II.” 

The Final Cultural Resource Survey Report identified eight properties in the Section 106 APE 
that contribute to the Downtown Los Angeles Industrial Historic District. Two of the 
properties are also individually eligible, the Angel City Brewing/John A. Roebling’s Sons 
Company Building (Section 4.1.5) and 500 South Alameda Street (Section 4.1.7), while the 
remaining six, described below are not. Section 1.1.3 describes guidance on how Section 4(f) 
applies to historic districts. 

 701 East 3rd Street, Los Angeles 

701 East 3rd Street (APN 5163009902) includes one four-story, utilitarian-style industrial 
building constructed in 1924 as a branch factory for the Neptune Meter Company, a New 
York City-based manufacturer of water meters. By the 1920s, the area surrounding the 
subject property had been fully established as the industrial hub of the city. Constructed in 
1924, the building is consistent with the historical theme of industrial development in 
downtown Los Angeles. It is a contributing resource to the Downtown Los Angeles Industrial 
Historic District.  

 312 South Alameda Street 

Constructed in 1930, 312 South Alameda Street, Los Angeles (APN 5163010009) is a one-
story, masonry-constructed, vernacular industrial building. By the time of its construction, 
the area surrounding it had been established as the industrial hub of the city. The building’s 
vernacular influences and many of its features, including exposed masonry wall surfaces, bay 
door openings, and unpartitioned interior space, are characteristic of industrial buildings of 
its era. Constructed during the established period of significance for the district (1900-1940) 
in a design aesthetic characteristic of industrial architecture, the building is a contributing 
resource to the Downtown Los Angeles Industrial Historic District.  
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 400 South Alameda Street 

400 South Alameda Street, Los Angeles (APN 5163026001) is a three-story, vernacular 
industrial building that features exposed masonry wall surfaces and rows of arched openings. 
R.B. Young and Son designed the building, and it was constructed in 1910 for the Stockwell-
Haley Company, Inc., a mattress manufacturer, to serve as a manufacturing facility and 
warehouse. The property is a contributing resource to the Downtown Los Angeles Industrial 
Historic District. 

 422-430 South Alameda Street, Los Angeles 

By the 1920s, the area surrounding 422-430 South Alameda Street (APNs 5163026002; 
5163026003; 5163026004) had been fully established as the industrial hub of the city. 
Consistent with the trends in the area, the property was developed in 1921 with a one-story, 
vernacular industrial building for use as a storage warehouse. The building is a contributing 
resource to the Downtown Los Angeles Industrial Historic District.  

 436 South Alameda Street 

By the 1920s, the area surrounding 436 South Alameda Street, Los Angeles (APN 
5163026005) had been fully established as the industrial hub of the city. Consistent with 
these historic trends, 436 South Alameda was developed in 1921 with a one-story, utilitarian-
style industrial building for shipping and receiving. In keeping with industrial buildings of 
the era, it features large bay door openings and uninterrupted interior space. The building is 
a contributing resource to the Downtown Los Angeles Industrial Historic District. 

 440 South Alameda Street 

Built in 1921, 430 South Alameda Street, Los Angeles (APN 5163026006) is a two-story, 
utilitarian-style industrial building. Characteristic of such buildings, it features exposed 
masonry walls, large bay door openings, and unpartitioned interior space. The building was 
constructed during the established period of significance for the district in a style 
characteristic of early twentieth century industrial buildings and is a contributing resource to 
the Downtown Los Angeles Industrial Historic District. 

 Broadway Theater and Commercial Historic District 

The NRHP-listed Broadway Theater and Commercial Historic District is significant under 
Criterion A as Los Angeles’ primary commercial and theater center during the late nineteenth 
and early twentieth centuries, and under Criterion C for its high concentration of 
architecturally significant buildings. The Broadway Theater and Commercial District is a 
complex of predominantly commercial and entertainment structures done in a variety of 
architectural styles. The district extends along both sides of Broadway from the vicinity of Third 
to Ninth Streets and exhibits structures in varying condition and degree of alteration. General 
styles include a variety of commercial buildings in Classical and Commercial styles, Art Deco, 
Moderne, and others, and many theaters in more flamboyant designs. The area is highly built 
up and somewhat homogeneous in streetscape spotted by several parking lots and a few 
structures built after 1930. Most of the structures range in construction date from 1894 to 1931, 
although several have received new facades since the latter date. One property in the Section 
106 APE contributes to the Broadway Theater and Commercial Historic District. Section 1.1.3 
describes guidance on how Section 4(f) applies to historic districts. 
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 Merritt Building 

The Merritt Building at 301 West 8th Street, Los Angeles (APN 5144014027) is a nine-story 
Classical Revival-style commercial office building completed in 1915. The building’s 
namesake, capitalist Hulett C. Merritt, commissioned the noted Reid Brothers architecture 
firm of San Francisco to design the building. It is a contributing resource to the Broadway 
Theater and Commercial Historic District, but integrity has been compromised by exterior 
alterations to its lower floors, including the application of a smooth stone veneer and 
extensive storefront remodeling.  

 Seventh Street Commercial Historic District 

The Seventh Street Commercial Historic District is an eight-block-long commercial district in 
the center of downtown Los Angeles. Moderate in size, the district includes parcels on both 
sides of Seventh Street between Main Street on the east and Figueroa Street on the west. The 
district is primarily composed of multi-storied, mixed-use commercial buildings that date to the 
early 20th century. District contributors are designed in a variety of architectural styles that 
were commonly applied to early 20th century commercial buildings, with a high concentration 
of Beaux-Arts-style buildings. Some buildings were remodeled in the 1930s and exhibit 
characteristics of the Art Deco style. Common architectural features include symmetrical 
facades; flat roofs with heavy cornices; terra cotta, brick, and stone wall cladding; entrance 
canopies; display windows, often arranged in a tripartite configuration; blade signs; and the 
generous application of ornament. Many of the buildings exhibit an exceptional degree of 
articulation and are regarded as some of the best examples of early 20th century commercial 
architecture in the city. Common alterations include the replacement of original doors and 
storefront windows, the removal or alteration of signage, and the addition of awnings and other 
non-original decorative elements. This stretch of Seventh Street adheres to the skewed 
rectilinear street grid on which most of downtown Los Angeles is oriented. It transects smaller 
neighborhoods within downtown including the Historic Core, the Jewelry District, and the 
Financial District. Streetscape features include wide concrete sidewalks that periodically feature 
decorative terrazzo or glass block sections, bus benches, and mature ficus trees that are planted 
sporadically along the length of the street. Historic electroliers have been placed in front of 
several buildings. One property in the Section 106 APE, the Barker Brothers Furniture Store 
(Section 4.1.15), contributes to the Seventh Street Commercial Historic District. Section 1.1.3 
describes guidance on how Section 4(f) applies to historic districts. 

 Barker Brothers Furniture Store 

The Barker Brothers Furniture Store (Section 4.1.15) is the only contributing resource to the 
Seventh Street Commercial Historic District that is located within the Section 106 APE. 

 P-19-001575  

P-19-001575 is a multi-component site that contains both prehistoric and historic materials. 
Much of P-19-001575 lies underneath extant buildings associated with Union Station and was 
originally recorded as a historic archaeological site consisting of artifacts, architectural 
remains, and other cultural features associated with the nineteenth and twentieth century 
Chinatown. Subsequent investigations at the site resulted in the discovery and 
documentation of a Native American cemetery consisting of 14 interments and 5 cremations 
(Metro 2020a). P-19-001575 was determined eligible with SHPO concurrence for listing in 
the NRHP under Criterion D. 
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The property is important chiefly because of what can be learned by data recovery and has 
minimal value for preservation in place. The property is covered by the exception included in 
23 CFR Section 774.13(b) as described in Section 1.2.4.1. Therefore, the FTA has 
preliminarily found that that P-19-001575 falls under the exception from Section 4(f) under 
23 CFR Section 774.13(b), pending California SHPO consultation. 

 P-19-002849  

P-19-002849 lies within the Alternative 1 alignment. This resource is in a developed area that 
contains no exposed ground surface, dates to the historic period, and consists of a utility line. 
As documented in the Final Cultural Resource Survey Report, P-19-002849 is unevaluated and 
presumed eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion D. 

The property is important chiefly because of what can be learned by data recovery and has 
minimal value for preservation in place. The FTA has preliminarily found that that P-19-
002849 falls under the exception from Section 4(f) under 23 CFR Section 774.13(b), pending 
California SHPO consultation. 

 P-19-003181 

P-19-003181 lies within the Alternative 1 alignment. This resource is in a developed area that 
contains no exposed ground surface, dates to the historic period, and consists of foundations 
and refuse deposit associated with the J.M. Griffith Co. Planning Mill and Lumber Yard. As 
documented in the Final Cultural Resource Survey Report, P-19-003181 is unevaluated and 
presumed eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion D. 

The property is important chiefly because what can be learned by data recovery and has 
minimal value for preservation in place. The FTA has preliminarily found that that P-19-
003181 is excepted from Section 4(f) under 23 CFR Section 774.13(b), pending California 
SHPO consultation. 

 P-19-003588 

P-19-003588 lies within the Alternative 1 alignment. This resource is in a developed area that 
contains no exposed ground surface, dates to the historic period, and consists of building 
foundations and refuse scatter. As documented in the Final Cultural Resource Survey Report, 
P-19-003588 is unevaluated and presumed eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion D. 

The property is important chiefly because of what can be learned by data recovery and has 
minimal value for preservation in place. The FTA has preliminarily found that that P-19-
003588 is excepted from Section 4(f) under 23 CFR Section 774.13(b), pending California 
SHPO consultation. 

 P-19-003862 

P-19-003862 lies within the Alternative 1 alignment. This resource is in a developed area that 
contains no exposed ground surface, dates to the historic period, and consists of brick 
alignment building foundation. As documented in the Final Cultural Resource Survey Report, 
P-19-003862 is unevaluated and presumed eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion D. 
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The property is important chiefly because of what can be learned by data recovery and has 
minimal value for preservation in place. The FTA has preliminarily found that that P-19-
003862 is excepted from Section 4(f) under 23 CFR Section 774.13(b), pending California 
SHPO consultation. 

 P-19-004171 

P-19-004171 lies within the Alternative 1 alignment. This resource is in a developed area that 
contains no exposed ground surface, dates to the historic period, and consists of building 
foundations, trench, and refuse deposit. As documented in the Final Cultural Resource Survey 
Report, P-19-004171 is unevaluated and presumed eligible for listing in the NRHP under 
Criterion D. 

The property is important chiefly because of what can be learned by data recovery and has 
minimal value for preservation in place. The FTA has preliminarily found that that P-19-
004171 is excepted from Section 4(f) under 23 CFR Section 774.13(b), pending California 
SHPO consultation. 

 P-19-004201 

P-19-004201 lies within the Alternative 1 alignment. This resource is in a developed area that 
contains no exposed ground surface, dates to the historic period, and consists of building 
foundations, associated features, and railroad tracks. As documented in the Final Cultural 
Resource Survey Report, P-19-004201 is unevaluated and presumed eligible for listing in the 
NRHP under Criterion D. 

The property is important chiefly because of what can be learned by data recovery and has 
minimal value for preservation in place. The FTA has preliminarily found that that P-19-
004201 is excepted from Section 4(f) under 23 CFR Section 774.13(b), pending California 
SHPO consultation. 

 P-19-004202 

P-19-004202 lies within the Alternative 1 alignment. This resource is in a developed area that 
contains no exposed ground surface, dates to the historic period, and consists of railroad 
segments. As documented in the Final Cultural Resource Survey Report, P-19-004202 is 
unevaluated and presumed eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion D. 

The property is important chiefly because of what can be learned by data recovery and has 
minimal value for preservation in place. The FTA has preliminarily found that that P-19-
004202 is excepted from Section 4(f) under 23 CFR Section 774.13(b), pending California 
SHPO consultation. 
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 Public Parks and Recreational Areas 

Section 4(f) park and recreation resources include public parks and recreation areas that are 
publicly owned, are used by the public for park and recreation purposes and are considered 
significant. Section 4(f) resources include public school properties that provide recreational 
resources available to the public as well as trails that do not function primarily for 
transportation use, thereby meeting the definition of a Section 4(f)-protected resource as 
discussed in Section 1.1.  

Table 4.2 summarizes the public park or recreational properties that were identified within 
the Affected Area. These resources are shown in Figure 4-2a through Figure 4-2e. Detailed 
maps for each of the Section 4(f)-protected park and recreational resources are included in 
Section 5.3. The following subsections provide details on each property, including whether it 
is subject to Section 4(f) protection. Ten park and recreation facilities totaling approximately 
134 acres were identified within the Affected Area of the Build Alternatives.  

Eleven school properties were identified within the Affected Area of the Build Alternatives. 
The properties are shown in Figure 4-2a through Figure 4-2e. Of these, four are private 
schools and are not protected by Section 4(f).  

The public schools identified in the Affected Area are within the Los Angeles Unified School 
District or the Paramount Unified School District. The Los Angeles Unified School District 
policies allow for the use of school grounds and facilities by members of the public provided 
the activities do not interfere with the regular conduct of schoolwork. The Los Angeles 
Unified School District specifies the hours of use, so as not to interfere with the regular 
school day. Therefore, recreational facilities on the public schoolgrounds within the Los 
Angeles Unified School District are open to the public and considered as Section 4(f) 
resources. Section 4(f) would apply to the publicly used recreational areas only and not the 
entire campus. 

The Paramount Unified School District does not consider school grounds within its 
jurisdiction as significant for public park or recreation use (see e-mail from Paramount 
Unified School District Director of Facilities and Projects in Appendix A). Per Question 1A of 
the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, significance determinations for publicly owned land for park use 
is made by the official(s) with jurisdiction over the property. Because the Paramount Unified 
School District, which is the official with jurisdiction over school properties within its district, 
informed Metro and FTA that the school grounds are not significant for public park or 
recreation use, the schoolgrounds within the Paramount Unified School District are not 
Section 4(f) resources. 

Five trails are located within the Affected Area of the Build Alternatives. The facilities, shown 
in Figure 4-2a through Figure 4-2e, are the Los Angeles River Bike Path along the Los 
Angeles River, Rio Hondo Bike Path along the Rio Hondo Channel in the City of South Gate, 
Bellflower Bike Trail in Bellflower, San Gabriel River Mid-Trail along the San Gabriel River, 
and the planned Paramount Bike Path between Lakewood Boulevard and Rosecrans Avenue.  
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Table 4.2. Park and Recreational Areas Identified within the Affected Area Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection 

Resource 
Property   

Type 
Official(s) with 

Jurisdiction Public Recreational Uses 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Section 4(f) Applies 

Los Angeles Plaza Park (El 
Pueblo De Los Angeles State 
Historic Park and Monument and 
Paseo de la Plaza Park) 
125 Paseo de la Plaza, 
Los Angeles 

Park City of Los 
Angeles 

Open area with plaza, community gathering 
space, gazebo, benches, areas for vending 
kiosks, and historic monument 

Alternative 1 and 
Design Option 1 

Yes 

La Petite Academy of Los Angeles 
750 North Alameda St,  
Los Angeles 

School N/A, in private 
ownership 

None identified Alternative 1 and 
Design Option 1 

No, not publicly 
owned or 
accessible 

Animo Jefferson Charter Middle 
School 
1655 East 27th Street, Suite A, 
Los Angeles 

School Los Angeles 
Unified School 
District 

None identified Alternatives 1 and 2 No, no public 
recreational use 

Fred Roberts Recreation Center 
4700 South Honduras St, 
Los Angeles 

Park City of Los 
Angeles 

Barbecue pits, basketball courts, children play 
area, community room, picnic tables, 
volleyball courts, kitchen, outdoor fitness 
equipment, synthetic soccer field with onsite 
parking 

Alternatives 1 and 2 Yes 

Lillian Street Elementary School 
5909 Lillian St 
Los Angeles 

School Los Angeles 
Unified School 
District 

Playground, asphalt play areas include track, 
tennis court, four-square, basketball and other 
ball courts, and miscellaneous play space 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Yes, playground 
area only 

San Antonio Elementary School 
6222 State St 
Huntington Park 

School Los Angeles 
Unified School 
District 

Asphalt play areas include track, tennis court, 
basketball and other ball courts, and 
miscellaneous play space 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Yes, playground 
area only 

Salt Lake Park 
3401 East Florence Ave, 
Huntington Park 

Park  City of 
Huntington 
Park 

Recreation center, gymnasium, grass soccer 
field, synthetic grass soccer field, baseball 
diamonds, batting cages, skate park, tennis 
courts, weight room, picnic areas, barbecues, 
children's playgrounds, concession stand, and 
meetings rooms 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Yes 
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Resource 
Property   

Type 
Official(s) with 

Jurisdiction Public Recreational Uses 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Section 4(f) Applies 

Legacy High School Complex 
5225 Tweedy Blvd,  
South Gate 

School Los Angeles 
Unified School 
District 

1 baseball field, 1 open field, 4 tennis courts Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Yes, playground 
area only 

Hollydale Community 
Center/Park 
12221 Industrial Ave,  
South Gate 

Park City of South 
Gate Parks and 
Recreation 
Department 

Basketball court, community center, 
playground; no onsite parking 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 

Yes 

Paramount Park 
14400 Paramount Blvd, 
Paramount 

Park City of 
Paramount 

Playgrounds, handball courts, baseball 
diamonds, basketball court, picnic 
shelters/barbecues, gymnasium, walking path, 
restrooms, pool with onsite parking 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 

Yes 

Paramount High School 
14429 Downey Ave, Paramount 

School Paramount 
Unified School 
District 

None, not a significant park or recreation area 
per official with jurisdiction 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 

No, not a 
significant park 
or recreation 
area with public 
use 

Paramount High School West 
Campus 
14708 Paramount Blvd, 
Paramount 

School Paramount 
Unified School 
District 

None, not a significant park or recreation area 
per official with jurisdiction 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 
Paramount MSF site 
option 

No, not a 
significant park 
or recreation 
area with public 
use 

Paramount Park Middle School  
14608 Paramount Blvd, 
Paramount 

School Paramount 
Unified School 
District 

None, not a significant park or recreation area 
per official with jurisdiction 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 
Paramount MSF site 
option 

No, not a 
significant park 
or recreation 
area with public 
use 

Our Lady of the Rosary 
Elementary School 
14813 South Paramount Blvd, 
Paramount 

School N/A, in private 
ownership 

Private school campus not open to public Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 
Paramount MSF site 
option 

No, not publicly 
owned or 
accessible 

Adventist Union School 
15548 Santa Ana Ave, Bellflower 

School N/A, in private 
ownership 

Private school campus not open to public; 
playground is within private school grounds 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 

No, not publicly 
owned 
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Resource 
Property   

Type 
Official(s) with 

Jurisdiction Public Recreational Uses 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Section 4(f) Applies 

Ruth R. Caruthers Park 
10500 East Flora Visa St, 
Bellflower 

Park City of 
Bellflower 

Baseball/softball fields, batting cages, skate 
park, game room, picnic areas, wading pool, 
playgrounds, tennis courts, basketball court, 
volleyball courts, handball courts, tetherball 
courts, fitness center, 2-mile fitness course, 
equestrian path, barbecues, and bike trail 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 

Yes 

Valley Christian Middle and High 
Schools 
17700 and 18100 Dumont Ave, 
Cerritos 

School N/A, in private 
ownership 

None Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 

No, not publicly 
owned 

Rosewood Park 
17715 Eric Ave, Cerritos 

Park City of Cerritos 
and Artesia 
Cemetery 
District 

Basketball court, sand area with playground 
equipment, picnic shelters, barbecues, 
multipurpose field, with onsite parking 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 

Yes 

Artesia Park 
1870 Clarkdale Avenue, Artesia 

Park City of Artesia Banquet space, baseball/softball diamond, 
basketball court, meeting rooms, picnic areas, 
picnic shelters, children's playground, 
restrooms, soccer field, tennis court, with 
onsite parking 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 

Yes 

Hollywood Sports  
9108 Somerset Blvd and 15230 
Lakewood Blvd 

Recreational 
complex 

City of 
Bellflower 

Hollywood Sports, commercial recreational 
enterprise providing paintball and airsoft 
activities 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 
Bellflower MSF Option 

No, not a 
significant public 
park or 
recreation area 

Flora Vista Dog Park  
9203 Flora Vista St 

Park City of 
Bellflower 

Off-leash dog exercise Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 
Bellflower MSF Option 

Yes 

Pacific Electric Depot  
16336 Bellflower Blvd 

Historic 
building  

City of 
Bellflower 

Pacific Electric Depot building and public 
restroom building 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 

Yes, as a historic 
property only, 
see Section 
4.1.40 
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Resource 
Property   

Type 
Official(s) with 

Jurisdiction Public Recreational Uses 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Section 4(f) Applies 

The Mayne Events Center and the 
LA County Fire Museum 16400 
Bellflower Blvd 

Events 
center and 
museum 

City of 
Bellflower 

The Mayne Events Center and the LA County 
Fire Museum 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 

No, primary 
purpose is not a 
park  

Los Angeles River Bike Path Bike path Los Angeles 
County 
Department of 
Public Works 

Bicycling, skating, skateboarding, jogging, and 
similar active recreation 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Yes 

Rio Hondo Bike Path Bike path Los Angeles 
County 
Department of 
Public Works 

Bicycling, skating, skateboarding, jogging, and 
similar active recreation 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Yes 

Bellflower Bike Trail Bike trail City of 
Bellflower 

Bicycling, skating, skateboarding, jogging, and 
similar active recreation 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4  

No, License 
Agreement 
preserves rail use

San Gabriel River Mid-Trail Non-
motorized 
trail 

Los Angeles 
County 
Department of 
Public Works 

Bicycling, skating, skateboarding, jogging, and 
similar active recreation 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 

Yes 

Paramount Bike Path Bike trail City of 
Paramount 

Bicycling, skating, skateboarding, jogging, and 
similar active recreation 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 

No, License 
Agreement 
preserves rail use

Urban Orchard Park (Planned) Park City of South 
Gate Parks and 
Recreation 
Department 

Planned passive recreation park; Phase 1 is in 
development and will include constructed 
wetlands and an educational garden, orchard, 
and picnic plaza; future phases are envisioned 
to include walking and bicycle paths, 
community art, and native plantings 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 Yes 

Source: Metro 2021a 
Notes: MSF = maintenance and storage facility, N/A = not applicable 
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Figure 4-2a. Recreational Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection 

 
Source: Metro 2018a, WSP 2020 
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Figure 4-2b. Recreational Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection 

 
Source: Metro 2018a, WSP 2020 
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Figure 4-2c. Recreational Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection 

 
Source: Metro 2018a, WSP 2020 
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Figure 4-2d. Recreational Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection 

 
Source: Metro 2018a, WSP 2020 
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Figure 4-2e. Recreational Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection 

 
Source: Metro 2018a, WSP 2020 
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 Los Angeles Plaza Park (El Pueblo De Los Angeles State Historic Park and 
Monument and Paseo de la Plaza Park) 

Los Angeles Plaza Park is located at 125 Paseo de la Plaza, Los Angeles, and is owned by the 
City of Los Angeles. The plaza and open park area include El Pueblo Historical Monument 
and are approximately 17.2 acres in size. Los Angeles Plaza Park is approximately 240 feet 
from Alternative 1 and 770 feet from Design Option 1. The plaza is primarily used for passive 
recreation and community gathering and includes open areas for vending kiosks, a gazebo 
for community events, seating areas and walkways.  

Per Question 1A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, [p]ublicly owned land is considered to be a park, 
recreation area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge when the land has been officially designated as such 
by a Federal, State or local agency, and the officials with jurisdiction over the land determine that its 
primary purpose is as a park, recreation area, or refuge. […] In addition, the statute itself requires 
that a property must be a significant public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge. 
The term significant means that in comparing the availability and function of the park, recreation 
area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge, with the park, recreation or refuge objectives of the agency, 
community or authority, the property in question plays an important role in meeting those 
objectives. On January 30, 2020, Metro contacted the City of Los Angeles to confirm 
ownership, operation, and significance of Los Angeles Plaza Park. On February 12, 2020, the 
City Department of Recreation and Parks responded, confirming their ownership and that 
the park is maintained by the El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument Authority 
Department. Therefore, the park is a Section 4(f)-protected property. 

 La Petite Academy of Los Angeles 

La Petite Academy of Los Angeles is located at 750 North Alameda Street, Los Angeles and is 
approximately 210 feet from Alternative 1 and 700 feet from Design Option 1. It specializes 
in early childhood education from infant care to kindergarten. The school provides infant 
care, toddler care, early preschool, preschool, pre-kindergarten, junior kindergarten, and 
private kindergarten programs. The school campus is privately owned, not publicly 
accessible, and does not provide outdoor recreational amenities; therefore, it does not meet 
the definition of a Section 4(f) resource and is not evaluated for Section 4(f) use. 

 Animo Jefferson Charter Middle School 

Animo Jefferson Charter Middle School is located at 1655 East 27th Street, Suite A, Los 
Angeles, which is approximately 90 feet from Alternatives 1 and 2. It is within the Green Dot 
Public School System and the charter was approved by the Los Angeles Unified School 
District. The school provides instructional programs for sixth grade through eighth grade. 
The school campus does not provide recreational amenities; therefore, it does not meet the 
definition of a Section 4(f) resource and is not evaluated for Section 4(f) use. 

On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the Los Angeles Unified School District to confirm 
ownership, operation, and significance of Animo Jefferson Charter Middle School. The 
district has not responded confirming their jurisdiction. However, because there are no 
outdoor recreational facilities on the campus, the school does not have public facilities that 
are subject to Section 4(f). 
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 Fred Roberts Recreation Center 

Fred Roberts Recreation Center is located at 4700 South Honduras Street, Los Angeles, 
which is approximately 100 feet from Alternatives 1 and 2 and is owned and operated by the 
City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks. The recreation center is 
approximately 2.5 acres in size. The center is primarily used for active recreation and 
includes barbecue pits, outdoor basketball courts, children play area, community room, 
picnic tables, volleyball courts, kitchen, outdoor fitness equipment, synthetic soccer field, 
with onsite parking. Fred Roberts Recreation Center meets the definition of a Section 4(f) 
resource as it is a publicly owned park or recreation area. 

Per Question 1A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, [p]ublicly owned land is considered to be a park, 
recreation area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge when the land has been officially designated as such 
by a Federal, State or local agency, and the officials with jurisdiction over the land determine that its 
primary purpose is as a park, recreation area, or refuge. […] In addition, the statute itself requires 
that a property must be a significant public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge. 
The term significant means that in comparing the availability and function of the park, recreation 
area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge, with the park, recreation or refuge objectives of the agency, 
community or authority, the property in question plays an important role in meeting those 
objectives. On January 30, 2020, Metro contacted the City of Los Angeles to confirm 
ownership, operation, and significance of Los Angeles Plaza Park. On February 12, 2020, the 
City Department of Recreation and Parks responded, confirming their jurisdiction and that 
the parkland was obtained for public playground and recreation purposes. Therefore, the 
park is a Section 4(f)-protected property. 

 Lillian Street Elementary School 

Lillian Street Elementary School is located at 5909 Lillian Street, Los Angeles, and is within 
the Los Angeles Unified School District. The school provides instructional programs for 
kindergarten through sixth grade and offers two after-school programs. The playground area 
at Lillian Street Elementary is approximately 320 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, and 3. The 
campus provides recreational opportunities open to the public when school is not in session 
including a playground, asphalt play areas, and courts. As described in Section 1.1.1, when a 
public school playground is open to the public and serves either organized or substantial 
walk-on recreational purposes that are determined to be significant, it is subject to the 
requirements of Section 4(f). 

On January 30, 2020, Metro contacted the Los Angeles Unified School District to confirm 
ownership, operation, and significance of Lillian Street Elementary School. The district has 
not responded confirming their jurisdiction. Per Question 1A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, 
[i]f a determination from the official(s) with jurisdiction cannot be obtained, and a management 
plan is not available or does not address the significance of the property, the property will be 
presumed to be significant. Based on the school district’s policy allowing public use of outdoor 
recreational facilities, the playground portions of the school campus meet the definition of a 
Section 4(f) resource and are presumed to be significant. 

 San Antonio Elementary School 

San Antonio Elementary School is located at 6222 State Street, Huntington Park, and is 
within the Los Angeles Unified School District. The school provides instructional programs 
for kindergarten through fifth grade. The San Antonio Elementary playground area is 
approximately 270 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, and 3. The campus provides recreational 
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opportunities open to the public when school is not in session, including a track, asphalt play 
areas, and courts. As described in Section 1.1.1, when a public school playground is open to 
the public and serves either organized or substantial walk-on recreational purposes that are 
determined to be significant, it is subject to the requirements of Section 4(f). 

On January 30, 2020, Metro contacted the Los Angeles Unified School District to confirm 
ownership, operation, and significance of San Antonio Elementary School. The district has 
not responded confirming their jurisdiction. Per Question 1A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, 
[i]f a determination from the official(s) with jurisdiction cannot be obtained, and a management 
plan is not available or does not address the significance of the property, the property will be 
presumed to be significant. Based on the school district’s policy allowing public use of outdoor 
recreational facilities, the playground portions of the school campus meet the definition of a 
Section 4(f) resource and are presumed to be significant. 

 Salt Lake Park 

Salt Lake Park is located at 3401 East Florence Avenue in the City of Huntington Park. The 
park is owned by the City and provides a recreation center, gymnasium, grass and synthetic 
grass soccer fields, baseball diamonds, batting cages, skate park, tennis courts, weight room, 
picnic areas, barbecues, children’s playgrounds, concession stand, and meetings rooms. The 
park is approximately 23 acres and is approximately 70 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 and 
480 feet from the Florence/Salt Lake Station. 

On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the City of Huntington Park to confirm ownership, 
operation, and significance of Salt Lake Park. The City has not responded confirming their 
jurisdiction. Per Question 1A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, [i]f a determination from the 
official(s) with jurisdiction cannot be obtained, and a management plan is not available or does not 
address the significance of the property, the property will be presumed to be significant. Salt Lake 
Park meets the definition of a Section 4(f) resource as it is a publicly owned park or 
recreation area and is presumed to be significant. 

 Legacy High School Complex 

Legacy High School Complex is located at 5225 Tweedy Boulevard, South Gate, and is within 
the Los Angeles Unified School District. The school provides instructional programs for 
ninth grade through twelfth grade. Legacy High School Complex is approximately 7.3 acres 
in size and the sports fields are approximately 140 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, and 3. The 
campus provides recreational opportunities open to the public when school is not in session, 
including a baseball field, open field, and tennis courts. As described in Section 1.1.1, when a 
public school playground is open to the public and serves either organized or substantial 
walk-on recreational purposes that are determined to be significant, it is subject to the 
requirements of Section 4(f). 

On January 30, 2020, Metro contacted the Los Angeles Unified School District to confirm 
ownership, operation, and significance of Legacy High School Complex. The district has not 
responded confirming their jurisdiction. Per Question 1A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, [i]f 
a determination from the official(s) with jurisdiction cannot be obtained, and a management plan 
is not available or does not address the significance of the property, the property will be presumed to 
be significant. Based on the school district’s policy allowing public use of outdoor recreational 
facilities, the playground portions of the school campus meet the definition of a Section 4(f) 
resource and are presumed to be significant. 
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 Hollydale Community Center/Park 

Hollydale Community Center/Park is located at 1221 Industrial Avenue in the City of South 
Gate. It is owned by the City and recreational uses at the park include playgrounds, basketball 
court, and a community center. The park is approximately 2.2 acres and is approximately 10 
feet from Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4. 

Question 1A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, [p]ublicly owned land is considered to be a park, 
recreation area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge when the land has been officially designated as such 
by a Federal, State or local agency, and the officials with jurisdiction over the land determine that its 
primary purpose is as a park, recreation area, or refuge. […] In addition, the statute itself requires 
that a property must be a significant public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge. 
The term significant means that in comparing the availability and function of the park, recreation 
area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge, with the park, recreation or refuge objectives of the agency, 
community or authority, the property in question plays an important role in meeting those 
objectives. On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the City of South Gate to confirm ownership, 
operation, and significance of Hollydale Community Center/Park. On February 12, 2020, the 
City Parks and Recreation Department responded, confirming their jurisdiction and that the 
park is accessible to the public. Therefore, the park is a Section 4(f)-protected property. 

 Paramount Park 

Paramount Park is located at 14400 Paramount Boulevard in the City of Paramount. The 
primary public use of the property is for active recreation. It is owned by the City and 
recreational uses at the park include playgrounds, handball courts (lighted), baseball 
diamonds (lighted), basketball court (lighted), picnic shelters/barbecues, gymnasium, 
walking path, restrooms, pool with onsite parking. The park is approximately 15 acres. The 
approximately 9.9 acres of city-owned parkland is a Section 4(f)-protected resource and 
separated from Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 by a 110-foot Los Angeles Department of Water and 
Power (LADWP) right-of-way. 

In addition to the City-owned parkland, the City of Paramount leases a 40-foot-wide strip 
from Metro that is designated for “[p]arking and landscaping for Paramount Park only, and 
no other uses” (Appendix B). Exhibit E to the lease states that “there is a possibility that the 
West Santa Ana Branch will be selected as a rail connector with Orange County. If such a 
decision is made, Metro will probably require the return of the entire right-of-way adjacent to 
Paramount Park” (License Agreement A000604 [Metro 1993]). Per 23 CFR 774.11(h), the 
property was reserved in the lease agreement for future transportation use while functioning 
temporarily to support park use; therefore, the approximately 1.3 acres of property within the 
Metro lease area is not subject to Section 4(f). Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 will require return of 
and occupy the Metro lease area. 

Separately, the City has an agreement for use of the 110-foot LADWP power right-of-way that 
is located between the park and the Metro right-of-way. The approximately 3.8-acre LADWP 
right-of-way is adjacent to Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4. While the primary use of the power 
right-of-way is not as a recreational property, it is included in the area afforded Section 4(f) 
protection because the specifics of the property agreement are not available. 

There is an existing grade-separated pedestrian crossing between the Paramount High School 
east and west campuses that occupies a portion of the Metro and LADWP rights-of-way. 
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Paramount Park, inclusive of the LADWP right-of-way, meets the definition of a Section 4(f) 
resource as it is a publicly owned park or recreation area; however, by the lease terms 
described in License Agreement A000604 (Metro 1993), the separate parcel leased from 
Metro is not a Section 4(f)-protected property.  

 Paramount High School 

Paramount High School, located at 14429 Downey Avenue in the City of Paramount, is a 
public high school in the Paramount Unified School District. A TPSS facility for Alternatives 
1, 2, 3, and 4 would be located on a portion of the school that does not include recreational 
uses. The campus provides recreational opportunities including a baseball field, open field, 
six tennis courts, and a football field and stands that are approximately 50 feet from 
Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4. As described in Section 1.1.1, when a public school playground is 
open to the public and serves either organized or substantial walk-on recreational purposes 
that are determined to be significant, it is subject to the requirements of Section 4(f). 

On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the Paramount Unified School District to confirm 
ownership, operation, and significance of Paramount Park High School. On February 18, 2020, 
the district responded, confirming their jurisdiction and that the sports facilities on school 
grounds are only for school and sanctioned organized after-school city-sponsored youth sports. 
The Paramount Unified School District does not consider school grounds within its 
jurisdiction as significant for public park or recreation use. Per Question 1A of the Section 
4(f) Policy Paper, significance determinations for publicly owned land for park use is made by 
the official(s) with jurisdiction over the property. Because the Paramount Unified School 
District, which is the official with jurisdiction over school properties within its district, 
informed Metro and FTA that the school grounds are not significant for public park or 
recreation use, the schoolgrounds within the Paramount Unified School District are not 
Section 4(f) resources and are not evaluated for Section 4(f) use.  

 Paramount High School West Campus 

Paramount Unified Community School, located at 14708 Paramount Boulevard in the City of 
Paramount, is a public school in the Paramount Unified School District. The school is 
approximately 500 feet from the Paramount MSF. Students share playfields with Paramount 
High School, which are accessed by an overcrossing of Metro’s Pacific Electric Right-of-Way. 
As described in Section 1.1.1, when a public school playground is open to the public and 
serves either organized or substantial walk-on recreational purposes that are determined to 
be significant, it is subject to the requirements of Section 4(f). 

On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the Paramount Unified School District to confirm 
ownership, operation, and significance of Paramount Park High School West Campus. On 
February 18, 2020, the district responded, confirming their jurisdiction and that the sports 
facilities on school grounds are only for school and sanctioned organized after-school city-
sponsored youth sports. The Paramount Unified School District does not consider school 
grounds within its jurisdiction as significant for public park or recreation use. Per Question 
1A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, significance determinations for publicly owned land for 
park use is made by the official(s) with jurisdiction over the property. Because the Paramount 
Unified School District, which is the official with jurisdiction over school properties within 
its district, informed Metro and FTA that the school grounds are not significant for public 
park or recreation use, the schoolgrounds within the Paramount Unified School District are 
not Section 4(f) resources and are not evaluated for Section 4(f) use. 
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 Paramount Park Middle School  

Paramount Park Middle School, located at 14608 Paramount Boulevard in the City of 
Paramount, is a public school in the Paramount Unified School District. The school is 
located approximately 500 feet from the Paramount MSF. The school has one recreational 
playfield on campus, which is approximately 360 feet from the alignment. As described in 
Section 1.1.1, when a public school playground is open to the public and serves either 
organized or substantial walk-on recreational purposes that are determined to be significant, 
it is subject to the requirements of Section 4(f). 

On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the Paramount Unified School District to confirm 
ownership, operation, and significance of Paramount Park High School West Campus. On 
February 18, 2020, the district responded, confirming their jurisdiction and that the sports 
facilities on school grounds are only for school and sanctioned organized after-school city-
sponsored youth sports. The Paramount Unified School District does not consider school 
grounds within its jurisdiction as significant for public park or recreation use. Per Question 
1A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, significance determinations for publicly owned land for 
park use is made by the official(s) with jurisdiction over the property. Because the Paramount 
Unified School District, which is the official with jurisdiction over school properties within 
its district, informed Metro and FTA that the school grounds are not significant for public 
park or recreation use, the schoolgrounds within the Paramount Unified School District are 
not Section 4(f) resources and are not evaluated for Section 4(f) use. 

 Our Lady of the Rosary Elementary School 

Our Lady of the Rosary Elementary School is located at 1413 South Paramount Boulevard in 
the City of Paramount and is adjacent to the Paramount MSF site option. The school property 
is privately owned; therefore, it does not meet the definition of a Section 4(f) resource and is 
not evaluated for Section 4(f) use. 

 Adventist Union School 

Adventist Union School is located at 15548 Santa Ana Avenue in the City of Bellflower and is 
approximately 70 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4. The school property is privately owned; 
therefore, it does not meet the definition of a Section 4(f) property and is not evaluated for 
Section 4(f) use. 

 Ruth R. Caruthers Park 

Ruth R. Caruthers Park, located at 10500 East Flora Vista Street in the City of Bellflower, is 
owned by the City. The primary public use of the property is for active recreation. Park 
amenities include baseball/softball fields (lighted), batting cages, skate park, game room, 
picnic areas, wading pool, playgrounds, tennis courts (lighted), basketball court (lighted), 
volleyball courts (lighted), handball courts (lighted), tetherball courts, fitness center, two-mile 
fitness course, equestrian path, barbecues. The park includes onsite parking and a 2.5-mile 
bike trail. The park is approximately 20 acres and is approximately 20 feet from Alternatives 
1, 2, 3, and 4 of the alignment. Ruth R. Caruthers Park meets the definition of a Section 4(f) 
resource as it is a publicly owned park or recreation area. 

Question 1A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, [p]ublicly owned land is considered to be a park, 
recreation area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge when the land has been officially designated as such 
by a Federal, State or local agency, and the officials with jurisdiction over the land determine that its 



4 Description of Section 4(f) Properties 

 

 West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 

4-46 | July 2021  Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation 

primary purpose is as a park, recreation area, or refuge. […] In addition, the statute itself requires 
that a property must be a significant public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge. 
The term significant means that in comparing the availability and function of the park, recreation 
area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge, with the park, recreation or refuge objectives of the agency, 
community or authority, the property in question plays an important role in meeting those 
objectives. On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the City of Bellflower to confirm ownership, 
operation, and significance of Ruth R. Caruthers Park. On February 10, 2020, the City 
responded, confirming their jurisdiction and the significance of the park. Therefore, the park 
is considered a Section 4(f)-protected property. 

 Rosewood Park 

Rosewood Park is located at 17715 Eric Avenue in the City of Cerritos. The park is owned by 
the Artesia Cemetery District and operated by the City. It provides recreational amenities 
including a basketball court, sand area with playground equipment, picnic shelters, 
barbecues, multipurpose field, with onsite parking. The park is approximately 3.4 acres and 
is approximately 30 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the alignment. The City of Cerritos 
provided the following information about Rosewood Park.  

On March 5, 1986, the City of Cerritos entered into a lease agreement with the property 
owner, the Artesia Cemetery District ("District") [a California Public Cemetery District], to 
lease a portion of the District's unused property for the benefit of developing a community 
park for local residents. Under this agreement, two parcels were designated for recreational 
use with the northern parcel designed to accommodate expansion needs of the adjacent 
cemetery, and the southern parcel designed as a community park maintained by the City of 
Cerritos. On March 6, 2011, the City of Cerritos and the Artesia Cemetery District renewed 
the lease agreement, allowing for an annual renewal provision for a maximum of fifty years.  

Rosewood Park meets the definition of a Section 4(f) resource as it is a publicly owned park 
or recreation area. Per Question 1A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, [p]ublicly owned land is 
considered to be a park, recreation area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge when the land has been 
officially designated as such by a Federal, State or local agency, and the officials with jurisdiction 
over the land determine that its primary purpose is as a park, recreation area, or refuge. […] In 
addition, the statute itself requires that a property must be a significant public park, recreation area, 
or wildlife and waterfowl refuge. The term significant means that in comparing the availability and 
function of the park, recreation area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge, with the park, recreation or 
refuge objectives of the agency, community or authority, the property in question plays an important 
role in meeting those objectives. On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the City of Cerritos to 
confirm ownership, operation, and significance of Rosewood Park. On February 10, 2020, the 
City responded, providing information on ownership by the Artesia Cemetery District 
confirming their jurisdiction as operator of the park and the local recreational significance of 
the resource. Therefore, the park is a Section 4(f)-protected property. 

 Artesia Park 

Artesia Park is located at 1870 Clarkdale Avenue in the City of Artesia. The park is owned by 
the City and provides banquet space, baseball/softball diamond, basketball court, meeting 
rooms, picnic areas, picnic shelters, children's playground, restrooms, soccer field, tennis 
court, with onsite parking. The park is approximately 14.9 acres and is approximately 130 feet 
from the alignment for Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4. Per Question 1A of the Section 4(f) Policy 
Paper, [i]f a determination from the official(s) with jurisdiction cannot be obtained, and a 
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management plan is not available or does not address the significance of the property, the property 
will be presumed to be significant. Artesia Park meets the definition of a Section 4(f) resource as 
it is a publicly owned park or recreation area and is presumed to be significant. 

 Hollywood Sports  

On February 10, 2020, the City of Bellflower informed Metro that the City owns the properties at 
9108 Somerset Boulevard and 15230 Lakewood Boulevard, which is approximately 20 feet from 
Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4. Both parcels, totaling 28 acres, are owned by the City, were formerly 
used as a golf course, and are currently leased out to Hollywood Sports as an action sports 
themed operator. The southern edge of this property is adjacent to Metro’s right-of-way. The 
property is under consideration for the Bellflower MSF Site Option.  

While the Section 4(f) Policy Paper does not directly address this type of business, two of the 
questions have relevant guidance on how to determine when a facility is a significant public park 
or recreation area in their answers. Per Question 18A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Section 4(f) 
applies to golf courses that are owned, operated and managed by a public agency for the primary 
purpose of public recreation and determined to be significant. Section 4(f) does not apply to privately 
owned and operated golf courses even when they are open to the general public. Golf courses that are 
owned by a public agency but managed and operated by a private entity may still be subject to 
Section 4(f) requirements depending on the structure of the agreement. Separately the Policy Paper 
states in response to Question 20 that Section 4(f) is not applicable to publicly-owned fairgrounds 
that function primarily for commercial purposes (e.g. stock car races, horse racing, county or state 
fairs), rather than as park or recreation areas. 

In 2000, the City, through the Bellflower Redevelopment Agency, entered into a lease 
agreement with Hollywood Sports Park LLC to redevelop the leased property to address 
conditions of blight identified in City Ordinance 768. The agreement permitted Hollywood 
Sports to construct and operate a “recreation attraction center” “principally devoted to 
paintball, skateboarding, rock climbing, or such other activities as may be proposed by the 
Tenant and approved by the Landlord at Landlord’s sole discretion, and a restaurant with 
nightclub and arcade uses” for a period of 25 years, which may be extended. Hollywood 
Sports was responsible for obtaining all land use and permitting approvals for the facility. 
The agreement requires payment to the Bellflower Redevelopment Agency of a fixed amount 
plus 6 percent of gross receipts. In addition to rent, Hollywood Sports is required to provide a 
“Bellflower Benefit Plan” to provide use of banquet and recreation facilities to the City a 
number of times per year and a free day for city residents once per year. At expiration of the 
lease, Hollywood Sports is required to remove all tenant improvements. Aside from the rent 
receipt, the City has no other financial interests nor any management responsibility in 
operation of Hollywood Sports. 

Hollywood Sports is a commercial for-profit business operating on land leased from the City 
of Bellflower. The City does not own, operate, or maintain the business. As stated in the 
guidance on golf courses, the applicability of Section 4(f) requirements for a recreational 
resource operated by a private party depends on the structure of the agreement. In the case 
where the City has contracted a third-party concessionaire to operate a significant publicly 
owned park or recreation area, then Section 4(f) would apply. The guidance on fairgrounds 
provides further guidance that if the agreement is primarily for commercial purposes, even if 
the commercial activity is recreational, then Section 4(f) does not apply.  
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Additionally, Question 1A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper provides guidance on determining 
when public land is a Section 4(f)-protected park or recreation area. The guidance states that 
the statute itself requires that a property must be a significant public park, recreation area, or 
wildlife and waterfowl refuge. The term significant means that in comparing the availability and 
function of the park, recreation area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge, with the park, recreation or 
refuge objectives of the agency, community or authority, the property in question plays an important 
role in meeting those objectives. […] Significance determinations of publicly owned land considered to 
be a park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge are made by the official(s) with 
jurisdiction over the property. As documented in Section 9.2.1, Metro consulted with the City of 
Bellflower, the official with jurisdiction over the land at 9108 Somerset Boulevard and 15230 
Lakewood Boulevard. The City confirmed that Hollywood Sports operates as a commercial 
business and that the property is not designated as significant park or recreation areas, nor is 
Hollywood Sports designated as having an important role in meeting the park and recreation 
objectives of the City. 

The current use of the property is for commercial recreational activity and the underlying 
ownership of the leased land is the City of Bellflower. Hollywood Sports is a privately operated 
commercial facility. The official with jurisdiction has determined that the function of the property 
does not play an important role in meeting the park and recreation area objectives of the City. As 
such, it is not a significant public park or recreation area and is not evaluated for Section 4(f) use. 

 Flora Vista Dog Park  

On February 10, 2020, the City of Bellflower identified the City-owned Flora Vista Dog Park at 
9203 Flora Vista Street, which is approximately 30 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4, in a letter 
to Metro. The park is a fenced area for off-leash dog recreation. The property is a park use and 
designated as a “local” resource by the City. The southern end of the park lies adjacent to Metro’s 
right-of-way. The park is approximately 0.6 acre and is adjacent to the Bellflower MSF Site 
Option. Per Question 1A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, [p]ublicly owned land is considered to be a 
park, recreation area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge when the land has been officially designated as such 
by a Federal, State or local agency, and the officials with jurisdiction over the land determine that its 
primary purpose is as a park, recreation area, or refuge. […] In addition, the statute itself requires that a 
property must be a significant public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge. The term 
significant means that in comparing the availability and function of the park, recreation area or wildlife 
and waterfowl refuge, with the park, recreation or refuge objectives of the agency, community or 
authority, the property in question plays an important role in meeting those objectives. The Flora Vista 
Dog Park meets the definition of a Section 4(f) resource as it is a publicly owned park or 
recreation area and has been confirmed as significant. 

 Pacific Electric Depot Building 

On February 10, 2020, the City of Bellflower provided Metro information about their lease, 
maintenance, and operation of the historic Pacific Electric Depot building and restroom 
building at 16336 Bellflower Boulevard, which is approximately 20 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, 
3, and 4. Per Question 1A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, [p]ublicly owned land is considered to 
be a park, recreation area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge when the land has been officially 
designated as such by a Federal, State or local agency. The city indicated that the building is 
important for its historic value to the community. The building is used for storage and 
provides a public restroom and is not designated for park or recreational use. Therefore, the 
building is protected under Section 4(f) and addressed as a historic property in Section 4.1.40 
of this report but is not separately a significant park or recreation area. 
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 Mayne Events Center and the LA County Fire Museum  

On February 10, 2020, the City of Bellflower informed Metro that the City owns and operates 
the Mayne Events Center and the LA County Fire Museum at 16400 Bellflower Boulevard, 
which are approximately 50 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4. The properties consist of a 
catering event space and an indoor fire museum. These facilities fall under Question 19 of 
the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012), Does Section 4(f) apply to museums, aquariums and 
zoos? The guidance states: 

Publicly owned museums, aquariums, and zoos are not normally considered parks, 
recreational areas, or wildlife and waterfowl refuges and are therefore not subject to Section 
4(f), unless they are significant historic sites. 

Based on the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012), the Mayne Events Center and the LA 
County Fire Museum do not meet the definition of a Section 4(f) resource and are not 
evaluated for Section 4(f) use. 

 Los Angeles River Bike Path 

Los Angeles River Bike Path is a Class I bike path and is the LA River’s longest contiguous 
bikeway extending approximately 20 miles from the railyards in the City of Vernon to the 
Shoreline Pedestrian Bike path in the City of Long Beach. The LA River Bike Path runs on the 
east side of the river channel in the City of Long Beach and crosses the LA River on a road bridge. 
Once it intersects Imperial Highway, the bike path continues north along the west side of the LA 
River to the City of Vernon. The bike path on the east side continues under the bridge to the 
confluence of the Rio Hondo River and LA River in the City of South Gate, which becomes the 
Rio Hondo Bike Path. The Rio Hondo Bike Path continues to downtown Long Beach and ends by 
the Pacific Ocean. The LA River Bike Path would cross under Alternatives 1, 2, and 3. As 
described in Section 1.1.2, Section 4(f) applies to publicly owned, shared use paths or trails 
(or portions thereof) designated or functioning primarily for recreation, unless the official(s) 
with jurisdiction determines that it is not significant for such purpose. 

Per Question 1A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, [p]ublicly owned land is considered to be a park, 
recreation area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge when the land has been officially designated as such 
by a Federal, State or local agency, and the officials with jurisdiction over the land determine that its 
primary purpose is as a park, recreation area, or refuge. […] In addition, the statute itself requires 
that a property must be a significant public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge. 
The term significant means that in comparing the availability and function of the park, recreation 
area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge, with the park, recreation or refuge objectives of the agency, 
community or authority, the property in question plays an important role in meeting those 
objectives. On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the Los Angeles County Department of Public 
Works to confirm ownership, operation, and significance of the Los Angeles River Bike Path. On 
February 27, 2020, the County responded, confirming their jurisdiction and the local recreational 
significance of the bike path and provided information on future planned extensions. Therefore, 
the Los Angeles River Bike Path is a Section 4(f)-protected property. 

 Rio Hondo Bike Path 

The Rio Hondo Bike Path is a Class I bike path (separated right-of-way for the exclusive use of 
bicycles and pedestrians) paralleling Rio Hondo Creek through the San Gabriel Valley in eastern 
LA County. The bike path extends from the Peck Road Water Conservation Park in the southern 
Monrovia area to the LA River in the City of South Gate. The bike path heads southbound 
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through the Whittier Narrows Recreation Area and continues south until it joins the LA River 
Bike Path at the confluence of the Rio Hondo and Los Angeles River. The Rio Hondo Bike Path 
would cross under Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 as the alignment crosses the Rio Hondo River. As 
described in Section 1.1.2, Section 4(f) applies to publicly owned, shared use paths or trails 
(or portions thereof) designated or functioning primarily for recreation, unless the official(s) 
with jurisdiction determines that it is not significant for such purpose. 

On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works to 
confirm ownership, operation, and significance of the Rio Hondo Bike Path. On February 27, 
2020, the County responded, confirming their jurisdiction and the local recreational significance 
of the bike path. Therefore, the Rio Hondo Bike Path is a Section 4(f)-protected property. 

 Bellflower Bike Trail 

Bellflower Bike Trail is a Class I bike path approximately 2.7 miles long and extends from 
Somerset Boulevard and Hayter Avenue in the City of Paramount to the San Gabriel River 
Trail at Ruth R. Caruthers Park in the City of Bellflower, just north of the SR-91. The 
Bellflower Bike Trail is located entirely within the Metro-owned ROW and parallels the Build 
Alternatives between Somerset Boulevard to just north of the SR-91. The bike trail was 
developed by the City of Bellflower under a License Agreement executed December 28, 2006, 
and revised June 13, 2007, between Metro and the City of Bellflower. The License Agreement 
authorizes the construction, maintenance, and use of the bikeway as a subordinate right to 
Metro’s right to construct, reconstruct, maintain, and use existing and future rail tracks, 
facilities, and appurtenances along the property. 

On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the City of Bellflower to confirm ownership, operation, 
and significance of the Bellflower Bike Trail, including confirming the City’s understanding 
that the trail exists subordinate to Metro’s need for the property. On February 10, 2020, the 
City responded, confirming the information in this section. Per Question 27 of the Section 
4(f) Policy Paper, [i]n situations where land owned by […an] applicant and designated for future 
transportation purposes […] is temporarily occupied or being used for either authorized or 
unauthorized recreational purposes […], Section 4(f) does not apply (See 23 CFR 774.11(h)). 
Because the property is currently in Metro ownership and the agreement reserved the 
property for rail development, the land is not subject to Section 4(f) protection and is not 
evaluated for Section 4(f) use. 

 San Gabriel River Mid-Trail 

San Gabriel River Mid-Trail is approximately 28 miles long and follows the San Gabriel River 
through El Dorado Regional Park where it transitions onto street bike trails near the Alamitos 
Bay Marina in LA County. The mid-section of the bike trail between the cities of Cerritos and 
Lakewood is approximately 12 miles extending from the Whittier Narrows Dam Recreation 
Area to South Street. The trail would cross under Build Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 as the 
alignment would cross over the San Gabriel River. As described in Section 1.1.2, Section 4(f) 
applies to publicly owned, shared use paths or trails (or portions thereof) designated or 
functioning primarily for recreation, unless the official(s) with jurisdiction determines that it 
is not significant for such purpose. 

On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works 
to confirm ownership, operation, and significance of the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail. On 
February 27, 2020, the County responded, confirming their jurisdiction and the local 
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recreational significance of the bike path. Therefore, the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail is a 
Section 4(f)-protected property. 

 Paramount Bike Path 

The City of Paramount is developing a bike path between Lakewood Boulevard and 
Rosecrans Avenue. The trail between Lakewood Boulevard and Somerset Boulevard is 
governed by a License Agreement executed December 26, 2012, between Metro and the City 
of Paramount for development of a bikeway and pedestrian path. The License Agreement 
grants non-exclusive rights for construction, installation, operation, alteration, maintenance, 
reconstruction and/or removal of the bikeway and related appurtenances as a subordinate 
right to Metro’s right to construct, reconstruct, maintain, and use existing and future rail 
tracks, facilities, and appurtenances along the property. The section of the bike path between 
Lakewood Boulevard and Somerset Boulevard is complete. Because the property is currently 
in Metro ownership and the agreement reserved the property for rail development, the land is 
not subject to Section 4(f) protection. 

Metro has coordinated with the City of Paramount, including participation in meetings on 
January 8, March 25, and August 12, 2019, to develop the remaining phase of the bike path 
consistent with development of the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor. Coordinated 
(joint) development is addressed in Question 24 of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012), 
When a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge is established and an area within 
the Section 4(f) property is reserved for transportation use prior to or at the same time the Section 4(f) 
property was established, do the requirements of Section 4(f) apply? The guidance includes: 

Generally, the requirements of Section 4(f) do not apply to the subsequent use of the reserved 
area for its intended transportation purpose. This is because the land used for the 
transportation project was reserved from and, therefore, has never been part of the protected 
Section 4(f) property. Nor is a constructive use of the Section 4(f) property possible, since it 
was jointly planned with the transportation project. 

Because the development is proceeding in coordinated fashion to preserve the corridor for 
future rail development, the land on which future bike path construction will occur is not 
subject to Section 4(f) protection and is not evaluated for Section 4(f) use. 

 Urban Orchard Park (Planned) 

The City of South Gate is undertaking development of Urban Orchard Park as a passive 
recreational park near the Los Angeles River. The City of South Gate’s most recent update to 
its Parks and Recreation Master Plan (City of South Gate 2018) acknowledges that the City is 
conducting planning activities for an Urban Orchard project but does not include the project 
in the master plan. The city has received a development grant for development of a 7-acre 
parcel located at 9475 West Frontage Road, which it has identified as Phase 1 of a multi-
phase Urban Orchard Park. In 2019 the City completed a draft NEPA Environmental 
Assessment (City of South Gate 2019) to access funds from the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund (LWCF) for Phase 1, the Urban Orchard Demonstration Project. Phase 1 is located 
approximately 2,000 feet north of the alignment for Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 (Figure 4-2d). On 
September 8, 2020, the City of South Gate City Council approved a bill placing deed 
restrictions on the 7-acre parcel to allow them to access the LWCF grant funds.  

The draft NEPA Environmental Assessment also identified future Phases 2 and 3 for an 
additional 23 acres that would be developed at an undefined future time after completion of 
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Phase 1. Current landowners of property identified within the boundary of Phases 2 and 3 
include the Los Angeles County Flood Control District, Metropolitan Water District, 
Southern California Edison, LADWP, and the City of South Gate (City of South Gate 2019). 
Only a portion of the land identified for future phases is currently in City of South Gate 
ownership, with the remainder in a combination of public and private ownership. For the 
publicly owned lands within the identified boundary, aside from the City of South Park, none 
of the current public landowners have identified their holdings for future recreational use. 
The City has not published a final Environmental Assessment and no NEPA final action has 
been undertaken on the Urban Orchard project. 

In Metro’s January 2020 consultation with the City of South Gate Parks and Recreation 
Department (Section 9.2.6), the City did not identify any concerns for Urban Orchard Park in 
relation to the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. 

Question 25 of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) addresses planned Section 4(f) 
properties, Do the requirements of Section 4(f) apply to publicly owned properties planned for park, 
recreation area, or wildlife refuge and waterfowl refuge purposes, even though they are not presently 
functioning as such? The guidance states: 

Section 4(f) applies when the land is one of the enumerated types of publicly owned lands 
and the public agency that owns the property has formally designated and determined it to 
be significant for park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge purposes. Evidence 
of formal designation would be the inclusion of the publicly owned land, and its function as 
a Section 4(f) property into a city or county Master Plan. A mere expression of interest or 
desire is not sufficient. For example, when privately held properties of these types are 
formally designated into a Master Plan for future park development, Section 4(f) is not 
applicable. The key is whether the planned facility is presently publicly owned, presently 
formally-designated for Section 4(f) purposes, and presently significant. 

While Urban Orchard Park is not included in South Gate’s Parks and Recreation Master 
Plan, the City Council has taken land use action on Phase 1 of Urban Orchard Park, 
indicating formal commitment to that phase. The remaining phases identified in the draft 
NEPA Environmental Assessment (City of South Gate 2019) are not subject to an equal level 
of commitment, as the properties remain in an assortment of public and private ownership 
and no plan for acquisition or schedule for their development has been established. The 
record of commitment for Phases 2 and 3 constitutes an expression of interest for the future 
phases. Based on the Section 4(f) Policy Paper guidance and the City of South Gate’s 
documentation, Phase 1 of Urban Orchard Park is subject to Section 4(f) protection as a 
formally designated planned park; however, the future phases are not currently subject to 
Section 4(f) and are not evaluated for Section 4(f) use, as they are not formally designated in a 
master plan or equivalent official document. 

 Publicly Owned Wildlife and Waterfowl Refuges 

No wildlife and waterfowl refuges were identified within the Affected Area. 
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5 EVALUATION OF SECTION 4(f) USE 

 Summary of Section 4(f) Evaluation 

Table 5.1 summarizes the Section 4(f) evaluation for historic sites and Table 5.2 summarizes 
the Section 4(f) evaluation for park and recreational areas identified within the Affected Area 
of the Build Alternatives. These resources include both historic properties and publicly 
owned parkland and recreational facilities that are open to the public. Bicycle trails that meet 
the Section 4(f) definition per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) are also included. 
The analysis of Section 4(f) use of historic sites is based on preliminary Section 106 effect 
determinations documented in the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Revised 
Preliminary Cultural Resources Effects Report (Metro 2021d). The California SHPO is the 
official with jurisdiction over historic sites, and consultation with the California SHPO is 
ongoing, as described in Section 9.1. The analysis identifies the alternative(s) and 
maintenance and storage facilities that could affect each of the properties. There would be no 
differences amongst the design options. The remainder of this section describes the 
evaluation of use for each Section 4(f) property identified in the Affected Area. 

Table 5.1. Summary of Evaluation of Section 4(f) Historic Sites Identified within the Affected Area 

Property 

Section 4(f) Protected 
Activities, Features, or 

Attributes 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Description of Effect 

Preliminary 
Section 106 

Finding 

Preliminary 
Section 4(f) 

Finding 

Los Angeles 
Union Station 
750-800 North 
Alameda St, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-listed 
historic property 
under Criteria A 
and C 

Alternative 1 
and Design 

Option 1 
(MWD) 

Permanent 
underground 
easement, minor 
features in non-
contributing area of 
the historic district, 
and vibration 
monitors on 
property during 
construction2  

No Adverse 
Effect 

de minimis 
impact 

Los Angeles 
Terminal Annex 
Post Office 
900 North 
Alameda St, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-listed 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternative 1 Permanent 
underground 
easement and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction1   

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception 

Los Angeles 
Union Terminal 
District and 

NRHP-listed 
historic district 
under Criteria A 

Alternative 1  Vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception 
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Property 

Section 4(f) Protected 
Activities, Features, or 

Attributes 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Description of Effect 

Preliminary 
Section 106 

Finding 

Preliminary 
Section 4(f) 

Finding 
Buildings 
777 South 
Alameda St and 
1213 East 7th St, 
Los Angeles 

and C 
Includes 7 
contributing 
buildings 

Alternative 2 Permanent 
underground 
easement, minor 
features in non-
contributing area of 
the district and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction1,2 

No Adverse 
Effect 

1608 East 15th St,  
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1 
and 2 

Permanent aerial 
easement above 
non-contributing 
area of property and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction3 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception 

Angel City 
Brewery/John A. 
Roebling’s Sons 
Company 
216 South 
Alameda St, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criteria B  
and C 

Alternative 1 Vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction 

No Historic 
Properties 
Affected4 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  

500 South 
Alameda St, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternative 1 Vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction 

No Historic 
Properties 
Affected4 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  

542 South 
Alameda St, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternative 1 Vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction 

No Historic 
Properties 
Affected4 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  

1250 Long Beach 
Ave, Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1 
and 2 

Vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction; portion 
of Long Beach Ave 
permanently closed 
for construction of 
portal and 
construction 
laydown area 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  

1753 East Olympic 
Blvd, Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic district 
under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1 
and 2 

Permanent 
underground 
easement and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction1 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception 
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Property 

Section 4(f) Protected 
Activities, Features, or 

Attributes 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Description of Effect 

Preliminary 
Section 106 

Finding 

Preliminary 
Section 4(f) 

Finding 

Air Raid Siren 
No. 189 
McGarry St and 
East 8th St, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic object 
under Criteria A 
and C 

Alternative 1 
and 2 

No effect on object. No Historic 
Properties 
Affected4 

No use 

Hamburger’s 
Department Store 
801 South Bdwy,  
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
and contributing to 
Broadway Theater 
and Commercial 
Historic District 
under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternative 2 Permanent 
underground 
easement and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction1 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception 

Charles C. 
Chapman Building 
756 South Bdwy,  
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 
and contributing to 
Broadway Theater 
and Commercial 
Historic District  

Alternative 2 Permanent 
underground 
easement and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction1 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception 

Tower Theater 
800 South Bdwy,  
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
and contributing to 
Broadway Theater 
and Commercial 
Historic District 
under Criteria A 
and C 

Alternative 2 Permanent 
underground 
easement and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction1 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception 

Garfield Building 
403 East 8th St,  
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternative 2 Permanent 
underground 
easement and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction1 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception 

Barker Brothers 
Furniture Store 
800 West 7th St,  
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 
and contributing to 
Commercial Street 
Historic District 

Alternative 2 Permanent 
underground 
easement, 
pedestrian tunnel in 
basement of 
building, and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction 

No Adverse 
Effect 

de minimis 
impact 
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Property 

Section 4(f) Protected 
Activities, Features, or 

Attributes 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Description of Effect 

Preliminary 
Section 106 

Finding 

Preliminary 
Section 4(f) 

Finding 

Union Bank and 
Trust Company 
Building 
760 South Hill St,  
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternative 2 Permanent 
underground 
easement and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction1 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception 

Garment Capitol 
Building 
217 East 8th St, 
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternative 2 Permanent 
underground 
easement and 
monitoring during 
construction1 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception 

Textile Center 
Building 
315 East 8th St,  
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criteria B  
and C 

Alternative 2 Vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction 

No Historic 
Properties 
Affected4 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception 

Santee Public 
Garage 
840 South Santee 
St, Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternative 2 No permanent 
incorporation of land 
or temporary 
occupancy; proposed 
laydown yard 
immediately 
adjacent to property 

No Adverse 
Effect 

No use 

Southern 
California Gas 
Complex 
810-830 South 
Flower St, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criteria A 
and C 

Alternative 2 Monitoring during 
construction; station 
entrance directly 
across the street 
from property 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  

Great Republic 
Life Building 
756 South Spring 
St, Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternative 2 Permanent 
underground 
easement and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction1 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  

801 South Spring 
St, Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternative 2 Permanent 
underground 
easement and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction1 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  
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Property 

Section 4(f) Protected 
Activities, Features, or 

Attributes 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Description of Effect 

Preliminary 
Section 106 

Finding 

Preliminary 
Section 4(f) 

Finding 

National City Bank 
Building 
810 South Spring 
St, Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternative 2 Permanent 
underground 
easement and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction1 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  

General Petroleum 
Corporation 
Parking Garage 
757 South Flower 
St, Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternative 2 Vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction; two 
station entrances 
directly adjacent to 
property 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  

The Olympic 
Theater 
313 West 8th St,  
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion A 

Alternative 2 Permanent 
underground 
easement and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction1 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  

Commercial 
Exchange Building 
416 West 8th 
Street, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternative 2 Permanent 
underground 
easement and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction1 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  

The Walter 
Building and Dairy 
Supply Building 
508 East 8th St,  
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternative 2 No permanent 
incorporation of land 
or temporary 
occupancy 

No Historic 
Properties 
Affected4 

No use 

Air Raid Siren 
No. 5 
West 8th St and 
Hope St, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic object 
under Criteria A 
and C 

Alternative 2 No effect on object No Historic 
Properties 
Affected4 

No use 

Air Raid Siren 
No. 10 
South Los Angeles 
and West 8th St,  
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic object 
under Criteria A 
and C 

Alternative 2 No adverse effect on 
object 

No Adverse 
Effect 

No use 

Air Raid Siren 
No. 65 
Wilde St and 
Central Ave, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic object 
under Criteria A 
and C 

Alternative 2 No effect on object No Historic 
Properties 
Affected4 

No use 
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Property 

Section 4(f) Protected 
Activities, Features, or 

Attributes 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Description of Effect 

Preliminary 
Section 106 

Finding 

Preliminary 
Section 4(f) 

Finding 

Air Raid Siren 
No. 70 
East 24th St and 
Long Beach Ave, 
Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic object 
under Criteria A 
and C 

Alternatives 1 
and 2 

No effect on object No Adverse 
Effect 

No use 

Pueblo del Rio 
Public Housing 
Complex Historic 
District 

NRHP-eligible 
historic district 
under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternatives 1 
and 2 

No permanent 
incorporation of land 
or temporary 
occupancy; 
permanent visual 
elements introduced 
within right-of-way 2 

No Adverse 
Effect 

No use 

1600 Compton 
Ave, Los Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1 
and 2 

No permanent 
incorporation of land 
or temporary 
occupancy; 
alignment on aerial 
viaduct parallel to 
existing Metro A 
(Blue) Line 

No Adverse 
Effect 

No use 

Mack 
International 
Motor Truck 
Corporation 
2001 South 
Alameda St, Los 
Angeles 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternatives 1 
and 2 

Vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction; 
alignment on aerial 
viaduct parallel to 
existing Metro A 
(Blue) Line 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  

Randolph 
Substation 
Randolph St, 
Huntington Park 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternatives 
1, 2, and 3 

Vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction; 
alignment on aerial 
viaduct parallel to 
existing UPRR-
owned La Habra 
Branch right-of-way 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  

Southern 
California Edison 
Long Beach-
Laguna Bell 60kV 
and 220 kV 
Transmission 
Lines 

NRHP-eligible 
historic structure 
under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternatives 
1, 2, and 3 

No adverse effect on 
object 

No Adverse 
Effect 

No use 
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Property 

Section 4(f) Protected 
Activities, Features, or 

Attributes 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Description of Effect 

Preliminary 
Section 106 

Finding 

Preliminary 
Section 4(f) 

Finding 

Los Angeles 
Department of 
Water and Power 
Boulder Lines 1 
and 2 

NRHP-eligible 
historic structure 
under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternatives 
1, 2, and 3 

No adverse effect on 
object 

No Adverse 
Effect 

No use 

Rancho Los 
Amigos Medical 
Center Historic 
District 
7601 East Imperial 
Highway, Downey 

NRHP-eligible 
historic district 
under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternatives 
1, 2, and 3 

TPSS and 
construction 
laydown within non-
contributing area of 
district2 

No Adverse 
Effect 

No use  

I-105/Century 
Freeway-
Transitway 
Historic District 

NRHP-eligible 
historic district 
under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternatives 
1, 2, 3,  
and 4 

Replacement of 3 
bridges within 
district; no adverse 
effect on features, 
activities, or 
attributes that 
contribute to its 
NRHP eligibility 

No Adverse 
Effect 

de minimis 
impact 

Bellflower Pacific 
Electric Railway 
Depot 
16336 Bellflower 
Blvd, Bellflower 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criteria A  
and C 

Alternatives 
1, 2, 3,  
and 4 

No permanent 
incorporation of land 
or temporary 
occupancy; 
Bellflower Station to 
the west of the depot 

No Adverse 
Effect 

No use 

10040 Flora Vista 
St, Bellflower 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternatives 
1, 2, 3,  
and 4 

No permanent 
incorporation of land 
or temporary 
occupancy; 
alignment slightly 
above grade, 
transitioning into an 
aerial viaduct 

No Adverse 
Effect 

No use 

Union Pacific Los 
Angeles River Rail 
Bridge, South 
Gate 

NRHP-eligible 
historic structure 
under Criterion C 

Alternatives 
1, 2, and 3 

No permanent 
incorporation of land 
or temporary 
occupancy; new 
railroad bridge 
constructed to the 
north of existing 
structure 

No Adverse 
Effect 

No use 
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Property 

Section 4(f) Protected 
Activities, Features, or 

Attributes 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Description of Effect 

Preliminary 
Section 106 

Finding 

Preliminary 
Section 4(f) 

Finding 

Our Lady of the 
Rosary Church 
14813-14819 
Paramount Blvd, 
Paramount 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Paramount 
MSF Option 

No permanent 
incorporation of land 
or temporary 
occupancy; MSF 
approximately one-
third mile north of 
property 

No Adverse 
Effect 

No use 

6000 Alameda St, 
Huntington Park 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternatives 
1, 2, and 3 

Minor acquisition No Adverse 
Effect 

de minimis 
impact 

6101 Santa Fe 
Ave, Huntington 
Park 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternatives 
1, 2, and 3 

Minor acquisition No Adverse 
Effect 

de minimis 
impact 

2860 Randolph St, 
Huntington Park 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternatives 
1, 2, and 3 

No permanent 
incorporation of land 
or temporary 
occupancy; 
alignment at-grade in 
existing La Habra 
Branch right-of-way 
in median of 
Randolph Street 

No Adverse 
Effect 

No use 

6300-6302 State 
St, Huntington 
Park 

NRHP-eligible 
historic property 
under Criterion C 

Alternatives 
1, 2, and 3 

No permanent 
incorporation of land 
or temporary 
occupancy; 
alignment at-grade in 
existing La Habra 
Branch right-of-way 
in median of 
Randolph Street 

No Adverse 
Effect 

No use 

Downtown Los 
Angeles Industrial 
Historic District 

NRHP-eligible 
historic district 

Alternative 1 Permanent 
underground 
easement, minor 
features in non-
contributing area of 
the district, and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction1,2 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  
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Property 

Section 4(f) Protected 
Activities, Features, or 

Attributes 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Description of Effect 

Preliminary 
Section 106 

Finding 

Preliminary 
Section 4(f) 

Finding 

Broadway Theater 
and Commercial 
Historic District 

NRHP-listed 
historic district 

Alternative 2 Permanent 
underground 
easement, minor 
features in non-
contributing area of 
the district, and 
monitoring vibration 
during 
construction1,2 

No Adverse 
Effect 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception 

Seventh Street 
Commercial 
Historic 
District 

NRHP-eligible 
historic district 

Alternative 2 Permanent 
underground 
easement, 
pedestrian tunnel in 
basement of 
contributing 
building, and 
vibration monitors 
on property during 
construction 

No Adverse 
Effect 

de minimis 
impact 

Source: WSP 2020 
Notes: 1Per Question 28A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Section 4(f) would not apply to tunneling if certain conditions are met. 
The findings summarized in this table show the analysis consistent with the Section 4(f) Policy Paper. In the case that the 
underground easement was considered an incorporation of land, the Project would not substantially impair the historic values of 
the historic site, as indicated by the preliminary Section 106 determination of no adverse effect to the historic property. The 
underground easement would have a de minimis impact under Section 4(f) as indicated by the preliminary Section 106 
determination of no adverse effect. 
2Per Question 7C of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, when a project requires land from a non-historic or non-contributing property 
within a historic district and does not use other land within the historic district that is contributing to its historic significance, 
there is no direct use of the historic district for purposes of Section 4(f). 
3Per Question 28B of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Section 4(f) would not apply to a bridge spanning over a Section 4(f) property if 
certain conditions are met.  
4No historic property affected includes conditions where there are no historic properties present, or if there are historic properties 
present, the undertaking would have no effect upon them as defined under 36 CFR § 800.4.  
kV = kilovolt; MSF = maintenance and storage facility; MWD = Metropolitan Water District; NRHP = National Register of Historic 
Places 
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Table 5.2. Summary of Evaluation of Section 4(f) Park and Recreational Areas Identified within the 
Affected Area 

Property 

Section 4(f) Protected 
Activities, Features, or 

Attributes 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Description of Effect 

Preliminary 
Section 4(f) 

Finding 

Los Angeles Plaza 
Park (El Pueblo De 
Los Angeles State 
Historic Park and 
Monument and 
Paseo de la Plaza 
Park) 

Open area with plaza, 
community gathering 
space, gazebo, 
benches, areas for 
vending kiosks, and 
historic monument. 

Alternative 1 No permanent 
incorporation of land, 
temporary occupancy, 
or substantial 
impairment of 
qualifying protected 
activities, features, or 
attributes (no 
constructive use) 

No use 

Fred Roberts 
Recreation Center 
4700 South 
Honduras St, Los 
Angeles 

Barbecue pits, 
basketball courts, 
children play area, 
community room, 
picnic tables, 
volleyball courts, 
kitchen, outdoor 
fitness equipment, 
synthetic soccer field 
with onsite parking. 

Alternatives 1 
and 2 

No permanent 
incorporation of land, 
temporary occupancy, 
or substantial 
impairment of 
qualifying protected 
activities, features, or 
attributes (no 
constructive use) 

No use 

Lillian Street 
Elementary School 
5909 Lillian St 
Los Angeles 

Playground, asphalt 
play areas include 
track, tennis court, 
four-square, 
basketball and other 
ball courts, and 
miscellaneous play 
space. 

Alternatives 1, 
2, and 3 

No permanent 
incorporation of land, 
temporary occupancy, 
or substantial 
impairment of 
qualifying protected 
activities, features, or 
attributes (no 
constructive use) 

No use 

San Antonio 
Elementary School 
6222 State St 
Huntington Park 

Asphalt play areas 
include track, tennis 
court, basketball and 
other ball courts, and 
miscellaneous play 
space. 

Alternatives 1, 
2, and 3 

No permanent 
incorporation of land, 
temporary occupancy, 
or substantial 
impairment of 
qualifying protected 
activities, features, or 
attributes (no 
constructive use) 

No use 
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Property 

Section 4(f) Protected 
Activities, Features, or 

Attributes 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Description of Effect 

Preliminary 
Section 4(f) 

Finding 

Salt Lake Park 
3401 East Florence 
Ave,  
Huntington Park 

Recreation center, 
gymnasium, grass 
soccer field, synthetic 
grass soccer field, 
baseball diamonds, 
batting cages, skate 
park, tennis courts, 
weight room, picnic 
areas, barbecues, 
children's 
playgrounds, 
concession stand, 
and meetings rooms. 

Alternatives 1, 
2, and 3 

No permanent 
incorporation of land, 
temporary occupancy, 
or substantial 
impairment of 
qualifying protected 
activities, features, or 
attributes (no 
constructive use)  

No use 

Legacy High School 
Complex 
5225 Tweedy 
Boulevard, South 
Gate 

1 baseball field, 1 
open field, 4 tennis 
courts. 

Alternatives 1, 
2, and 3 

No permanent 
incorporation of land, 
temporary occupancy, 
or substantial 
impairment of 
qualifying protected 
activities, features, or 
attributes (no 
constructive use)  

No use 

Hollydale 
Community 
Center/Park 
12221 Industrial 
Ave, South Gate 

Basketball court, 
community center, 
playground. No 
onsite parking. 

Alternatives 1, 
2, 3, and 4 

No permanent 
incorporation of land, 
temporary occupancy, 
or substantial 
impairment of 
qualifying protected 
activities, features, or 
attributes (no 
constructive use)  

No use 

Paramount Park 
14400 Paramount 
Blvd, Paramount 

Playgrounds, 
handball courts, 
baseball diamonds, 
basketball court, 
picnic shelters/ 
barbecues, 
gymnasium, walking 
path, restrooms, pool 
with onsite parking. 

Alternatives 1, 
2, 3, and 4 

Acquisition of 
approximately 7,300 
square feet of LADWP 
right-of-way that 
functions as part of 
Paramount Park; 
protected activities, 
features, or attributes 
are not adversely 
affected 

de minimis 
impact 
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Property 

Section 4(f) Protected 
Activities, Features, or 

Attributes 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Description of Effect 

Preliminary 
Section 4(f) 

Finding 

Ruth R. Caruthers 
Park 
10500 East Flora 
Visa St, Bellflower 

Baseball/softball 
fields, batting cages, 
skate park, game 
room, picnic areas, 
wading pool, 
playgrounds, tennis 
courts, basketball 
court, volleyball 
courts, handball 
courts, tetherball 
courts, fitness center, 
two-mile fitness 
course, equestrian 
path, barbecues. Park 
includes onsite 
parking and 2.5-mile 
bike trail. 

Alternatives 1, 
2, 3, and 4 

No permanent 
incorporation of land, 
temporary occupancy, 
or substantial 
impairment of 
qualifying protected 
activities, features, or 
attributes (no 
constructive use) 

No use 

Rosewood Park 
17715 Eric Ave, 
Cerritos 

Basketball court, 
sand area with 
playground 
equipment, picnic 
shelters, barbecues, 
multipurpose field, 
with onsite parking. 

Alternatives 1, 
2, 3, and 4 

No permanent 
incorporation of land, 
temporary occupancy, 
or substantial 
impairment of 
qualifying protected 
activities, features, or 
attributes (no 
constructive use) 

No use 

Artesia Park 
1870 Clarkdale Ave, 
Artesia 

Banquet space, 
baseball/softball 
diamond, basketball 
court, meeting 
rooms, picnic areas, 
picnic shelters, 
children's 
playground, 
restrooms, soccer 
field, tennis court, 
with onsite parking. 

Alternatives 1, 
2, 3, and 4 

No permanent 
incorporation of land, 
temporary occupancy, 
or substantial 
impairment of 
qualifying protected 
activities, features, or 
attributes (no 
constructive use) 

No use 

Flora Vista Dog 
Park 9203 Flora 
Vista St 

Off-leash dog 
exercise. 

Alternatives 1, 
2, 3, and 4 

Bellflower MSF 
Option 

No permanent 
incorporation of land, 
temporary occupancy, 
or substantial 
impairment of 
qualifying protected 
activities, features, or 
attributes (no 
constructive use) 

No use 
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Property 

Section 4(f) Protected 
Activities, Features, or 

Attributes 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Description of Effect 

Preliminary 
Section 4(f) 

Finding 

Los Angeles River 
Bike Path 

Bicycling, skating, 
skateboarding, and 
similar active 
recreation. 

Alternatives 1, 
2, and 3 

Short-duration detour 
during construction1 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  

Rio Hondo Bike 
Path 

Bicycling, skating, 
skateboarding, and 
similar active 
recreation. 

Alternatives 1, 
2, and 3 

Short-duration detour 
during construction1 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  

San Gabriel River 
Mid-Trail 

Bicycling, skating, 
skateboarding, and 
similar active 
recreation. 

Alternatives 1, 
2, 3, and 4 

Short-duration detour 
during construction1 

Temporary 
occupancy 
exception  

Urban Orchard Park 
(Planned) 

Planned passive 
recreation park.  

Alternatives 1, 
2, and 3 

No permanent 
incorporation of land, 
temporary occupancy, 
or substantial 
impairment of 
qualifying protected 
activities, features, or 
attributes (no 
constructive use) 

No use 

Source: WSP 2020 
Notes: 1As detailed in Section 5.3, short-duration detours during construction would meet the conditions for a temporary 
occupancy exception established in 23 CFR 774.13. 
LADWP = Los Angeles Department of Water and Power; MSF = maintenance and storage facility 
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 Historic Sites  

 Los Angeles Union Station 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Alternative 1 would begin at a proposed underground station at LAUS, beneath the Forecourt 
(Figure 5-1). The Los Angeles Union Station Forecourt Station entrance would be in Parking 
Lot B south of the Mozaic Apartments and approximately 65 feet west of LAUS and within 
the boundary of the historic property. The proposed station entrance would consist of stairs, 
an elevator and escalators below grade, a portal entrance sheltered by a canopy structure, and 
an elevator entrance above grade. A subterranean pedestrian tunnel would connect the 
station entrance to the existing B/D (Red/Purple) Line station mezzanine. A second entrance 
would be provided through the pedestrian tunnel. Parking Lot B would serve as a potential 
laydown area. Construction of the station would require the installation of ventilation grating 
to the north of the station entrance near the main terminal building; the ventilation grating 
would be flush with the existing paved surfaces on the property. Alternative 1 would 
incorporate approximately 105,000 square feet of underground area below the historic 
property near the Forecourt and approximately 4,100 square feet of surface area currently 
used as a parking lot near the Forecourt. 

While demolition would occur at the surface to accommodate construction of the station 
portal and elevator entrances, no character-defining features would be demolished as part of 
this process. Features introduced to the property as part of the portal and elevator entrance 
would be consistent with the existing and historic use and function of the property. The 
LAUS Forecourt Station entrance would not obstruct the character-defining view shed 
between the main terminal building and El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument. 

Design Option 1 of Alternative 1 would include the construction of the station box east of 
LAUS, below the baggage area parking facility. Crossovers would be located on the north and 
south ends of the station box, with tail tracks extending approximately 1,200 feet north of the 
station box. The station entrance would be moved from the front of LAUS to the rear of the 
property. Excavations associated with the construction of the station box and rail tunnel 
would extend down 130 feet below the current ground surface. The only surface features 
within the historic property with Design Option 1 would be ventilation grating installed flush 
with the existing paved surfaces. Design Option 1 of Alternative 1 would incorporate 
approximately 73,000 square feet of underground area below the historic property near the 
Metropolitan Water District building and approximately 2,300 square feet of surface area for 
flush ventilation grating near the building. 

Under Section 106, the FTA has preliminarily determined that the Project would not 
diminish the integrity of the property’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, 
feeling and association; therefore, the Project would have no adverse effect on this historic 
Section 4(f) property. Therefore, Alternative 1 and Design Option 1 of Alternative 1 would not 
impair the features or attributes that contribute to the NRHP eligibility of the historic Section 
4(f) property. Based on the preliminary Section 106 no adverse effect determination, FTA has 
preliminarily determined that Alternative 1 and Design Option 1 of Alternative 1 would have 
a de minimis impact on LAUS. 
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Figure 5-1. Los Angeles Union Station  

  
Source: Metro 2020a, WSP 2020 
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 Temporary Occupancy 

Construction activities associated with the Los Angeles Union Station Forecourt include the 
construction of the underground station and entrances. Parking Lot B would serve as a potential 
laydown area for Alternative 1. Construction of the underground station would require a partial 
underground easement, and TCEs for Parking Lot B. During construction, equipment and 
activities would be visible from the district. The temporary impact that would occur during the 
construction phase was included in FTA’s preliminary no adverse effect determination under 
Section 106 and consultation with the California SHPO. Based on the preliminary Section 106 no 
adverse effect determination, FTA has preliminarily determined that Alternative 1 and Design 
Option 1 of Alternative 1 would have a de minimis impact on LAUS.  

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired [23 CFR 774.15(a)]. The Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) states 
that “[c]onstructive use of Section 4(f) property is only possible in the absence of a permanent 
incorporation of land or a temporary occupancy of the type that constitutes a Section 4(f) 
use.” While, per definition, a constructive use does not occur to properties for which there is 
an incorporation of land, the Section 106 evaluation for the Project further determined that 
there would be no adverse effect on the historic property. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a 
constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 
for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National 
Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As 
part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to 
obtain concurrence on this determination. Because the Project would incorporate land from 
and not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property, 
it would not have a constructive use of the historic property.  

 Section 4(f) Evaluation Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternative 1 or Design Option 1 of Alternative 1 would result 
in permanent incorporation and temporary occupancy within portions of the LAUS. However, 
the Section 4(f) use of this historic site would not adversely affect the features, activities, or 
attributes that contribute to its NRHP eligibility. Under Section 106, the alternatives would 
have no adverse effect to historic properties. In consideration of the preliminary Section 106 
findings, FTA has preliminarily determined that Alternative 1 or Design Option 1 of Alternative 
1 would have a de minimis impact on LAUS for permanent incorporation and temporary 
occupancy. The Section 106 findings are pending the completion of Section 106 consultation 
and concurrence from the California SHPO. Alternatives 2, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) 
use of LAUS because these alternatives are not located in close proximity to the resource and 
there is no permanent incorporation of land. 

 Los Angeles Terminal Annex Post Office 

 Permanent Incorporation 

The Los Angeles Terminal Annex Post Office is located north of Los Angeles Union Station 
(Figure 4-1a). Alternative 1 would require a permanent, partial, underground easement below 
the Section 4(f) property for the construction and operation of the rail tunnel. Because the 
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Project would be below ground in its vicinity, there would be no visual effects to this historic 
property and no alteration of the features of the historic property. The West Santa Ana Branch 
Transit Corridor Project Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report (Metro 2021b) indicates 
no potential noise or vibration effects to this historic property are associated with the 
construction or operation of Alternative 1.  

The Section 106 evaluation for the Project determined that there would be no adverse effect 
on the Los Angeles Terminal Annex Post Office. Alternative 1 would require approximately 
92,400 square feet of permanent underground easement from the Los Angeles Terminal 
Annex Post Office. As described in Section 1.2.5, Question 28A of the Section 4(f) Policy 
Paper (USDOT 2012) provides an exception to Section 4(f) for tunneling. Per Question 28A of 
the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, the tunnel associated with Alternative 1 would be below the 
Section 106 APE for the property, would not disturb an archaeological site, and would not 
impair the historic values of the historic site; therefore, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, 
Section 4(f) would not apply to tunneling under the historic property containing the Los 
Angeles Terminal Annex Post Office. 

In the case that the underground easement were considered an incorporation of land, 
Alternative 1 would not substantially impair the historic values of the historic site, as 
indicated by the preliminary Section 106 determination of no adverse effect on the historic 
property. The easement would be a de minimis impact under Section 4(f). 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

The Project would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors. During construction, vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the 
elevation of the Los Angeles Terminal Annex Post Office closest to the construction activities 
within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic 
resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO 
consultation, the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the 
historic Section 4(f) property would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 
CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a property 
does not constitute a use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic 
building closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are 
no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. 
The monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the property would be limited to placement of vibration monitors. Vibration 
monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording device connected to one or 
more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck or Rubik’s Cube, that is 
placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the structure by removable putty 
or tape. 



5 Evaluation of Section 4(f) Use 

 

 West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 

5-18 | July 2021  Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the 
protected activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent 
basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to 
the historic property. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or 
permanent adverse changes or interference with the Section 4(f) property’s historic integrity, 
features, or attributes that contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 
4(f) property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy 
exception to the Los Angeles Terminal Annex Post Office.  

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired [23 CFR 774.15(a)]. The Section 106 evaluation for the Project 
determined that there would be no adverse effect on the Los Angeles Terminal Annex Post 
Office. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance 
with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site 
listed on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic 
properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro 
are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. 
Pending final concurrence, because the Project would not substantially impair the activities, 
features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property, it would not have a constructive use of the 
historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Evaluation Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternative 1 would result in subsurface right-of-way 
acquisition within portions of the Los Angeles Terminal Annex Post Office property. The 
Section 4(f) use of this historic site would not adversely affect the activities, features, or 
attributes that contribute to its NRHP eligibility. Pending the completion of Section 106 
consultation and concurrence from the California SHPO, per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as 
defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternative 1 would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception 
resulting in no Section 4(f) use of the Los Angeles Terminal Annex Post Office. Alternatives 
2, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Los Angeles Terminal Annex Post Office 
because these alternatives are not located in close proximity to the resource. 
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 Los Angeles Union Terminal District and Buildings  

 Permanent Incorporation 

Los Angeles Union Terminal District and Buildings is within the Section 106 APE for 
Alternative 1 and 2 (Figure 5-2). Alternative 1 does not physically affect the property. 
Alternative 2 would require approximately 2,500 square feet of permanent, partial, 
underground easement for the construction and operation of the rail tunnel. Alternative 2 
would also require approximately 3,300 square feet of partial acquisition for the proposed 
southern underground station access for the Arts/Industrial District Station. The entrance 
would be located at the eastern end of the historic district, within an existing parking lot that 
is within the boundary of the district. Construction of the station would require the 
installation of ventilation grating on the property; ventilation grating would be flush with 
existing paved surfaces on the property. Noise related to underground rail operations would 
not transmit to surface levels (Metro 2021b). As described in Section 1.1.3, the Section 4(f) 
Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) addresses Section 4(f) evaluation of historic districts. Question 
7C provides guidance through the question, How is Section 4(f) use determined in historic 
districts? The answer includes: 

When a project requires land from a non-historic or non-contributing property lying within 
a historic district and does not use other land within the historic district that is considered 
contributing to its historic significance, [FTA]’s longstanding policy is that there is no direct 
use of the historic district for purposes of Section 4(f). 

Because Alternative 1 would not alter any of the characteristics of the Los Angeles Union 
Terminal District that qualify it for inclusion in the NRHP in a manner that would diminish 
the integrity of its location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and association, 
FTA has preliminarily found under Section 106 that Alternative 1 would have no adverse 
effect on any of the individual buildings within the historic property or the Los Angeles 
Union Terminal District as a whole. 

Alternative 2 would have no direct physical effects to the Los Angeles Union Terminal District 
contributing buildings. Per Question 28A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, the tunnel associated 
with Alternative 2 would be below the Section 106 APE for the property, would not disturb an 
archaeological site, and would not adversely affect the historic values of the historic site; 
therefore, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Section 4(f) would not apply to tunneling under 
non-contributing elements of the historic district. 

The station entrance for Alternative 2 would be located at the eastern edge of the historic 
property, within an existing parking lot in a non-contributing portion of the district. While the 
addition of the station entrance would introduce new features to the existing setting of the 
property, the new features would be consistent with the existing setting of the property, would be 
clearly contemporary in design, and would be differentiated from the historic features of the 
property. Alternative 2 would not diminish the integrity of the property’s location, design, setting, 
materials, workmanship, feeling and association; therefore, it would have no adverse effect on 
this historic property under Section 106.  

The FTA has preliminarily determined under Section 106 that neither Alternative 1 nor 
Alternative 2 would diminish the integrity of the property’s location, design, setting, materials, 
workmanship, feeling and association; therefore, the Project would not adversely affect the 
activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property. 
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Figure 5-2. Los Angeles Union Terminal District  

  
Source: Metro 2020a, WSP 2020 
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 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

The Project would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors. During construction, vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the 
elevation of the Los Angeles Union Terminal District and Buildings closest to the 
construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 
feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion 
of SHPO consultation, the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement 
on the historic Section 4(f) property would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. 
Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a 
property does not constitute a use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are 
satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic 
building closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are 
no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. 
The monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic district would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot 
recording device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic 
hockey puck or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or 
attached to the structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to 
the historic district. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or 
permanent adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or 
attributes that contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 
4(f) property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy 
exception to the Los Angeles Union Terminal District and Buildings.  

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected activities, 
features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are substantially 
impaired [23 CFR 774.15(a)]. The Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) states that “[c]onstructive 
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use of Section 4(f) property is only possible in the absence of a permanent incorporation of land or 
a temporary occupancy of the type that constitutes a Section 4(f) use.” While, per definition, a 
constructive use does not occur to properties for which there is an incorporation of land, the 
Section 106 evaluation for the Project determined that there would be no adverse effect on the 
historic property. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when 
“[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed 
action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no 
historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and 
Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. 
Because Alternative 2 would incorporate land from the property and because Alternatives 1 and 2 
would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for 
NRHP eligibility, the Project would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Evaluation Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternative 2 would result in a permanent incorporation of non-
contributing land within portions of the Los Angeles Union Terminal District. Based on 
Question 7C of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, because the land is non-contributing, there would 
be no Section 4(f) use of the district. Alternatives 1 and 2 would result in temporary occupancy 
within portions of the historic district. Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 
1.2.4.2, Alternatives 1 and 2 would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception resulting in 
no Section 4(f) use of the Los Angeles Union Terminal District and Buildings. Alternatives 3 
and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Los Angeles Union Terminal District and 
Buildings because these alternatives are not in close proximity to the resource. 

 1608 East 15th Street 

 Permanent Incorporation 

1608 East 15th Street is adjacent to the existing railroad ROW and a portion of the Section 
4(f) property would be under the guideway for Alternatives 1 and 2 (Figure 4-1a). Alternative 
1 and 2 would transition to an aerial configuration approximately 65 feet high to cross over 
the I-10 freeway south of the property. Alternatives 1 and 2 would require a permanent aerial 
easement, which would extend over a non-contributing single-story addition to the east side 
of 1608 East 15th Street. Per Question 28B of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, because no 
supporting components of the proposed guideway under Alternative 1 and 2 would be 
physically located on the Section 4(f) property, there would be no acquisition or direct use of 
the property resulting in a permanent incorporation. 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternatives 1 and 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of 
vibration monitors. During construction, vibration monitors would be placed on the historic 
site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the construction activities within 200 
feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the 
vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO consultation, the FTA 
has made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the historic Section 4(f) 
property would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 
and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a property does not constitute a 
use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are satisfied: 
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Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic 
building closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are 
no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. 
The monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the property would be limited to placement of vibration monitors. Vibration 
monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording device connected to one or 
more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck or Rubik’s Cube, that is 
placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the structure by removable putty 
or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to 
the historic property. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or 
permanent adverse changes or interference with the Section 4(f) property’s historic integrity, 
features, or attributes that contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property would be restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy 
exception to 1608 East 15th Street.  

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The new visual elements to the east of 1608 East 
15th Street would not change the visual setting to an extent that would substantially impair 
the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property. The Section 106 evaluation 
for the Project determined that there would be no adverse effect on the historic property. 23 
CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the 
requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed 
on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties 
affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are 
consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending 
final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect on the historic property, 
it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 



5 Evaluation of Section 4(f) Use 

 

 West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 

5-24 | July 2021  Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternatives 1 and 2 would 
qualify for the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no Section 4(f) use of 1608 East 
15th Street. Alternatives 3 and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of 1608 East 15th Street 
because these alternatives are not in close proximity to the resource. 

 Angel City Brewery/John A. Roebling’s Sons Company 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Angel City Brewery/John A. Roebling’s Sons Company is within the Section 106 APE in an 
area where Alternative 1 would be underground (Figure 4-1a). Noise related to underground 
rail operations would not transmit to surface levels (Metro 2021b). The preliminary Section 
106 finding was no historic properties affected for the Angel City Brewery/John A. Roebling’s 
Sons Company. Alternative 1 would not require any acquisition from the historic property; 
therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into the Project. 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternative 1 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on the Section 4(f) property. During construction, vibration monitors would be placed 
on the historic site at the elevation of the historic buildings closest to the construction activities 
within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic 
resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO consultation, 
the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the historic Section 4(f) 
property would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as 
defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) property does not constitute a 
use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic 
building closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are 
no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. 
The monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic district would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot 
recording device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic 
hockey puck or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or 
attached to the structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to 
the historic district. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or 
permanent adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or 
attributes that contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  



 5 Evaluation of Section 4(f) Use  

 

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project   

Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation July 2021 | 5-25 

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 
4(f) property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy 
exception to the Angel City Brewery/John A. Roebling’s Sons Company.  

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project 
determined that there would be no historic properties affected. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that 
a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 
for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National 
Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As 
part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to 
obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending final concurrence, because the Project 
would have no effect on the historic property, it would not substantially impair the activities, 
features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, therefore, it would not have a 
constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternative 1 would qualify for 
the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no Section 4(f) use of Angel City 
Brewery/John A. Roebling’s Sons Company. Alternatives 2, 3, or 4 would have no Section 4(f) 
use of Angel City Brewery/John A. Roebling’s Sons Company because these alternatives are 
not in close proximity to the resource. 

 500 South Alameda Street 

 Permanent Incorporation 

A two-story, vernacular service station at 500 South Alameda Street is located in the Section 
106 APE for Alternative 1 (Figure 4-1a). Alternative 1 would be constructed underground. 
The property is not subject to any permanent easements or displacement. Noise related to 
underground rail operations would not transmit to surface levels (Metro 2021b). The 
preliminary Section 106 finding is no historic properties affected for 500 South Alameda 
Street from either construction or operational activities. Alternative 1 would not require any 
acquisition from the historic property; therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be 
permanently incorporated into the Project. 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternative 1 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of 
vibration monitors on 500 South Alameda Street. During construction, vibration monitors 
would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the 
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construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 
200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
temporary occupancy was considered in the Section 106 effects determination. Pending 
conclusion of SHPO consultation, the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the 
temporary occupancy exception applies to 500 South Alameda Street, based on 23 CFR 
Section 774.13 that a temporary occupancy of a property does not constitute a use of a 
Section 4(f) resource when all the following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic 
building closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are 
no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. 
The monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic district would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot 
recording device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic 
hockey puck or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or 
attached to the structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, Alternative 1 would not result in an adverse effect to 
the historic district. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or 
permanent adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or 
attributes that contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 
4(f) property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy 
exception to 500 South Alameda Street.  

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected activities, 
features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are substantially 
impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined that there 
would be no historic properties affected. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does 
not occur when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of 
the proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National Register, results in an 
agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 
process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this 
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determination. Pending final concurrence, because Alternative 1 would have no effect on the 
historic property, it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the 
Section 4(f) property; therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternative 1 would qualify for 
the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no Section 4(f) use of 500 South Alameda 
Street. Alternatives 2, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of 500 South Alameda Street 
because these alternatives are not in close proximity to the resource. 

 542 South Alameda Street 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 1, 542 South Alameda Street is a two-story, 
utilitarian-style daylight factory, constructed ca. 1915 (Figure 4-1a). Alternative 1 would be 
constructed underground. The property is not subject to any permanent easements or 
displacement. Noise related to underground rail operations would not transmit to surface 
levels (Metro 2021b). The preliminary Section 106 finding is no historic properties affected 
for 542 South Alameda Street from either construction or operational activities. Alternative 1 
would not require any acquisition from the historic property; therefore, no Section 4(f) 
property would be permanently incorporated into Alternative 1. 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternative 1 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors. During construction, vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the 
elevation of the historic building closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When 
construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration 
monitors would be removed. The temporary occupancy was considered in the preliminary 
Section 106 effects determination. Pending conclusion of SHPO consultation, the FTA has 
made a preliminary finding that the temporary occupancy exception applies to 542 South 
Alameda Street, based on 23 CFR Section 774.13 that a temporary occupancy of a property 
does not constitute a use of a Section 4(f) resource when all the following conditions are 
satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic 
building closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are 
no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. 
The monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic district would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot 
recording device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic 
hockey puck or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or 
attached to the structure by removable putty or tape. 
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Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, Alternative 1would not result in an adverse effect to 
the historic district. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or 
permanent adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or 
attributes that contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 
4(f) property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to 542 South Alameda Street. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no historic properties affected. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states 
that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 
800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the 
National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse 
effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the 
California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending final concurrence, 
because Alternative 1 would have no effect on the historic property, it would not 
substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, 
therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternative 1 would qualify for the 
temporary occupancy exception resulting in no Section 4(f) use of 542 South Alameda Street. 
Alternatives 2, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of 542 South Alameda Street because 
these alternatives are not in close proximity to the resource. 

 1250 Long Beach Avenue 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 1 and Alternative 2, 1250 Long Beach Avenue is 
a residential complex originally constructed as a vernacular daylight factory (Figure 4-1a). The 
portal opening for Alternative 1 and 2 would be constructed directly adjacent to the historic 
property. The proposed portal opening would be located on the east and west sides of Long 
Beach Avenue between Olympic Boulevard and 14th Street and would be directly within the 
western view shed of 1250 Long Beach Avenue. The property is not subject to any permanent 
easements or displacement, but a portion of Long Beach Avenue would be permanently closed 
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between Olympic and 14th Street for the construction of the portal, as well as a construction 
laydown area. The preliminary Section 106 finding is that Alternative 1 or 2 would have no 
adverse effect on 1250 Long Beach Avenue from either construction or operational activities. 
The Project would have no acquisition or direct physical effects to the property; therefore, no 
Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into the Project. 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

The Project would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on the Section 4(f) property. During construction, vibration monitors would be placed 
on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the construction activities 
within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic 
resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The temporary occupancy was considered 
in the Section 106 effects determination. Pending conclusion of SHPO consultation, the FTA 
has made a preliminary finding that the temporary occupancy exception applies to 1250 Long 
Beach Avenue, based on 23 CFR Section 774.13 that a temporary occupancy of a property does 
not constitute a use of a Section 4(f) resource when all the following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic 
building closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are 
no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. 
The monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic district would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, Alternative 1 or 2 would not result in an adverse effect 
to the historic district. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or 
permanent adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or 
attributes that contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 
4(f) property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to 1250 Long Beach Avenue. 
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 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no adverse effect on the historic property. 23 CFR 
774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the 
requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed 
on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties 
affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are 
consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending 
final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect on the historic property, 
it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternative 1 would qualify for the 
temporary occupancy exception resulting in no Section 4(f) use of 1250 Long Beach Avenue. 
Alternatives 2, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of 1250 Long Beach Avenue because 
these alternatives are not in close proximity to the resource. 

 1753 East Olympic Boulevard 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternatives 1 and 2, at 1753 East Olympic Boulevard and 
800 McGarry Street, the Western Electric Company property consists of two vernacular daylight 
factory buildings designed by the noted Los Angeles architectural firm Morgan, Walls and 
Clement (Figure 5-3). The portal opening for Alternative 1 and 2 would be located on the east 
and west sides of Long Beach Avenue between Olympic Boulevard and 14th Street, southwest 
of the historic property. From the portal, the alignment would transition into an aerial structure 
as it continues south. No aboveground project components would be within the boundary of 
the historic property. The Project would require a permanent, partial underground easement 
for the construction and operation of the rail tunnel. The preliminary Section 106 finding is no 
adverse effect on 1753 East Olympic Boulevard from either construction or operational 
activities. The Project would have no direct physical effects to the buildings. Alternatives 1 and 
2 would require approximately 4,950 square feet of permanent underground easement from 
the Section 4(f) property. Per Question 28A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, the tunnel 
associated with Alternatives 1 or 2 would be below the Section 106 APE for the property, 
would not disturb an archaeological site, and would not impair the historic values of the 
historic site; therefore, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Section 4(f) would not apply to 
tunneling under 1753 East Olympic Boulevard. 

In the case that the underground easement were considered an incorporation of land, 
Alternatives 1 and 2 would not substantially impair the historic values of the historic site, as 
indicated by the preliminary Section 106 determination of no adverse effect on the historic 
property. The easement would be a de minimis impact under Section 4(f). 
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Figure 5-3. 1753 East Olympic Boulevard, Western Electric Company 

  
Source: Metro 2020a, WSP 2020 
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 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternatives 1 and 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of 
vibration monitors on 1753 East Olympic Boulevard. During construction, vibration 
monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest 
to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending 
conclusion of SHPO consultation, the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the 
temporary easement on the historic Section 4(f) property would qualify for the temporary 
occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a 
temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) property does not constitute a use under Section 4(f) 
when all the following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic district would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to the 
historic district. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent 
adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to 1753 East Olympic Boulevard. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
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determined that there would be no adverse effect on 1753 East Olympic Boulevard. 23 CFR 
774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the 
requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed 
on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties 
affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are 
consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending 
final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect on the historic property, 
it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property.  

 Section 4(f) Evaluation Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternatives 1 or 2 would result in subsurface right-of-way 
acquisition within portions of 1753 East Olympic Boulevard. However, the Section 4(f) use of 
this historic Section 4(f) property would not adversely affect the features or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility. Pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and 
concurrence from the California SHPO, per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 
1.2.4.2, Alternatives 1 and 2 would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception resulting in 
no Section 4(f) use of 1753 East Olympic Boulevard. Alternatives 3 and 4 would have no 
Section 4(f) use of 1753 East Olympic Boulevard because these alternatives are not in close 
proximity to the resource. 

 Air Raid Siren No. 189 

Air Raid Siren No. 189 is applicable for Alternatives 1 and 2. As described in Section 4.1.10, 
the Air Raid Siren is erected in city street right-of-way at the southwest corner of McGarry 
and East 8th Streets. Question 7D of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012), “How are 
historic resources within highway rights-of-way considered?,” provides guidance on assessing 
Section 4(f) use of historic objects, such as the air raid sirens, that appear in roadway right-of-
way. The guidance states: 

In some parts of the country it is not uncommon for historic objects or features not 
associated with the roadway to exist within the highway right-of-way. Examples include 
rock walls, fences, and structures that are associated with an adjacent historic property. 
Others are linear properties such as drainage systems or railroad corridors. These properties, 
objects, or features are either not transportation in nature or are part of the roadway itself. 
This condition occurs for various reasons such as historic property boundaries coinciding 
with the roadway centerline or edge of the road, or situations where right-of-way was 
acquired but historic features were allowed to remain in place. When a future 
transportation project is advanced resulting in a Section 106 determination of no historic 
properties affected or no adverse effect on such resources, there would be no Section 4(f) use. 
If the historic features are determined to be adversely affected, the adverse effect should be 
evaluated to determine whether it results in a Section 4(f) use. 

The Section 106 determination for Air Raid Siren No. 189 is no historic properties affected. 
As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending the completion of Section 106 
consultation and concurrence from the SHPO, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, there would 
be no Section 4(f) use of Air Raid Siren No. 189. 
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 Hamburger’s Department Store 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 2, Hamburger’s Department Store at 801 
South Broadway, Los Angeles is a five-story commercial building constructed in 1907 in the 
Beaux-Arts-style (Figure 4-1a). Alternative 2 would be constructed underground; no 
aboveground project components would be within the boundary of the historic property. The 
Project would require a permanent, partial underground easement for the construction and 
operation of the rail tunnel. Noise related to underground rail operations would not transmit 
to surface levels (Metro 2021b). The preliminary Section 106 finding is no adverse effect for 
Hamburger’s Department Store. Alternative 2 would require approximately 630 square feet 
of permanent underground easement from the Section 4(f) property. Per Question 28A of the 
Section 4(f) Policy Paper, the tunnel associated with Alternative 2 would be below the Section 
106 APE for the property, would not disturb an archaeological site, and would not impair the 
historic values of the historic site; therefore, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Section 4(f) 
would not apply to tunneling under Hamburger’s Department Store. 

In the case that the underground easement were considered an incorporation of land, 
Alternative 2 would not substantially impair the historic values of the historic site, as 
indicated by the preliminary Section 106 determination of no adverse effect on the historic 
property. The easement would be a de minimis impact under Section 4(f). 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternative 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on Hamburger’s Department Store. During construction, vibration monitors would 
be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the construction 
activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the 
historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO 
consultation, the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the 
historic Section 4(f) property would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR 
Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) 
property does not constitute a use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are 
satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic site would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 
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Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to the 
historic site. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent 
adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to Hamburger’s Department Store.  

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no adverse effect on Hamburger’s Department Store. 23 CFR 
774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the 
requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed 
on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties 
affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are 
consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending 
final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect on the historic property, 
it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternative 2 would result in subsurface right-of-way 
acquisition within portions of Hamburger’s Department Store. However, the Section 4(f) use 
of this historic Section 4(f) property would not adversely affect the features or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility. Pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and 
concurrence from the California SHPO, per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 
1.2.4.2, Alternative 2 would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no 
Section 4(f) use of Hamburger’s Department Store. Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 would have no 
Section 4(f) use of Hamburger’s Department Store because these alternatives are not in close 
proximity to the resource. 
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 Charles C. Chapman Building 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 2, the Charles C. Chapman Building at 756 
South Broadway is a 13-story commercial building constructed in the Beaux-Arts style built in 
1913 (Figure 4-1a). Alternative 2 would be constructed underground; no aboveground project 
components would be within the boundary of the historic property. Alternative 2 would 
require a permanent, partial underground easement for the construction and operation of the 
rail tunnel. Noise related to underground rail operations would not transmit to surface levels 
(Metro 2021b). The preliminary Section 106 finding is no adverse effect for the Charles C. 
Chapman Building. Alternative 2 would require approximately 1,020 square feet of 
permanent underground easement from the Section 4(f) property. Per Question 28A of the 
Section 4(f) Policy Paper, the tunnel associated with Alternative 2 would be below the Section 
106 APE for the property, would not disturb an archaeological site, and would not impair the 
historic values of the historic site; therefore, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Section 4(f) 
would not apply to tunneling under the Charles C. Chapman Building. 

In the case that the underground easement were considered an incorporation of land, 
Alternative 2 would not substantially impair the historic values of the historic site, as 
indicated by the preliminary Section 106 determination of no adverse effect on the historic 
property. The easement would be a de minimis impact under Section 4(f). 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternative 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on the Charles C. Chapman Building. During construction, vibration monitors would 
be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the construction 
activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the 
historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO 
consultation, the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the 
historic Section 4(f) property would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR 
Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) 
property does not constitute a use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are 
satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic site would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 
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Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to the 
historic site. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent 
adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to the Charles C. Chapman Building. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) 
are substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no adverse effect on the Charles C. Chapman Building. 23 
CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the 
requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed 
on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties 
affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are 
consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this Section 106 
determination. Pending final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse 
effect on the historic property, it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or 
attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of 
the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Evaluation Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternative 2 would result in subsurface right-of-way 
acquisition within portions of the Charles C. Chapman. However, the Section 4(f) use of this 
historic Section 4(f) property would not adversely affect the features or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility. Pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and 
concurrence from the California SHPO, per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 
1.2.4.2, Alternative 2 would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no 
Section 4(f) use of the Charles C. Chapman Building. Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 would have no 
Section 4(f) use of the Charles C. Chapman Building because these alternatives are not in 
close proximity to the resource. 
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 Tower Theater 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 2, the Tower Theater at 800 South Broadway, 
Los Angeles is a four-story Renaissance Revival-style theater and commercial building 
(Figure 4-1a). Alternative 2 would be constructed underground; no aboveground project 
components would be within the boundary of the historic property. The Project would 
require a permanent, partial underground easement for the construction and operation of the 
rail tunnel. Noise related to underground rail operations would not transmit to surface levels 
(Metro 2021b). The preliminary Section 106 finding is no adverse effect for the Tower 
Theater. Alternative 2 would require approximately 1,110 square feet of permanent 
underground easement from the Section 4(f) property. Per Question 28A of the Section 4(f) 
Policy Paper, the tunnel associated with Alternative 2 would be below the Section 106 APE for 
the property, would not disturb an archaeological site, and would not impair the historic 
values of the historic site; therefore, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Section 4(f) would not 
apply to tunneling under the Tower Theater. 

In the case that the underground easement were considered an incorporation of land, 
Alternative 2 would not substantially impair the historic values of the historic site, as 
indicated by the preliminary Section 106 determination of no adverse effect on the historic 
property. The easement would be a de minimis impact under Section 4(f). 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternative 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on the Tower Theater. During construction, vibration monitors would be placed on the 
historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the construction activities within 200 
feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the 
vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO consultation, the FTA has 
made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the historic Section 4(f) property 
would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined 
in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) property does not constitute a use 
under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic site would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 
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Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to the 
historic site. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent 
adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to the Tower Theater. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no adverse effect on the Tower Theater. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) 
states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 
CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the 
National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse 
effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California 
SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending final concurrence, because the 
Project would have no adverse effect on the historic property, it would not substantially 
impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, therefore, it 
would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternative 2 would result in subsurface right-of-way 
acquisition within portions of the Tower Theater. However, the Section 4(f) use of this 
historic Section 4(f) property would not adversely affect the features or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility. Pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and 
concurrence from the California SHPO, per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 
1.2.4.2, Alternative 2 would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no 
Section 4(f) use of the Tower Theater. Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use 
of the Tower Theater because these alternatives are not in close proximity to the resource. 
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 Garfield Building 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 2, the Garfield Building at 403 East 8th Street, 
Los Angeles is a 13-story retail and office building with a 3-story penthouse constructed in 1929 
(Figure 4-1a). The proposed project alignment under Alternative 2 would be constructed 
underground; no aboveground project components would be within the boundary of the 
historic property. The Project would require a permanent, partial underground easement for 
the construction and operation of the rail tunnel. Noise related to underground rail operations 
would not transmit to surface levels (Metro 2021b). The preliminary Section 106 finding is no 
adverse effect for the Garfield Building. Alternative 2 would require approximately 360 square 
feet of permanent underground easement from the Section 4(f) property. Per Question 28A of 
the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, the tunnel associated with Alternative 2 would be below the 
Section 106 APE for the property, would not disturb an archaeological site, and would not 
impair the historic values of the historic site; therefore, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Section 
4(f) would not apply to tunneling under the Garfield Building. 

In the case that the underground easement were considered an incorporation of land, 
Alternative 2 would not substantially impair the historic values of the historic site, as 
indicated by the preliminary Section 106 determination of no adverse effect on the historic 
property. The easement would be a de minimis impact under Section 4(f). 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternative 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on the Garfield Building. During construction, vibration monitors would be placed on 
the historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the construction activities within 
200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the 
vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO consultation, the FTA has 
made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the historic Section 4(f) property 
would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined 
in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) property does not constitute a use 
under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic site would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 
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Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to the 
historic site. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent 
adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to the Garfield Building. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no adverse effect on the Garfield Building. 23 CFR 
774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the 
requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed 
on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties 
affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are 
consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending 
final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect on the historic property, 
it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternative 2 would result in subsurface right-of-way 
acquisition within portions of the Garfield Building. However, the Section 4(f) use of this 
historic Section 4(f) property would not adversely affect the features or attributes that contribute 
to its NRHP eligibility. Pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and concurrence 
from the California SHPO, per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, 
Alternative 2 would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no Section 
4(f) use of the Garfield Building. Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the 
Garfield Building because these alternatives are not in close proximity to the resource. 
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 Barker Brothers Furniture Store 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 2, Barker Brothers Furniture Store at 800 
West 7th Street, Los Angeles is a 13-story, Beaux-Arts-style commercial building designed by 
the renowned Los Angeles architecture firm, Curlett and Beelman (Figure 4-1a). Alternative 2 
would be constructed underground; no aboveground project components would be within 
the boundary of the historic property. Noise related to underground rail operations would not 
transmit to surface levels (Metro 2021b). The Project would require a permanent, partial 
acquisition for the construction and operation of a pedestrian tunnel segment that would 
connect with the existing 7th Street/Metro Center Station. The pedestrian tunnel would run 
through the basement of the building. In the vicinity of 800 West 7th Street, the pedestrian 
tunnel would be designed in conformance with the Secretary of the Interior Standards for 
Treatment of Historic Properties. The preliminary Section 106 finding is that Alternative 2 
would have no adverse effect on the Barker Brothers Furniture Store. Alternative 2 would 
require approximately 6,870 square feet of permanent underground easement from the 
Section 4(f) property. Based on the preliminary Section 106 no adverse effect determination, 
FTA has preliminarily determined that Alternative 2 would have a de minimis impact on the 
Barker Brothers Furniture Store. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

Alternative 2 would require temporary access for construction activities that were considered 
in the Section 106 effect finding of the property for right-of-entry, project construction, TCEs, 
or other temporary use. During construction, vibration monitors would be placed on the 
historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to construction activities within 
200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, 
the vibration monitors would be removed. The temporary impact that would occur during the 
construction phase was included in FTA’s effect determination under Section 106 and 
consultation with the California SHPO. Based on the preliminary Section 106 no adverse 
effect determination, FTA has preliminarily determined that Alternative 2 would have a de 
minimis impact on the Barker Brothers Furniture Store. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired [23 CFR 774.15(a)]. The Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) states 
that “[c]onstructive use of Section 4(f) property is only possible in the absence of a permanent 
incorporation of land or a temporary occupancy of the type that constitutes a Section 4(f) 
use.” While, per definition, a constructive use does not occur to properties for which there is 
an incorporation of land, the Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined that there 
would be no adverse effect on the historic property. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a 
constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 
for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National 
Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As 
part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to 
obtain concurrence on this determination. Because the Project would incorporate land from 
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and not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property, 
it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternative 2 would result in subsurface right-of-way acquisition 
and permanent incorporation of land within portions of the Barker Brothers Furniture Store. 
However, the Section 4(f) use of this historic Section 4(f) property would not adversely affect 
the features or attributes that contribute to its NRHP eligibility. Additionally, based on the 
preliminary Section 106 no adverse effect determination, FTA has preliminarily determined 
that Alternative 2 would have a de minimis impact on the Barker Brothers Furniture Store for 
permanent incorporation and temporary occupancy. These preliminary determinations are 
pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and concurrence from the California 
SHPO. Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Barker Brothers Furniture 
Store because these alternatives are not in close proximity to the resource. 

 Union Bank and Trust Company Building 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 2, the Union Bank and Trust Company Building 
at 760 South Hill Street, Los Angeles is an 11-story building designed in the Renaissance 
Revival style (Figure 4-1a). Alternative 2 would be constructed underground; no aboveground 
project components would be within the boundary of the historic property. The Project would 
require a permanent, partial underground easement for the construction and operation of the 
rail tunnel. Noise related to underground rail operations would not transmit to surface levels 
(Metro 2021b). The preliminary Section 106 finding is no adverse effect for the Union Bank 
and Trust Company Building. Alternative 2 would require approximately 210 square feet of 
permanent underground easement from the Section 4(f) property. Per Question 28A of the 
Section 4(f) Policy Paper, the tunnel associated with Alternative 2 would be below the Section 
106 APE for the property, would not disturb an archaeological site, and would not impair the 
historic values of the historic site; therefore, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Section 4(f) would 
not apply to tunneling under the Union Bank and Trust Company Building. 

In the case that the underground easement were considered an incorporation of land, 
Alternative 2 would not substantially impair the historic values of the historic site, as 
indicated by the preliminary Section 106 determination of no adverse effect on the historic 
property. The easement would be a de minimis impact under Section 4(f). 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternative 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on the Union Bank and Trust Company Building. During construction, vibration 
monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the 
construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet 
of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO 
consultation, the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the 
historic Section 4(f) property would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR 
Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) property 
does not constitute a use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are satisfied: 
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Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic site would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to the 
historic site. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent 
adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to the Union Bank and Trust Company Building. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) 
are substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no adverse effect on the Union Bank and Trust Company 
Building. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when 
“[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed 
action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of 
‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, 
FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this 
determination. Pending final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse 
effect on the historic property, it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or 
attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of 
the historic property. 
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 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternative 2 would result in subsurface right-of-way 
acquisition within portions of the Union Bank and Trust Company Building. However, the 
Section 4(f) use of this historic Section 4(f) property would not adversely affect the features or 
attributes that contribute to its NRHP eligibility. Pending the completion of Section 106 
consultation and concurrence from the California SHPO, per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as 
defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternative 2 would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception 
resulting in no Section 4(f) use of the Union Bank and Trust Company Building. Alternatives 
1, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Union Bank and Trust Company Building 
because these alternatives are not in close proximity to the resource.  

 Garment Capitol Building 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 2, the Garment Capitol Building at 217 East 
8th Street, Los Angeles is a 12-story, steel-framed, Gothic Revival-style former industrial 
building, constructed as a garment factory in 1926 (Figure 4-1a). Alternative 2 would be 
constructed underground; no permanent aboveground project components would be within 
the boundary of the historic property. The property is not subject to any permanent 
easements or displacement. Noise related to underground rail operations would not transmit 
to surface levels (Metro 2021b). The preliminary Section 106 finding is no adverse effect for 
the Garment Capitol Building. Alternative 2 would not require any acquisition from the 
historic property; therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into 
Alternative 2. 

 Temporary Occupancy – Exception 

Alternative 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on the Garment Capitol Building. During construction, vibration monitors would be 
placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the construction 
activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic 
resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO consultation, 
the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the historic Section 4(f) 
property would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as 
defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) property does not constitute a 
use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic site would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 
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Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to the 
historic site. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent 
adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to the Garment Capitol Building. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). A station entrance would be located three parcels 
from the historic property, approximately 75 feet to the northwest along the same block. The 
underground station would be constructed below East 8th Street, between South Main Street 
and Santee Street; this segment would also serve as a construction laydown area. This 
historic property is also located adjacent to a laydown yard that is proposed within the Santee 
Street right-of-way. Construction of the station would require the installation of ventilation 
grating, which would be located adjacent to the property on the sidewalk. The ventilation 
grating would be flush with the sidewalk. The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined 
that there would be no adverse effect for the Garment Capitol Building. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) 
states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 
CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the 
National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse 
effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California 
SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending final concurrence, because the 
Project would have no adverse effect on the historic property, it would not substantially impair 
the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, therefore, it would not 
have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternative 2 would qualify for 
the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no Section 4(f) use of the Garment Capitol 
Building. Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Garment Capitol 
Building because these alternatives are not in close proximity to the resource. 
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 Textile Center Building 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 2, the Textile Center Building at 315 East 8th 
Street, Los Angeles is a 12-story industrial loft designed in 1926 by William Douglas Lee and 
constructed by Lloyd and Casler, Inc. (Figure 4-1a). Alternative 2 would be constructed 
underground; no permanent aboveground project components would be within the boundary 
of the historic property. The property is not subject to any permanent easements or 
displacement. The preliminary Section 106 finding is no historic properties affected for the 
Textile Center Building.  

 Temporary Occupancy – Exception 

The Project would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on the Textile Center Building. During construction, vibration monitors would be 
placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the construction 
activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the 
historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO 
consultation, the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the 
historic Section 4(f) property would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR 
Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a property does 
not constitute a use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic site would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to the 
historic site. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent 
adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 
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Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to the Textile Center Building. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The nearest aboveground construction activity would 
occur to the northwest of the property within the right-of-way of East 8th Street for the 
construction of the underground South Park/Fashion District Station. The station entrance 
would be located one block northwest of the historic property. The underground station would 
be constructed below East 8th Street, between South Main Street and Santee Street; this 
segment would also serve as a construction laydown area. The Section 106 evaluation 
preliminarily determined that there would be no historic properties affected for the Textile 
Center Building. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when 
“[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed 
action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no 
historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and 
Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. 
Pending final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect on the historic 
property, it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 
4(f) property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternative 2 would qualify for 
the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no Section 4(f) use of the Textile Center 
Building. Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Textile Center 
Building because these alternatives are not in close proximity to the resource.  

 Santee Public Garage 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 2, the Santee Public Garage Building at 840 
South Santee Street, Los Angeles is a six-story parking garage featuring characteristics of the 
Gothic Revival style (Figure 4-1a). Constructed in 1926, the building was designed by the 
architecture firm of Burnett and Dodge and constructed by Pinner Masonry and 
Construction Company. The proposed project alignment under Alternative 2 would be 
constructed underground; no permanent aboveground project components would be within 
the boundary of the historic property. The preliminary Section 106 finding is that Alternative 
2 would have no adverse effect on the Santee Public Garage Building. Alternative 2 would not 
require an acquisition from the historic property; therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be 
permanently incorporated into the Project. 



 5 Evaluation of Section 4(f) Use  

 

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project   

Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation July 2021 | 5-49 

 Temporary Occupancy 

The Project would not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project 
construction, TCEs, or other temporary use. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The South Park/Fashion District Station entrance 
would be located approximately 400 feet northwest of the historic property, along East 8th 
Street. Due to the presence of several large buildings, the station entrance would not be visible 
from the historic property. The underground station would be constructed below East 8th 
Street, between South Main Street and Santee Street; this segment would also serve as a 
construction laydown area. The historic property is located immediately adjacent to a laydown 
yard that is proposed at the corner of East 8th and Santee Streets. The Section 106 evaluation 
preliminarily determined that there would be no adverse effect on the Santee Public Garage 
Building. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance 
with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site 
listed on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties 
affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are 
consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending 
final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect on the historic property, it 
would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property 
and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Santee Public Garage 
Building because Alternative 2 would be constructed underground with no permanent 
incorporation, temporary occupancy, or constructive use of the resource, and because 
Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 are not in close proximity to the resource. 

 Southern California Gas Complex 

 Permanent Incorporation 

The Southern California Gas Complex at 810-830 South Flower Street, Los Angeles is located 
in the Alternative 2 Section 106 APE (Figure 4-1a). Constructed in stages between 1925 and 
1959, the property consists of four buildings designed in a variety of architectural styles. 
Alternative 2 would be constructed underground; no permanent aboveground project 
components would be within the boundary of the historic property. The property is not 
subject to any permanent easements or displacement. Noise related to underground rail 
operations would not transmit to surface levels (Metro 2021b). The preliminary Section 106 
finding is no adverse effect for the Southern California Gas Complex. Alternative 2 would not 
require any acquisition from the historic property; therefore, no Section 4(f) property would 
be permanently incorporated into the Project.  

 Temporary Occupancy 

Alternative 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on the Southern California Gas Complex. During construction, vibration monitors 
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would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the 
construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet 
of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO 
consultation, the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the 
historic Section 4(f) property would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR 
Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) property 
does not constitute a use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic site would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to the 
historic site. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent 
adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to the Southern California Gas Complex. 

  Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The nearest aboveground construction activity would 
occur to the west of the property within the right-of-way of West 8th Street for the construction 
of the underground 7th Street/Metro Center Station and entrance. The station entrance would 
be located directly across the street from the property, at 810-830 South Flower Street. The 
underground station would be constructed below West 8th Street, between South Figueroa 
Street and South Hope Street. Construction of the station would require the installation of 
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ventilation grating, which would be located adjacent to the property on the sidewalk. The 
ventilation grating would be flush with the sidewalk. The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no adverse effect for the Southern California Gas Complex. 23 
CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the 
requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on 
or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ 
or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with 
the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending final concurrence, 
because the Project would have no effect on the historic property, it would not substantially 
impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, therefore, it would 
not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternative 2 would qualify for 
the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no Section 4(f) use of the Southern 
California Gas Complex. Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the 
Southern California Gas Complex because these alternatives are not in close proximity to the 
resource. 

 Great Republic Life Building 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 2, the Great Republic Life Building at 756 South 
Spring Street, Los Angeles is a 13-story commercial building constructed in the Beaux-Arts 
style in 1923 (Figure 4-1a). Alternative 2 would be constructed underground; no permanent 
aboveground project components would be within the boundary of the historic property. The 
Project would require a permanent, partial underground easement for the construction and 
operation of the rail tunnel. The underground station would be constructed below East 8th 
Street, between Main Street and Santee Street. The Project would not diminish the integrity of 
the property’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and association; 
therefore, under Section 106, Alternative 2 would have no adverse effect on this historic 
property. Alternative 2 would require approximately 180 square feet of permanent 
underground easement from the Section 4(f) property. Per Question 28A of the Section 4(f) 
Policy Paper, the tunnel associated with Alternative 2 would be below the Section 106 APE for 
the property, would not disturb an archaeological site, and would not impair the historic 
values of the historic site; therefore, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Section 4(f) would not 
apply to tunneling under the Great Republic Life Building. 

In the case that the underground easement were considered an incorporation of land, 
Alternative 2 would not substantially impair the historic values of the historic site, as 
indicated by the preliminary Section 106 determination of no adverse effect on the historic 
property. The easement would be a de minimis impact under Section 4(f). 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternative 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on the Great Republic Life Building. During construction, vibration monitors would be 
placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the construction 
activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic 
resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO consultation, 



5 Evaluation of Section 4(f) Use 

 

 West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 

5-52 | July 2021  Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation 

the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the historic Section 4(f) 
property would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as 
defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) property does not constitute a 
use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic site would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to the 
historic site. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent 
adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to the Great Republic Life Building. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The nearest aboveground construction activity 
would occur to the southeast of the property within the right-of-way of East 8th Street for the 
construction of the underground South Park/Fashion District Station. The station entrance 
would be located across the street from the property, at the southeast corner of Main Street and 
East 8th Street. The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined that there would be no 
adverse effect on the Great Republic Life Building. As part of the Section 106 process, FTA 
and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this 
determination. Pending final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect 
on the historic property under Section 106, it would not substantially impair the activities, 
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features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, therefore, it would not have a 
constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternative 2 would result in subsurface right-of-way 
acquisition within portions of the Great Republic Life Building. However, the Section 4(f) use 
of this historic Section 4(f) property would not adversely affect the features or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility. Pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and 
concurrence from the California SHPO, per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 
1.2.4.2, Alternative 2 would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no 
Section 4(f) use of the Great Republic Life Building. Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 would have no 
Section 4(f) use of the Great Republic Life Building because these alternatives are not in close 
proximity to the resource.  

 801 South Spring Street 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 2 is 801 South Spring Street, an 11-story 
Beaux-Arts-style commercial building (Figure 4-1a). The proposed alignment under 
Alternative 2 would be constructed underground; no aboveground project components would 
be within the boundary of the historic property. The Project would require a permanent, 
partial underground easement for the construction and operation of the rail tunnel. Noise 
related to underground rail operations would not transmit to surface levels (Metro 2021b). 
The preliminary Section 106 finding is no adverse effect for 801 South Spring Street. 
Alternative 2 would require approximately 1,220 square feet of permanent underground 
easement from the Section 4(f) property. Per Question 28A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, 
the tunnel associated with Alternative 2 would be below the Section 106 APE for the property, 
would not disturb an archaeological site, and would not impair the historic values of the 
historic site; therefore, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Section 4(f) would not apply to 
tunneling under 801 South Spring Street. 

In the case that the underground easement were considered an incorporation of land, 
Alternative 2 would not substantially impair the historic values of the historic site, as 
indicated by the preliminary Section 106 determination of no adverse effect on the historic 
property. The easement would be a de minimis impact under Section 4(f). 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternative 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on 801 South Spring Street. During construction, vibration monitors would be placed 
on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the construction activities 
within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic 
resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO consultation, 
the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the historic Section 4(f) 
property would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as 
defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) property does not constitute a 
use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are satisfied: 
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Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic site would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to the 
historic site. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent 
adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to 801 South Spring Street. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined 
that there would be no adverse effect on 801 South Spring Street. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states 
that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 
800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the 
National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse 
effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California 
SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending final concurrence, because the 
Project would have no adverse effect on the historic property under Section 106, it would not 
substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, 
therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 
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 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternative 2 would result in subsurface right-of-way acquisition 
within portions of 801 South Spring Street. However, the Section 4(f) use of this historic 
Section 4(f) property would not adversely affect the features or attributes that contribute to its 
NRHP eligibility. Pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and concurrence from 
the California SHPO, per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternative 2 
would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no Section 4(f) use of 801 
South Spring Street. Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of 801 South 
Spring Street because these alternatives are not in close proximity to the resource.  

 National City Bank Building 

 Permanent Incorporation 

The National City Bank Building at 810 South Spring Street, Los Angeles is located in the 
Section 106 APE for Alternative 2. Completed in 1924, it is a 12-story commercial building 
designed in the Renaissance Revival style by renowned architectural partnership Walker and 
Eisen and constructed by the Edwards, Widey and Dixon Company (Figure 4-1a). Alternative 
2 would be constructed underground; no aboveground project components would be within 
the boundary of the historic property. Alternative 2 would require a permanent, partial 
underground easement for the construction and operation of the rail tunnel. Noise related to 
underground rail operations would not transmit to surface levels (Metro 2021b). Alternative 2 
would not diminish the integrity of the property’s location, design, setting, materials, 
workmanship, feeling and association; therefore, Alternative 2 would have no adverse effect 
on this historic property under Section 106. Alternative 2 would require approximately 1,520 
square feet of permanent underground easement from the Section 4(f) property. Per 
Question 28A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, the tunnel associated with Alternative 2 would 
be below the Section 106 APE for the property, would not disturb an archaeological site, and 
would not impair the historic values of the historic site; therefore, per the Section 4(f) Policy 
Paper, Section 4(f) would not apply to tunneling under the National City Bank Building. 

In the case that the underground easement were considered an incorporation of land, 
Alternative 2 would not substantially impair the historic values of the historic site, as 
indicated by the preliminary Section 106 determination of no adverse effect on the historic 
property. The easement would be a de minimis impact under Section 4(f). 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternative 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on the National City Bank Building. During construction, vibration monitors would be 
placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the construction 
activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic 
resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO consultation, 
the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the historic Section 4(f) 
property would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as 
defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) property does not constitute a 
use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are satisfied: 
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Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic site would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to the 
historic site. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent 
adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to the National City Bank Building. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The nearest station entrance would be located 
across the street to the east of property, at the southeast corner of Main Street and East 8th 
Street. The underground station would be constructed below East 8th Street, between Main 
Street and Santee Street. The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined that there 
would be no adverse effect on the National City Bank Building. As part of the Section 106 
process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on 
this determination. Pending final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse 
effect on the historic property, it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or 
attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of 
the historic property. 
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 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternative 2 would result in subsurface right-of-way 
acquisition within portions of the National City Bank Building. However, the Section 4(f) use 
of this historic Section 4(f) property would not adversely affect the features or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility. Pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and 
concurrence from the California SHPO, per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 
1.2.4.2, Alternative 2 would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no 
Section 4(f) use of the National City Bank Building. Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 would have no 
Section 4(f) use of the National City Bank Building because these alternatives are not in close 
proximity to the resource. 

 General Petroleum Corporation Parking Garage 

 Permanent Incorporation 

The General Petroleum Corporation Parking Garage is located in the Section 106 APE for 
Alternative 2 at 757 South Flower Street (Figure 4-1a). Alternative 2 would be constructed 
underground. The property is not subject to any permanent easements or displacement; 
however, it would be located directly adjacent to the underground 7th Street/Metro Center 
Station, and the two station entrances. Alternative 2 would not alter any of the characteristics of 
757 South Flower Street that qualify it for inclusion in the NRHP in a manner that would 
diminish its integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and 
association. The Project would have no adverse effect on this historic property. The Project 
would have no acquisition of the General Petroleum Corporation Parking Garage; therefore, 
Alternative 2 would not have a permanent incorporation of land from this Section 4(f) property.  

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternative 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on the General Petroleum Corporation Parking Garage. During construction, 
vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending 
conclusion of SHPO consultation, the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the 
temporary occupancy exception applies to the General Petroleum Corporation Parking 
Garage, based on 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2 that a temporary 
occupancy of a property does not constitute a use of a Section 4(f) resource when all the 
following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic site would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
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or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to the 
historic site. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent 
adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to the General Petroleum Corporation Parking Garage. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The underground 7th Street/Metro Center Station 
would be located to the south of the historic property, within the West 8th Street right-of-way, 
between South Figueroa Street and South Hope Street. The northern underground station 
access would be located within an adjacent parking lot, directly to the northwest of the 
historic property. Station construction would require the installation of ventilation grating, 
which would be located adjacent to the property on the sidewalk and would be flush with the 
sidewalk. A construction laydown area would be located to the northeast of the property 
within an existing parking lot. The southern underground station access would be located 
across West 8th Street on the first floor of the building at 801 South Flower Street. Noise 
related to underground rail operations would not transmit to surface levels (Metro 2021b). 
The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined that there would be no adverse effect on 
the General Petroleum Corporation Parking Garage. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a 
constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 
for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National 
Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As 
part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to 
obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending final concurrence, because the Project 
would have no adverse effect on the historic property, it would not substantially impair the 
activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, therefore, it would not have a 
constructive use of the historic property. 
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 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternative 2 would qualify for 
the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no Section 4(f) use of the General Petroleum 
Corporation Parking Garage. Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the 
General Petroleum Corporation Parking Garage because these alternatives are not in close 
proximity to the resource. 

 Olympic Theater 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located at 313 West 8th Street, Los Angeles in the Alternative 2 Section 106 APE, the Olympic 
Theater is a two-story former movie theater designed in the Renaissance Revival style (Figure 
4-1a). The proposed alignment under Alternative 2 would be constructed underground; no 
aboveground project components would be within the boundary of the historic property. The 
Project would require a permanent, partial underground easement for the construction and 
operation of the rail tunnel. Noise related to underground rail operations would not transmit to 
surface levels (Metro 2021b). The preliminary Section 106 finding is no adverse effect for the 
Olympic Theater. Alternative 2 would require approximately 90 square feet of permanent 
underground easement from the Section 4(f) property. Per Question 28A of the Section 4(f) 
Policy Paper, the tunnel associated with Alternative 2 would be below the Section 106 APE for 
the property, would not disturb an archaeological site, and would not impair the historic values 
of the historic site; therefore, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Section 4(f) would not apply to 
tunneling under the Olympic Theater. 

In the case that the underground easement were considered an incorporation of land, 
Alternative 2 would not substantially impair the historic values of the historic site, as 
indicated by the preliminary Section 106 determination of no adverse effect on the historic 
property. The easement would be a de minimis impact under Section 4(f). 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternative 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on the Olympic Theater. During construction, vibration monitors would be placed on 
the historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the construction activities 
within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic 
resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO 
consultation, the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the 
historic Section 4(f) property would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR 
Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) 
property does not constitute a use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are 
satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 



5 Evaluation of Section 4(f) Use 

 

 West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 

5-60 | July 2021  Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic site would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to the 
historic site. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent 
adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to the Olympic Theater. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no adverse effect on the Olympic Theater. 23 CFR 
774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the 
requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed 
on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties 
affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are 
consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending 
final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect on the historic property, 
it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternative 2 would result in subsurface right-of-way acquisition 
within portions of the Olympic Theater. However, the Section 4(f) use of this historic Section 4(f) 
property would not adversely affect the features or attributes that contribute to its NRHP 
eligibility. Pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and concurrence from the 
California SHPO, per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternative 2 
would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no Section 4(f) use of the 
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Olympic Theater. Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Olympic Theater 
because these alternatives are not in close proximity to the resource.  

 Commercial Exchange Building 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 2 at 416 West 8th Street in Los Angeles, the 
Commercial Exchange Building is a 12-story Beaux-Arts-style commercial building designed by 
the prominent Los Angeles-based firm Walker and Eisen and constructed in 1923-24 (Figure 
4-1a). Alternative 2 would be constructed underground; no aboveground project components 
would be within the boundary of the historic property. The Project would require a permanent, 
partial underground easement for the construction and operation of the rail tunnel that would 
result in a permanent incorporation of the Section 4(f) property. Noise related to underground 
rail operations would not transmit to surface levels (Metro 2021b). The preliminary Section 106 
finding is no adverse effect for the Commercial Exchange Building. As described in Section 
1.2.5, the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) provides an exception to Section 4(f) for 
tunneling. Alternative 2 would require approximately 200 square feet of permanent 
underground easement from the Section 4(f) property. Per Question 28A of the Section 4(f) 
Policy Paper, the tunnel associated with Alternative 2 would be below the Section 106 APE for 
the property, would not disturb an archaeological site, and would not impair the historic 
values of the historic site; therefore, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, Section 4(f) would not 
apply to tunneling under the Commercial Exchange Building. 

In the case that the underground easement were considered an incorporation of land, 
Alternative 2 would not substantially impair the historic values of the historic site, as 
indicated by the preliminary Section 106 determination of no adverse effect on the historic 
property. The easement would be a de minimis impact under Section 4(f). 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternative 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on the Commercial Exchange Building. During construction, vibration monitors would 
be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the construction 
activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic 
resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO consultation, 
the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the historic Section 4(f) 
property would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as 
defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) property does not constitute a 
use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic site would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 



5 Evaluation of Section 4(f) Use 

 

 West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 

5-62 | July 2021  Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation 

or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to the 
historic site. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent 
adverse changes or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to the Commercial Exchange Building. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no adverse effect on the Commercial Exchange Building. 23 
CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the 
requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed 
on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties 
affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are 
consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending 
final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect on the historic property, 
it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternative 2 would result in subsurface right-of-way 
acquisition within portions of the Commercial Exchange Building. However, the Section 4(f) 
use of this historic Section 4(f) property would not adversely affect the features or attributes 
that contribute to its NRHP eligibility. Pending the completion of Section 106 consultation 
and concurrence from the California SHPO, per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in 
Section 1.2.4.2, Alternative 2 would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception resulting 
in no Section 4(f) use of the Commercial Exchange Building. Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 would 
have no Section 4(f) use of the Commercial Exchange Building because these alternatives are 
not in close proximity to the resource.  
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 The Walter Building and Dairy Supply Building  

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 2, 508 East 8th Street includes two multi-story 
industrial loft buildings, the Walter Building and the Dairy Supply Building (Figure 4-1a). 
Alternative 2 would be constructed underground; no aboveground project components would 
be within the boundary of the historic property. The property is not subject to any permanent 
easements or displacement. The preliminary Section 106 finding is no historic properties 
affected for the Walter Building and the Dairy Supply Building. Alternative 2 would not 
require any acquisition from the historic property; therefore, no Section 4(f) property would 
be permanently incorporated into Alternative 2. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

The Project would not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project 
construction, TCEs, or other temporary use. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). Noise related to underground rail operations 
would not transmit to surface levels (Metro 2021b). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no historic properties affected for the Walter Building and the 
Dairy Supply Building. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when 
“[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed 
action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no 
historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and 
Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. 
Pending final concurrence, because the Project would have no effect on the historic property, it 
would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Walter Building and the Dairy 
Supply Building because Alternative 2 would be constructed underground with no 
permanent incorporation, temporary occupancy, or constructive use of the resource, and 
because Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 are not in close proximity to the resource. 

 Air Raid Siren No. 5 

Air Raid Siren No. 5 is applicable for Alternative 2. As described in Section 4.1.28, the Air 
Raid Siren is erected in city street right-of-way at the southeast corner of West 8th and South 
Hope Streets in Los Angeles. The Section 106 determination for Air Raid Siren No. 5 is no 
historic properties affected. As summarized in Section 5.2.10, policy guidance for treating 
historic objects that appear in roadway right-of-way states that “When a future transportation 
project is advanced resulting in a Section 106 determination of no historic properties affected 
or no adverse effect on such resources, there would be no Section 4(f) use” (USDOT 2012). 
As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending the completion of Section 106 
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consultation and concurrence from the SHPO, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, there would 
be no Section 4(f) use of Air Raid Siren No. 5. 

 Air Raid Siren No. 10 

Air Raid Siren No. 10 is applicable for Alternative 2. The Section 106 determination for Air 
Raid Siren No. 10 at Los Angeles Street and East 8th Street, Los Angeles, is no adverse effect. 
As summarized in Section 5.2.10, policy guidance for treating historic objects that appear in 
roadway right-of-way states that “When a future transportation project is advanced resulting 
in a Section 106 determination of no historic properties affected or no adverse effect on such 
resources, there would be no Section 4(f) use” (USDOT 2012). As part of the Section 106 
process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on 
this determination. Pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and concurrence 
from the SHPO, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, there would be no Section 4(f) use of Air 
Raid Siren No. 10. 

 Air Raid Siren No. 65 

Air Raid Siren No. 189 is applicable for Alternative 2. The Section 106 determination for Air 
Raid Siren No. 65 at Wilde Street and Central Avenue, Los Angeles, is no historic properties 
affected. As summarized in Section 5.2.10, policy guidance for treating historic objects that 
appear in roadway right-of-way states that “When a future transportation project is advanced 
resulting in a Section 106 determination of no historic properties affected or no adverse effect 
on such resources, there would be no Section 4(f) use” (USDOT 2012). As part of the Section 
106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence 
on this determination. Pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and concurrence 
from the SHPO, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, there would be no Section 4(f) use of Air 
Raid Siren No. 65. 

 Air Raid Siren No. 70 

Air Raid Siren No. 70 is applicable for Alternatives 1 and 2. The Section 106 determination 
for Air Raid Siren No. 70 at East 24th Street and Long Beach Avenue, Los Angeles, is no 
adverse effect. As summarized in Section 5.2.10, policy guidance for treating historic objects 
that appear in roadway right-of-way states that “When a future transportation project is 
advanced resulting in a Section 106 determination of no historic properties affected or no 
adverse effect on such resources, there would be no Section 4(f) use” (USDOT 2012). As part 
of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain 
concurrence on this determination. Pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and 
concurrence from the SHPO, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, there would be no Section 4(f) 
use of Air Raid Siren No. 70. 
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 Pueblo del Rio Public Housing Complex Historic District  

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternatives 1 and 2, Pueblo del Rio Public Housing 
Complex Historic District is a 17.5-acre public housing complex composed of 57 two-story, 
multi-family dwellings (Figure 5-4). As described in Section 1.1.3, the Section 4(f) Policy Paper 
(USDOT 2012) addresses Section 4(f) evaluation of historic districts. The proposed project 
alignment would be constructed in an aerial viaduct that would parallel the existing Metro A 
(Blue) Line along the Wilmington Branch right-of-way, which is adjacent to the west of the 
northbound lane of Long Beach Avenue. The Project would not diminish the integrity of the 
historic property’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and association. 
The Project would have no adverse effect on this historic property. The Project would have no 
acquisition or direct physical effects to the Pueblo del Rio; therefore, no Section 4(f) property 
would be permanently incorporated into Alternative 1 or 2. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

The Project would not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project 
construction, TCEs, or other temporary use. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Project would introduce new permanent 
visual elements within the right-of-way, including the viaduct structure, sound walls, LRT 
tracks, and catenary poles and wires. The property is not subject to any permanent easements 
or displacements. Additional at-grade features in the vicinity of the historic property include 
proposed TPSS Sites 17A, 17B, and 17C, each of which would be located along the west side 
of Long Beach Avenue, between East 51st Street and East 53rd Street, to the north and west 
of the property. The Project would not alter any of the characteristics of Pueblo del Rio that 
qualify it for inclusion in the NRHP. The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined 
that there would be no adverse effect on the Pueblo del Rio Public Housing Complex Historic 
District. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance 
with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site 
listed on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic 
properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro 
are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. 
Pending final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect on the historic 
district, it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 
4(f) property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 
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Figure 5-4. Pueblo del Rio Public Housing Complex Historic District 

  
Source: Metro 2020a, WSP 2020 
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 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3 and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Pueblo del Rio Public 
Housing Complex Historic District because Alternatives 1 and 2 would be constructed in an 
aerial viaduct with no permanent incorporation, temporary occupancy, or constructive use of 
the resource, and because Alternatives 3 and 4 are not in close proximity to the resource. 

 1600 Compton Avenue, Los Angeles 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternatives 1 and 2, 1600 Compton Avenue consists of 
two industrial buildings sited on one parcel and historically associated with industrial 
laundry and garment services (Figure 4-1a). Constructed in phases between 1923 and 1945 
and located on the corner of Compton Avenue and East 17th Street (Building A), is a one-
story warehouse building constructed designed in a utilitarian style with minimal Art Deco-
style detailing. To its south and constructed in 1928, is a two-story, Streamline Moderne-style 
building that expresses its style with a horizontal emphasis and rounded corners of its main 
façade (Building B). 

The proposed alignment for Alternatives 1 and 2 would be constructed in an aerial viaduct 
that would parallel the existing Metro A (Blue) Line along the Wilmington Branch right-of-
way, which is adjacent to the west of Long Beach Avenue. Because Alternative 1 or 2 would 
not alter any of the characteristics of 1600 Compton Avenue that qualify it for inclusion in the 
NRHP in a manner that would diminish the integrity of its location, design, materials, 
workmanship, feeling and association, the Project would not have an adverse construction or 
operational effect on this historic property under Section 106. Alternative 1 or 2 would have 
no acquisition or direct physical effects to 1600 Compton Avenue; therefore, no Section 4(f) 
property would be permanently incorporated into the Project. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

The Project would not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project 
construction, TCEs, or other temporary use. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The proposed alignment for Alternatives 1 and 2 
would be constructed in an aerial viaduct that would parallel the existing Metro A Line (Blue) 
along the Wilmington Branch right-of-way, which is adjacent to the west of Long Beach 
Avenue and would not diminish the integrity of 1600 Compton Avenue. The Section 106 
evaluation preliminarily determined that there would be no adverse effect on 1600 Compton 
Avenue. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance 
with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site 
listed on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic 
properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro 
are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. 
Pending final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect on the historic 
property, it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 
4(f) property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 
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 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of 1600 Compton Avenue because 
Alternatives 1 and 2 would be constructed in an aerial viaduct with no permanent 
incorporation, temporary occupancy, or constructive use of the resource, and because 
Alternatives 3 and 4 are not in close proximity to the resource. 

 Mack International Motor Truck Corp. 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located within the Section 106 APE for Alternatives 1 and 2, the Mack International Motor 
Truck Corporation building at 2001 South Alameda Street, Los Angeles is a two-story daylight 
factory building constructed in 1925 with utilitarian- and Neoclassical-style architectural 
elements (Figure 4-1a). Alternatives 1 and 2 would be constructed in an aerial viaduct that 
would parallel the existing Metro A (Blue) Line along the Wilmington Branch right-of-way, 
which is adjacent to the west of Long Beach Avenue. The Project would not diminish the 
integrity of the historic property’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling 
and association. FTA has made a preliminary Section 106 finding of no adverse effect on the 
Mack International Motor Truck Corporation building. Alternatives 1 and 2 would have no 
acquisition or direct physical effects to the Mack International Motor Truck Corporation 
building; therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into 
Alternative 1 or 2. 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternatives 1 and 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of 
vibration monitors on the Mack International Motor Truck Corporation building. During 
construction, vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the 
historic building closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction 
activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors 
would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO consultation, the FTA has made a 
preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the historic Section 4(f) property 
would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as 
defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) property does not 
constitute a use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic site would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 
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Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not affect the historic site. 
Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent adverse changes 
or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that contribute to its 
NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to the Mack International Motor Truck Corporation building. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The proposed alignment for Alternatives 1 and 2 
would be constructed in an aerial viaduct that would parallel the existing Metro A Line (Blue) 
along the Wilmington Branch right-of-way, which is adjacent to the west of Long Beach 
Avenue and would not diminish the integrity of the Mack International Motor Truck 
Corporation. The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined that there would be no 
adverse effect on the Mack International Motor Truck Corporation building. 23 CFR 
774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the 
requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed 
on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties 
affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are 
consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending 
final concurrence, because the Project would have no effect on the historic property, it would 
not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, 
therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternatives 1 and 2 would 
qualify for the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no Section 4(f) use of the Mack 
International Motor Truck Corporation building. Alternatives 3 and 4 would have no Section 
4(f) use of the Mack International Motor Truck Corporation building because these 
alternatives are not in close proximity to the resource. 
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 Randolph Substation 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternatives 1, 2 and 3, the Randolph Substation on 
Randolph Street in Huntington Park was completed in 1930 (Figure 4-1c). The property 
contains the standard components of an electrical substation, including banks of transformers 
and a single building on the west-central portion of the property. Alternatives 1, 2 or 3 would be 
constructed in an aerial viaduct that would parallel the existing UPRR-owned La Habra Branch 
right-of-way in the median of Randolph Street. The aerial viaduct would be on the north side of 
the La Habra Branch right-of-way. The Project would not diminish the integrity of the historic 
property’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and association. The 
Project would have no adverse effect on this historic property. The Project would have no 
acquisition or direct physical effects to the Randolph Substation; therefore, no Section 4(f) 
property would be permanently incorporated into Alternative 1, 2, or 3. 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of 
vibration monitors on the Randolph Substation. During construction, vibration monitors would 
be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building closest to the construction 
activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic 
resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. Pending conclusion of SHPO consultation, 
the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary easement on the historic Section 4(f) 
property would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception. Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as 
defined in Section 1.2.4.2, a temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) property does not constitute a 
use under Section 4(f) when all the following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic building 
closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no longer 
within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. The 
monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic site would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot recording 
device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic hockey puck 
or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or attached to the 
structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not affect the historic site. 
Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or permanent adverse changes 
or interference with the property’s historic integrity, features, or attributes that contribute to its 
NRHP eligibility.  
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Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 4(f) 
property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy exception 
to the Randolph Substation. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). Alternatives 1, 2 or 3 would be constructed in an 
aerial viaduct that would parallel the existing UPRR-owned La Habra Branch right-of-way in 
the median of Randolph Street and would not diminish the integrity of the historic property. 
The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined that there would be no adverse effect on 
the Randolph Substation. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur 
when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the 
proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National Register, results in an 
agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 
106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence 
on this determination. Pending final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse 
effect on the historic property, it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or 
attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of 
the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would 
qualify for the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no Section 4(f) use of the 
Randolph Substation. Alternative 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Randolph 
Substation because this alternative is not in close proximity to the resource. 

 Southern California Edison Long Beach-Laguna Bell 60kV and 220 kV Transmission 
Lines  

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 1, 2, and 3, the SCE Long Beach-Laguna Bell 
60 kV and 220kV transmission lines comprise two 60kV transmission lines and one 220kV 
transmission line (Figure 4-1c). The proposed alignment for Alternative 1, 2, and 3 is located 
on the eastern banks of the Rio Hondo Channel, then crosses over the channel in an aerial 
structure and transitions to an at-grade configuration as it continues south. The alignment 
would pass between pairs of overhead towers, which are located to the north and south. As 
summarized in Section 5.2.10, policy guidance for treating historic objects and linear 
structures that share the right-of-way states that “When a future transportation project is 
advanced resulting in a Section 106 determination of no historic properties affected or no 
adverse effect on such resources, there would be no Section 4(f) use” (USDOT 2012). As part 
of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain 
concurrence on this determination. Pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and 
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concurrence from the SHPO, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, there would be no Section 4(f) 
use of SCE Long Beach-Laguna Bell 60 kV and 220 kV transmission lines. 

 Los Angeles Department of Water and Power Boulder Lines 1 and 2  

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, the LADWP Boulder Lines 1 and 
2 consist of an approximately 270-mile course of 287.5 kV transmission lines between 
Hoover Dam and the City of Watts (Figure 4-1c). The proposed project alignment within 
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 passes between the property’s overhead towers in an at-grade 
configuration at Rayo Avenue along the San Pedro Subdivision right-of-way. As summarized 
in Section 5.2.10, policy guidance for treating historic objects and linear structures that share 
the right-of-way states that “When a future transportation project is advanced resulting in a 
Section 106 determination of no historic properties affected or no adverse effect on such 
resources, there would be no Section 4(f) use” (USDOT 2012). As part of the Section 106 
process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on 
this determination. Pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and concurrence 
from the SHPO, per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, there would be no Section 4(f) use of the 
LADWP Boulder Lines 1 and 2. 

 Rancho Los Amigos Medical Center Historic District  

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, the Rancho Los Amigos Medical 
Center Historic District is a 52-acre public health campus consisting of dozens of 
contributing buildings, in addition to landscaping elements, internal roadways, and other 
features, all constructed between 1888 and 1952 (Figure 5-5).  

Alternative 1, 2, and 3 would be located at-grade within the existing San Pedro Subdivision 
right-of-way. The Gardendale Station would be located to the west of the property within the 
existing San Pedro Subdivision right-of-way. TPSS Site 8 would be located within the boundary 
of the historic district, but acquisition would be limited to a non-contributing part of the 
district. The Project would require improvements to the existing grade crossing at the 
intersection of Gardendale Street. Operational noise and vibration levels related to the at-grade 
rail and grade crossing would not exceed FTA thresholds. Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would require 
approximately 212,460 square feet of TCE and approximately 3,720 square feet of a permanent 
surface acquisition from the historic district. 

As described in Section 1.1.3, the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) addresses Section 
4(f) evaluation of historic districts. Question 2B of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) 
asks, How does Section 4(f) apply in historic districts that are on or eligible for the NR[HP]? The 
guidance states: 

Within a NR[HP] listed or eligible historic district, [FTA]’s long-standing policy is that 
Section 4(f) applies to those properties that are considered contributing to the eligibility of 
the historic district, as well as any individually eligible property within the district. Elements 
within the boundaries of a historic district are assumed to contribute, unless they are 
determined by [FTA] in consultation with the SHPO/THPO not to contribute. 
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Figure 5-5. Rancho Los Amigos Medical Center Historic District 

  
Source: Metro 2020a, WSP 2020 
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Question 7C of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) provides guidance on 
determining use through the question, How is Section 4(f) use determined in historic districts? 
The answer includes: 

When a project requires land from a non-historic or non-contributing property lying within 
a historic district and does not use other land within the historic district that is considered 
contributing to its historic significance, [FTA]’s longstanding policy is that there is no direct 
use of the historic district for purposes of Section 4(f). With respect to constructive use, if the 
Section 106 consultation results in a determination of no historic properties affected or no 
adverse effect, there is no Section 4(f) constructive use of the district as a whole[…]. When a 
project uses land from an individually eligible property within a historic district, or a 
property that is a contributing element to the historic district, Section 4(f) is applicable. In 
instances where a determination is made under Section 106 of no historic properties affected 
or no adverse effect, then the use may be approved with a de minimis impact determination. 

The Project would acquire non-contributing land from the Rancho Los Amigos Medical 
Center Historic District for a TPSS site.  

 Temporary Occupancy 

The Project would require a temporary easement to accommodate a construction laydown 
area within the boundary of the historic property. Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would require 
approximately 212,460 square feet of TCE from non-contributing elements of the district 
(Figure 5-5). The visual changes and introduction of a laydown area would be temporary, as 
construction equipment, construction vehicles, barricades, and security fences, along with 
the laydown area itself, would be removed once construction is completed. The temporary 
occupancy and effects during construction were considered in the Section 106 effects 
determination. The temporary impact that would occur during the construction phase was 
included in FTA’s effect determination under Section 106 and in consultation with the 
California SHPO. There would be no temporary occupancy of contributing elements of the 
historic district.  

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) states 
that “[c]onstructive use of Section 4(f) property is only possible in the absence of a permanent 
incorporation of land or a temporary occupancy of the type that constitutes a Section 4(f) 
use.” While, per definition, a constructive use does not occur to properties for which there is 
an incorporation of land, the Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined that there 
would be no adverse effect on the historic property. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a 
constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 
for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National 
Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As 
part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to 
obtain concurrence on this determination. Because the Project would incorporate land from 
and not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property, 
it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 
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 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 would result in permanent 
incorporation of land within non-contributing portions of the Rancho Los Amigos Medical 
Center Historic District and temporary occupancy of non-contributing areas for a laydown 
area during construction. Based on Question 7C of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, because the 
land is non-contributing, Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Rancho 
Los Amigos Medical Center Historic District during either construction or operation. These 
preliminary determinations are pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and 
concurrence from the California SHPO. Alternative 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the 
Rancho Los Amigos Medical Center Historic District because this alternative is not in close 
proximity to the resource. 

 I-105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District 

 Permanent Incorporation 

The I-105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District is multi-lane roadway that was 
determined eligible for listing in the NRHP (December 4, 2019) under Criterion A and C 
(Figure 5-6). It is within the Section 106 APE for Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4. Alternatives 1, 2, 
3, and 4 would directly alter portions of the district and introduce new permanent visual 
elements within the boundary of the historic property. As described in Section 1.1.3, the 
Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) addresses Section 4(f) evaluation of historic districts. 
Question 7C provides guidance through the question, How is Section 4(f) use determined in 
historic districts? The answer includes: 

When a project requires land from a non-historic or non-contributing property lying within 
a historic district and does not use other land within the historic district that is considered 
contributing to its historic significance, [FTA]’s longstanding policy is that there is no direct 
use of the historic district for purposes of Section 4(f). […] In instances where a 
determination is made under Section 106 of no historic properties affected or no adverse 
effect, then the use may be approved with a de minimis impact determination. 

Three character-defining bridges of the I-105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District 
would be demolished and replaced. The extant bridges were constructed in 1988, with 
contemporary materials and design. They are 3 of the 118 bridges that are contributing to the 
district, which collectively comprise less than 3 percent of the total bridges within the district. 
While bridges are identified as contributing features, they are not individually eligible and are 
not noteworthy for their architectural style or design. Replacement bridges would be 
consistent in the scale and massing of the existing bridges. The placement of the additional 
bridge and the replacement Century Boulevard Bridges immediately adjacent to one another 
and their unified design in terms of scale, massing, and materials of construction result in 
their presentation almost as a single structure. As such, the rhythm of bridges along the 
freeway, as it currently exists, would not be altered by Alternatives 1, 2, 3, or 4.  



5 Evaluation of Section 4(f) Use 

 

 West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 

5-76 | July 2021  Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation 

Figure 5-6. I-105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District 

  
Source: Metro 2020a, WSP 2020 
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Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would realign approximately 2,500 feet of C-Line track and of I-105 
traffic lanes. The C (Green) Line runs the length of the district (18.1 miles). The proposed 
realignment would potentially impact at a maximum 2,500 feet, or less than 3 percent of the 
entire C (Green) Line roadway which is considered a character-defining feature. The proposed 
realignment would shift the rail line location a maximum of 7.5 feet and it would not remove or 
alter the C (Green) Line design. Similarly, the 2,500 feet of I-105 traffic lanes proposed for 
realignment comprise less than 3 percent of I-105 lanes within the district. The road 
realignment would not alter the District’s transportation function or result in major changes to 
physical features within the property’s setting that contribute to its historic significance. 

The Section 106 review concluded that Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would not alter any of the 
characteristics of the 105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District that qualify it for 
inclusion in the NRHP in a manner that would diminish the integrity of its location, design, 
materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. The Project would have no adverse operational 
effect on the historic district. Based on the preliminary Section 106 no adverse effect 
determination, FTA has preliminarily determined that Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would have 
a de minimis impact on the 105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

To accommodate project features within the freeway envelope, Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 
would realign approximately 2,500 feet of existing C-Line tracks and 2,500 feet of I-105 traffic 
lanes to enable the construction and operation of an infill station that would be constructed 
in the median of the freeway. This work would be conducted within the limits of the 
105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District. The historic property would not require 
temporary occupancy beyond what is needed to construct Alternatives 1, 2, 3, or 4, including 
realignment and reconstruction of portions of I-105 and the C (Green) Line. The Project would 
have no adverse construction effect on the features, activities, or attributes that contribute to 
the historic district’s NRHP eligibility. These temporary construction effects were considered 
as part of FTA’s No Adverse Effect finding under Section 106 and consultation with the 
California SHPO. The preliminary No Adverse Effect finding under Section 106 documents 
that construction of Alternatives 1, 2, 3, or 4 would not adversely affect the activities, features, 
or attributes of the 105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District that qualify it for 
protection under Section 4(f). Based on the preliminary Section 106 no adverse effect 
determination, FTA has preliminarily determined that Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would have 
a de minimis impact on the 105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired [23 CFR 774.15(a)]. The Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) states 
that “[c]onstructive use of Section 4(f) property is only possible in the absence of a permanent 
incorporation of land or a temporary occupancy of the type that constitutes a Section 4(f) 
use.” While, per definition, a constructive use does not occur to properties for which there is 
an incorporation of land, the Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined that there 
would be no adverse effect on the historic property. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a 
constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 
for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National 
Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As 
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part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to 
obtain concurrence on this determination. Because the Project would incorporate land from 
and not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property, 
it would not have a constructive use of the 105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would result in permanent 
incorporation and temporary occupancy within portions of the I-105/Century Freeway-
Transitway Historic District. However, the Section 4(f) use of this historic site would not 
adversely affect the features, activities, or attributes that contribute to its NRHP eligibility. 
Additionally, based on the preliminary Section 106 no adverse effect determination, FTA has 
preliminarily determined that Alternatives 1, 2, 3, or 4 would have a de minimis impact on the 
I-105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District for the permanent incorporation of land 
from and temporary occupancy during construction in the district. These preliminary 
determinations are pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and concurrence 
from the California SHPO.  

 Bellflower Pacific Electric Railway Depot 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4, the Bellflower Pacific Electric 
Railway Depot is a one-story building designed with minimal Classical Revival-style 
architectural elements (Figure 4-1e). Constructed ca. 1905, the building was recently restored 
in a historically accurate manner; its appearance is consistent with its original design. 

The proposed alignment within Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would be located at-grade within the 
existing PEROW. The Bellflower Station would be located to the west of the depot, across 
Bellflower Boulevard within the PEROW.  

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4, would not alter any of the characteristics of the Bellflower Depot 
that qualify it for inclusion in the NRHP. The Project would not diminish the integrity of the 
historic property’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and association. 
Under Section 106, the Project would have no adverse effect on this historic property. The 
Project would have no acquisition or direct physical effects to the Bellflower Pacific Electric 
Railway Depot; therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into 
Alternatives 1, 2, 3, or 4. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

The Project would not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project 
construction, TCEs, or other temporary use from the depot building. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no adverse effect on the historic property. 23 CFR 
774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the 
requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed 
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on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties 
affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are 
consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending 
final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect on the historic property, 
it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Bellflower Pacific Electric 
Railway Depot because these alternatives would be located within the existing PEROW, or to 
the west of the depot, with no permanent incorporation, temporary occupancy, or 
constructive use of the resource. 

 10040 Flora Vista Street, Bellflower 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4, the property at 10040 Flora 
Vista Street in Bellflower is an irregularly shaped parcel containing a single-family residence 
and detached garage (Figure 4-1e). Alternative 1, 2, 3, and 4 would be slightly above grade, 
transitioning from at-grade into an aerial viaduct within the existing PEROW. The PEROW is 
located directly to the south of the property, which faces north towards Flora Vista Street. The 
Project would not diminish the integrity of the property’s location, design, setting, materials, 
workmanship, feeling and association. The Project would have no adverse effect on this 
historic property. The Project would have no acquisition or direct physical effects to 10040 
Flora Vista Street; therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into 
Alternatives 1, 2, 3, or 4. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

The Project would not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project 
construction, TCEs, or other temporary use. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no adverse effect on the historic property. 23 CFR 
774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the 
requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed 
on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties 
affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are 
consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending 
final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect on the historic property, 
it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 
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 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of 10040 Flora Vista Street because 
these alternatives would be located within the existing PEROW with no permanent 
incorporation, temporary occupancy, or constructive use of the resource. 

 Union Pacific Los Angeles River Rail Bridge, South Gate 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, the Union Pacific Los Angeles 
River Bridge is a subdivided Warren through truss rail bridge constructed in 1932 (Figure 
4-1d). The Project would require construction of a new railroad bridge crossing over the Los 
Angeles River. The existing Union Pacific Los Angeles River Bridge would remain intact and 
continue to be used for freight operations. The new railroad bridge would be constructed to the 
north of the existing structure. The Project would not diminish the integrity of its location, 
design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and association. The Project would have no 
adverse effect on this historic property. The Project would have no acquisition or direct physical 
effects to the bridge; therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated 
into Alternatives 1, 2, or 3. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

The Project would not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project 
construction, TCEs, or other temporary use. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no adverse effect on the historic property. 23 CFR 
774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the 
requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed 
on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties 
affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are 
consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending 
final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect on the historic property, 
it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Union Pacific Los Angeles 
River Bridge because these alternatives would include a new railroad bridge to the north of 
the existing structure with no permanent incorporation, temporary occupancy, or 
constructive use of the resource. 
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 Our Lady of the Rosary Church 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for the Paramount MSF Option, Our Lady of the Rosary 
Church and Elementary School campus (campus) at 14813-14819 Paramount Boulevard in 
the City of Paramount consists of approximately 11 buildings sited around a central paved 
parking lot and adjacent playing field (Figure 4-1d). The Project would not alter any of the 
characteristics of the Our Lady of the Rosary Church building that qualify it for inclusion in 
the NRHP. The Project would not diminish the integrity of the historic property’s location, 
design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and association. The Project would have no 
adverse effect on this historic property. The Project would have no acquisition or direct 
physical effects to the campus; therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be permanently 
incorporated into the Paramount MSF site option. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

The Project would not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project 
construction, TCEs, or other temporary use. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The alignment would be located approximately 
one-third of a mile north of the Our Lady of the Rosary Church. The Section 106 evaluation 
preliminarily determined that there would be no adverse effect on the historic property. 23 
CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the 
requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed 
on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties 
affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are 
consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending 
final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect on the historic property, 
it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 with the Paramount MSF site option would have no Section 4(f) 
use of the Our Lady of the Rosary Church because these alternatives include an MSF option 
outside the resource boundaries with no permanent incorporation, temporary occupancy, or 
constructive use of the resource. 

 6000 Alameda Street 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, 6000 Alameda Street, Huntington 
Park is a two-story, daylight factory building developed for the National Automatic Pan 
Corporation in 1925 (Figure 4-1b). The proposed alignment for Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would 
be located at-grade along Randolph Street. The Project would require improvements to the 
existing grade crossing at the intersection of Randolph Street and Alameda Street, which 
would result in a minor, partial acquisition from the curbside along Randolph Street. 
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The Project would not alter any of the characteristics of 6000 Alameda Street that qualify it 
for inclusion in the NRHP. The Project would not diminish the integrity of the property’s 
integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and association. The 
Project would have no adverse effect on this historic property. The Project would incorporate 
land from the curbside along Randolph Street. Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would require 
approximately 800 square feet of a permanent surface acquisition from the Section 4(f) 
property. Based on the preliminary Section 106 no adverse effect determination, FTA has 
preliminarily determined that Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would have a de minimis impact on 
6000 Alameda Street. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 would not require temporary occupancy beyond the grade-crossing 
improvements, monitoring, and surveying activities that were considered in the Section 106 
effect finding of the property for right-of-entry, project construction, TCEs, or other temporary 
use. The temporary activities during construction would not have an adverse effect on the 
features, activities, or attributes that contribute to the historic property’s NRHP eligibility. Based 
on the preliminary Section 106 no adverse effect determination, FTA has preliminarily 
determined that Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would have a de minimis impact on 6000 Alameda Street. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired [23 CFR 774.15(a)]. The Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) states 
that “[c]onstructive use of Section 4(f) property is only possible in the absence of a permanent 
incorporation of land or a temporary occupancy of the type that constitutes a Section 4(f) 
use.” While, per definition, a constructive use does not occur to properties for which there is 
an incorporation of land, the Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined that there 
would be no adverse effect on the historic property. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a 
constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 
for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National 
Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As 
part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to 
obtain concurrence on this determination. Because the Project would incorporate land from 
and not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property, 
it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 would result in permanent 
incorporation of land within portions of 6000 Alameda Street and temporary occupancy for 
vibration monitoring during construction. However, the Section 4(f) use of this historic 
Section 4(f) property would not adversely affect the features or attributes that contribute to its 
NRHP eligibility. Additionally, based on the preliminary Section 106 no adverse effect 
determination, FTA has preliminarily determined that Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would have a 
de minimis impact for the permanent incorporation of land from and temporary occupancy 
during construction of 6000 Alameda Street. These preliminary determinations are pending 
the completion of Section 106 consultation and concurrence from the California SHPO. 
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Alternative 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of 6000 Alameda Street because this alternative 
is not in close proximity to the resource. 

 6101 Santa Fe Avenue 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Situated in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 1, 2, and 3, 6101 Santa Fe Avenue in the City of 
Huntington Park is a one-story daylight factory building developed by the Sav-A-Day Laundry 
Company in 1928 (Figure 4-1b). The proposed alignment for Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would be 
constructed at-grade within the existing La Habra Branch right-of-way in the median of 
Randolph Street. Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would improve the existing grade crossing/separation 
at the Santa Fe Avenue and Randolph Street intersection. Approximately 200 square feet of the 
property’s northeast corner would be acquired to accommodate alterations to the right-of-way 
and sidewalk for the grade crossing/separation improvements. The building and portion of the 
property not affected by Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 would remain as it is today. The Project would 
not diminish the integrity of the 6101 Santa Fe Avenue’s location, design, setting, materials, 
workmanship, feeling and association. The Project would have no adverse effect on this historic 
property. Based on the preliminary Section 106 no adverse effect determination, FTA has 
preliminarily determined that Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would have a de minimis impact on 
6101 Santa Fe Avenue. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 would not require temporary occupancy beyond the grade-crossing 
improvements, monitoring, and surveying activities that were considered in the Section 106 
effect finding of the property for construction of grade crossing/separation improvements. The 
temporary activities during construction would not have an adverse effect on the features, 
activities, or attributes that contribute to the historic property’s NRHP eligibility. Based on the 
preliminary Section 106 no adverse effect determination, FTA has preliminarily determined 
that Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would have a de minimis impact on 6101 Santa Fe Avenue. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired [23 CFR 774.15(a)]. The Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) states 
that “[c]onstructive use of Section 4(f) property is only possible in the absence of a permanent 
incorporation of land or a temporary occupancy of the type that constitutes a Section 4(f) 
use.” While, per definition, a constructive use does not occur to properties for which there is 
an incorporation of land, the Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined that there 
would be no adverse effect on the historic property. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a 
constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 
for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National 
Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As 
part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to 
obtain concurrence on this determination. Because the Project would incorporate land from 
and not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property, 
it would not have a constructive use of the historic property.  
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 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would result in permanent 
incorporation of land within portions of 6101 Santa Fe Avenue. However, the Section 4(f) use 
of this historic Section 4(f) property would not adversely affect the features or attributes that 
contribute to its NRHP eligibility. Additionally, based on the preliminary Section 106 no 
adverse effect determination, FTA has preliminarily determined that Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 
would have a de minimis impact for the permanent incorporation of land from and temporary 
occupancy during construction of 6101 Santa Fe Avenue. These preliminary determinations 
are pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and concurrence from the California 
SHPO. Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would have a Section 4(f) de minimis impact to 6101 Santa Fe 
Avenue. Alternative 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of 6101 Santa Fe Avenue because this 
alternative is not located in proximity to the resource. 

 2860 Randolph Street 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternative 1, 2, and 3, the property at 2860 Randolph Street 
in the City of Huntington Park consists of a Tudor Revival-style single-family residence, a 
detached garage, and an apartment building at the rear of the parcel built with no discernible 
style (Figure 4-1b). The proposed alignment for Alternative 1, 2, or 3 would be constructed at-
grade within the existing La Habra Branch right-of-way in the median of Randolph Street. The 
property would not be subject to any permanent easements or displacements. The Project 
would not diminish the integrity of the property’s location, design, setting, materials, 
workmanship, feeling and association. The Project would have no adverse effect on this historic 
property. The Project would have no acquisition or direct physical effects to 2860 Randolph 
Street; therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into the Project. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 would not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-
entry, project construction, TCEs, or other temporary use. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no adverse effect on the historic property. 23 CFR 
774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the 
requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed 
on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties 
affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are 
consulting with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending 
final concurrence, because the Project would have no adverse effect on the historic property, 
it would not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property and, therefore, it would not have a constructive use of the historic property. 
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 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of 2860 Randolph Street because 
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would be located within the La Habra Branch right-of-way with no 
permanent incorporation, temporary occupancy, or constructive use of the resource, and 
Alternative 4 is not located in proximity to the resource. 

 6300-6302 State Street  

 Permanent Incorporation 

Located in the Section 106 APE for Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, the Spanish Colonial Revival-style 
bungalow court at 6300 State Street consists of two single-story multi-family residential 
buildings at the front of the property and a pair of two-story apartment buildings at the rear. 
The proposed alignment for Alternative 1, 2, or 3 would be constructed at-grade along the La 
Habra Branch right-of-way, in the Randolph Street median. The property is located 
approximately 650 feet south of the alignment. The property would not be subject to any 
permanent easements or displacements. The Project would not alter any of the characteristics 
of 6300-6302 State Street that qualify it for inclusion in the NRHP, nor would it diminish its 
integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and association. 
Therefore, the Project would have no adverse effect for this individual historic property under 
Section 106. No portion of the Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into 
the Project. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 would not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-
entry, project construction, TCEs, or other temporary use. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired (23 CFR 774.15(a)). The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no adverse effect for 6300-6302 State Street. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) 
states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 
CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the 
National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse 
effect.’” As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California 
SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending final concurrence, because the 
Project would have no effect on the historic property, it would not substantially impair the 
activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, therefore, it would not have a 
constructive use of the historic property. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of 6300-6302 State Street because 
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would be located within the La Habra Branch right-of-way with no 
permanent incorporation, temporary occupancy, or constructive use of the resource, and 
Alternative 4 is not located in proximity to the resource. 
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 Downtown Los Angeles Industrial Historic District  

 Permanent Incorporation 

A portion of the Downtown Los Angeles Industrial Historic District is within the Section 106 
APE for Alternative 1. It is significant for its role in the industrial development of Los Angeles 
and eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion A with an associated period of significance 
spanning from 1900 to 1940 (Figure 5-7). A portion of the district, including 8 contributing 
resources, is within the Section 106 APE for Alternative 1. Two of the buildings are individually 
eligible. Question 2B of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) asks, How does Section 4(f) 
apply in historic districts that are on or eligible for the NR[HP]? The guidance states: 

Within a NR[HP] listed or eligible historic district, [FTA]’s long-standing policy is that 
Section 4(f) applies to those properties that are considered contributing to the eligibility of 
the historic district, as well as any individually eligible property within the district. Elements 
within the boundaries of a historic district are assumed to contribute, unless they are 
determined by [FTA] in consultation with the SHPO/THPO not to contribute. 

Question 7C of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) further asks, How is Section 4(f) 
use determined in historic districts? The guidance includes: 

When a project requires land from a non-historic or non-contributing property lying within 
a historic district and does not use other land within the historic district that is considered 
contributing to its historic significance, [FTA]’s longstanding policy is that there is no direct 
use of the historic district for purposes of Section 4(f). With respect to constructive use, if the 
Section 106 consultation results in a determination of no historic properties affected or no 
adverse effect, there is no Section 4(f) constructive use of the district as a whole […]. When a 
project uses land from an individually eligible property within a historic district, or a 
property that is a contributing element to the historic district, Section 4(f) is applicable. In 
instances where a determination is made under Section 106 of no historic properties affected 
or no adverse effect, then the use may be approved with a de minimis impact determination. 

Based on the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012), Section 4(f) applies to the Angel City 
Brewing/John A. Roebling’s Sons Company Building and 500 South Alameda Street as 
individually eligible properties and to 701 East 3rd Street, 312 South Alameda Street, 400 
South Alameda Street, 422-430 South Alameda Street, 436 South Alameda Street, and 430 
South Alameda Street as contributing properties. The preliminary Section 106 finding for 
each of the eight individually eligible or contributing property within the district and for the 
district as a whole was no adverse effect. Noise related to underground rail operations would 
not transmit to surface levels (Metro 2021b). The acquisition of property within the district 
would be entirely from non-contributing elements of the district. Because there would be no 
acquisition from any of the contributing properties, no Section 4(f) property from the 
Downtown Los Angeles Industrial Historic District would be permanently incorporated into 
Alternative 1. 
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Figure 5-7. Downtown Los Angeles Industrial Historic District 

  
Source: Metro 2020a, WSP 2020 
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 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternative 1 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on the properties within the Downtown Los Angeles Industrial Historic District. 
During construction, vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation 
of the historic building closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When 
construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration 
monitors would be removed. The temporary occupancy was considered in the Section 106 
effects determination. Pending conclusion of SHPO consultation, the FTA has made a 
preliminary finding that the temporary occupancy exception applies to the Downtown Los 
Angeles Industrial Historic District, based on 23 CFR Section 774.13 that a temporary 
occupancy of a property does not constitute a use of a Section 4(f) resource when all the 
following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic 
building closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are 
no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. 
The monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic district would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot 
recording device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic 
hockey puck or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or 
attached to the structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to 
the historic district. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or 
permanent adverse changes or interference with the district or contributing resources’ 
historic integrity, features, or attributes that contribute to the district’s NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 
4(f) property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy 
exception to the district and contributing properties. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
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substantially impaired [23 CFR 774.15(a)]. The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no adverse effect. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a 
constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 
for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National 
Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As 
part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to 
obtain concurrence on this determination. Pending final concurrence, because the Project 
would have no effect on the historic property, it would not substantially impair the activities, 
features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, therefore, it would not have a 
constructive use of the historic district. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternative 1 would qualify for 
the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no Section 4(f) use of the Downtown Los 
Angeles Industrial Historic District. Alternatives 2, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of 
the Downtown Los Angeles Industrial Historic District because these alternatives are not 
located in proximity to the resource. 

 Broadway Theater and Commercial Historic District 

 Permanent Incorporation 

The NRHP-listed Broadway Theater and Commercial Historic District (Figure 5-8) is 
significant under Criterion A as Los Angeles’ primary commercial and theater center during 
the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, and under Criterion C for its high 
concentration of architecturally significant buildings. A portion of the district, including 1 
contributing resource, the Merritt Building at 301 West 8th Street, is within the Section 106 
APE for Alternative 2. The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined that there would 
be no historic properties affected on the Merritt Building and a finding of no adverse effect on 
the NRHP-listed Broadway Theater and Commercial Historic District. The Project would 
require a permanent, partial underground easement for the construction and operation of the 
rail tunnel. Noise related to underground rail operations would not transmit to surface levels 
(Metro 2021b). Alternative 2 would require approximately 200 square feet of permanent 
underground easement below the district. As described in Section 1.1.3, the Section 4(f) 
Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) addresses Section 4(f) evaluation of historic districts. Question 
7C provides guidance through the question, How is Section 4(f) use determined in historic 
districts? The answer includes: 

When a project requires land from a non-historic or non-contributing property lying within 
a historic district and does not use other land within the historic district that is considered 
contributing to its historic significance, [FTA]’s longstanding policy is that there is no direct 
use of the historic district for purposes of Section 4(f). 

Per Question 28A of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, the tunnel associated with Alternative 2 
would be below the Section 106 APE for the property, would not disturb an archaeological 
site, and would not impair the historic values of the historic site; therefore, per the Section 
4(f) Policy Paper, Section 4(f) would not apply to tunneling under a portion of the Broadway 
Theater and Commercial Historic District. 
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Figure 5-8. Broadway Theater and Commercial Historic District 

  
Source: Metro 2020a, WSP 2020 



 5 Evaluation of Section 4(f) Use  

 

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project   

Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation July 2021 | 5-91 

In the case that the underground easement were considered an incorporation of land, 
Alternative 1 would not substantially impair the historic values of the historic site, as 
indicated by the preliminary Section 106 determination of no adverse effect on the historic 
district. The easement would be a de minimis impact under Section 4(f). 

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Alternative 2 would require a temporary easement to accommodate placement of vibration 
monitors on the properties within the Broadway Theater and Commercial Historic District. 
During construction, vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation 
of the historic buildings closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When 
construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration 
monitors would be removed. The temporary occupancy was considered in the Section 106 
effects determination. Pending conclusion of SHPO consultation, the FTA has made a 
preliminary finding that the temporary occupancy exception applies to the Broadway Theater 
and Commercial Historic District, based on 23 CFR Section 774.13 that a temporary 
occupancy of a property does not constitute a use of a Section 4(f) resource when all the 
following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

Vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site at the elevation of the historic 
building closest to the construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are 
no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors would be removed. 
The monitors would be in place for a few weeks at most. 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Work on the contributing elements of the historic district would be limited to placement of 
vibration monitors. Vibration monitors consist of a small, approximately 1-cubic-foot 
recording device connected to one or more accelerometers, which often resemble a metallic 
hockey puck or Rubik’s Cube, that is placed on the ground adjacent to the structure or 
attached to the structure by removable putty or tape. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Per the preliminary Section 106 finding, the Project would not result in an adverse effect to 
the historic district. Temporary construction effects would not result in temporary or 
permanent adverse changes or interference with the district or contributing resources’ 
historic integrity, features, or attributes that contribute to the district’s NRHP eligibility.  

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

The vibration monitors would not result in temporary or permanent changes to the Section 
4(f) property. Any alteration to the property would be removed and the property restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.1, the FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO 
regarding the Section 106 effect finding and application of the temporary occupancy 
exception to the district and contributing properties.  
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 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired [23 CFR 774.15(a)]. The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined 
that there would be no adverse effect on the historic property. 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a 
constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 
for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on or eligible for the National 
Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” As 
part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to 
obtain concurrence on this determination. Because Alternative 2 would incorporate land from 
and not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property, it 
would not have a constructive use of the historic district. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternative 2 would result in subsurface right-of-way 
acquisition within non-contributing portions of the Broadway Theater and Commercial 
Historic District. Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.2, Alternative 2 
would qualify for the temporary occupancy exception resulting in no Section 4(f) use of the 
Broadway Theater and Commercial Historic District. These preliminary determinations are 
pending the completion of Section 106 consultation and concurrence from the California 
SHPO. Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Broadway Theater and 
Commercial Historic District because these alternatives are not in close proximity to the 
resource. 

 Seventh Street Commercial Historic District 

 Permanent Incorporation 

The Seventh Street Commercial Historic District is an eight-block-long commercial district in 
the center of downtown Los Angeles. A portion of the district is within the Section 106 APE for 
Alternative 2. The district includes parcels on both sides of Seventh Street between Main Street 
on the east and Figueroa Street on the west (Figure 5-9). The Barker Brothers Furniture Store 
(found to have a de minimis impact in Section 5.2.15) is the only contributing resource to the 
Seventh Street Commercial Historic District that is located within the Section 106 APE. The 
Section 106 evaluation preliminarily determined that there would be no adverse effect on the 
Barker Brothers Furniture Store. As described in Section 1.1.3, the Section 4(f) Policy Paper 
(USDOT 2012) addresses Section 4(f) evaluation of historic districts. Question 2B of the 
Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) asks, How does Section 4(f) apply in historic districts that are 
on or eligible for the NR[HP]? The guidance states: 

Within a NR[HP] listed or eligible historic district, [FTA]’s long-standing policy is that 
Section 4(f) applies to those properties that are considered contributing to the eligibility of 
the historic district, as well as any individually eligible property within the district. Elements 
within the boundaries of a historic district are assumed to contribute, unless they are 
determined by [FTA] in consultation with the SHPO/THPO not to contribute. 
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Figure 5-9. Seventh Street Commercial Historic District 

  
Source: Metro 2020a, WSP 2020 
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As documented in Section 5.2.15, Alternative 2 would require approximately 6,870 square feet 
of permanent underground easement for the construction and operation of a pedestrian 
tunnel segment that would connect with the existing 7th Street/Metro Center Station through 
the basement of the Barker Brothers Furniture Store, a contributing resource to the Seventh 
Street Commercial Historic District. Based on the preliminary Section 106 no adverse effect 
determination, FTA has preliminarily determined that Alternative 2 would have a de minimis 
impact on the Seventh Street Commercial Historic District. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

Alternative 2 would not require temporary occupancy beyond activities that were considered in 
the Section 106 effect finding of the property for right-of-entry, project construction, TCEs, or 
other temporary use needed to construct the pedestrian tunnel connection to the existing 7th 
Street/Metro Center Station. The temporary impact that would occur during the construction 
phase was included in FTA’s effect determination under Section 106 and consultation with the 
California SHPO. During construction, vibration monitors would be placed on the historic site 
at the elevation of the historic building closest to construction activities within 200 feet. When 
construction activities are no longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration 
monitors would be removed. Based on the preliminary Section 106 no adverse effect 
determination, FTA has preliminarily determined that Alternative 2 would have a de minimis 
impact on the Seventh Street Commercial Historic District. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired [23 CFR 774.15(a)]. The Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) states 
that “[c]onstructive use of Section 4(f) property is only possible in the absence of a permanent 
incorporation of land or a temporary occupancy of the type that constitutes a Section 4(f) 
use.” 23 CFR 774.15(f)(1) states that a constructive use does not occur when “[c]ompliance 
with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5 for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site 
listed on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of ‘no historic 
properties affected’ or ‘no adverse effect.’” The Section 106 evaluation preliminarily 
determined that there would be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the 
Section 106 process, FTA and Metro are consulting with the California SHPO to obtain 
concurrence on this determination. Because the Project would incorporate land from and not 
substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property, it would 
not have a constructive use of the Seventh Street Commercial Historic District. 

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternative 2 would result in permanent incorporation of land 
within portions of the Seventh Street Commercial Historic District. However, the Section 4(f) 
use of this historic Section 4(f) property would not adversely affect the features or attributes 
that contribute to its NRHP eligibility. Additionally, based on the preliminary Section 106 no 
adverse effect determination, FTA has preliminarily determined that Alternative 2 would 
have a de minimis impact on the Seventh Street Commercial Historic District for permanent 
incorporation and temporary occupancy. These preliminary determinations are pending the 
completion of Section 106 consultation and concurrence from the California SHPO. 
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Alternatives 1, 3, and 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Seventh Street Commercial 
Historic District because these alternatives are not in close proximity to the resource. 

 Public Park and Recreation Areas 

 Los Angeles Plaza Park 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Los Angeles Plaza Park (El Pueblo De Los Angeles State Historic Park and Monument and 
Paseo de la Plaza Park) is approximately 240 feet from Alternative 1 and 770 feet from Design 
Option 1 (Figure 5-10). Alternative 1 would not require any parkland property acquisition; 
therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into Alternative 1.  

 Temporary Occupancy 

Alternative 1 would not require a right-of-entry, project construction, TCEs, or other 
temporary activity that would result in a temporary occupancy of Section 4(f) property. 

 Constructive Use 

The parkland property is located approximately 240 feet from the TCE, station entrance, and 
subsurface tunnel features of Alternative 1. The proximity impacts would not substantially 
impair the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the park property for 
protection under Section 4(f). No constructive use of the property, per CFR 774.15, would 
occur as described in the following subsections.  

Noise level increase 

As discussed in Section 1.2.3, constructive use for noise only occurs if the park is a noise-
sensitive facility, such as an amphitheater or campground, and the project generates noise 
levels that would substantially interfere with the use and enjoyment of the facility. Section 
5.2.2.1 of the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Final Noise and Vibration Impact 
Analysis Report (Metro 2021b) (Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report) indicates that 
Alternative 1 would be entirely underground from Los Angeles Union Station to just south of 
Olympic Boulevard and noise would not be audible at surface level receivers; therefore, noise 
attributable to Alternative 1 and Design Option 1 would not substantially interfere with the 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the urban park for protection under Section 4(f) 
and no adverse effects related to noise would occur. Construction noise mitigation measure 
NOI-8 would generally reduce construction noise levels to within the FTA construction noise 
criteria; temporary short-term exceedances of the criteria could occur (Metro 2021b) but would 
not be of such magnitude or duration to substantially impair use of the park.  

Impairment of aesthetic features  

The proximity of the Project would not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 
4(f) property that contribute to its value as an urban park, providing plaza space for gathering 
or viewing the El Pueblo Historical Monument. As noted in Section 5.2.1.1 of the West Santa 
Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report (Metro 
2021c) (Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report), the change in visual quality 
would be neutral and the Project would not alter or obstruct views of any scenic resources 
within the landscape unit including the monument and surrounding park and plaza areas. 
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Figure 5-10. Los Angeles Plaza Park 

  
Source: WSP 2020 
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Restricted access  

The Project would not restrict access to the public park and recreation areas. As noted in 
Section 5.2.1 of the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Final Parklands and 
Community Facilities Impact Analysis Report (Metro 2021a) (Final Parklands and Community 
Facilities Impact Analysis Report), the Project would not result in the loss of on-street 
parking or restriction in vehicle or pedestrian access to the Section 4(f) property. In addition, 
the Project would provide another mode of access to and from the park.  

Vibration impacts 

The vibration impact from construction or operation of the Project would not substantially 
impair the use of the Section 4(f) property. As described in Section 5.2.2.1 of the Final Noise 
and Vibration Impact Analysis Report (Metro 2021b), groundborne vibration would not 
adversely affect the Section 4(f) property. As described in Section 8.3.6 of that report, with 
mitigation, construction vibration would not exceed damage risk thresholds. 

Ecological intrusion 

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl 
refuge) that would be diminished by the Project.  

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

There would be no Section 4(f) use of the Los Angeles Plaza Park property by Alternative 1 
and Design Option 1 because permanent and temporary activities would be completed 
outside the resource boundaries (no permanent incorporation or temporary occupancy), and 
proximity impacts would not be severe or result in substantial impairment of the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the park property for protection under Section 
4(f) with implementation of mitigation (no constructive use). Alternatives 2, 3, and 4 would 
have no Section 4(f) use of Los Angeles Plaza Park because these alternatives are not in close 
proximity to the park. 

 Fred Roberts Recreation Center 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Fred Roberts Recreation Center is located adjacent to the existing railroad right-of-way and 
approximately 100 feet from Alternatives 1 and 2 (Figure 5-11). The Project would not require 
any parkland property acquisition; therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be permanently 
incorporated into Alternatives 1 and 2. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

Alternatives 1 and 2 would not require temporary occupancy of the parkland property for 
right-of-entry, project construction, TCEs, or other temporary use. 

 Constructive Use 

The parkland property is located approximately 100 feet from the aerial guideway for 
Alternatives 1 and 2. The proximity impacts would not substantially impair the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the park property for protection under Section 
4(f). No constructive use of the property would occur as defined in CFR 774.15 and described 
in the following subsections.  
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Figure 5-11. Fred Roberts Recreation Center 

  
Source: WSP 2020 
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Noise level increase 

Per FTA guidance, most parks used primarily for active recreation such as sports complexes 
and bike or running paths are not noise sensitive (FTA 2018). As discussed in Section 1.2.3, 
constructive use for noise only occurs if the park is a noise-sensitive facility. Consistent with 
this guidance, the analysis provided in Section 5.2.3.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact 
Analysis Report (Metro 2021b) does not identify the recreational uses within the park such as 
ball fields and courts as noise sensitive; therefore, Fred Roberts Recreation Center was not 
evaluated for noise impacts and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the 
park’s Section 4(f) protection. Construction noise mitigation measure NOI-8 would generally 
reduce construction noise levels to within the FTA construction noise criteria; temporary short-
term exceedances of the criteria could occur (Metro 2021b) but would not be of such magnitude 
or duration to substantially impair use of the recreation center.  

Impairment of aesthetic features  

The proximity of Alternatives 1 and 2 would not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the 
Section 4(f) property that contribute to its value as a recreation center. As noted in Section 4.1 
of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, there are no scenic resources or 
sensitive viewers identified at Fred Roberts Recreation Center. The park is located within the 
Industrial Landscape Unit, as described in Section 5.2.1 of the report, and the project 
components were determined to be compatible for the landscape unit; therefore, the change in 
visual quality would be neutral and no adverse visual effects are expected in this landscape unit. 

Restricted access  

Alternatives 1 and 2 would not result in restricted access that substantially diminishes the 
utility of the public park and recreation areas. As noted in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Parklands 
and Community Facilities Impact Analysis Report, the Project would not result in the loss of 
parking or restriction in vehicle or pedestrian access to the Section 4(f) property.  

Vibration impacts 

The vibration impact from construction or operation of Alternatives 1 and 2 would not 
substantially impair the use of the Section 4(f) property. As described in Section 5.2.3.1 of the 
Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report, vibration levels at the Fred Roberts 
Recreation Center are not predicted to exceed the FTA vibration impact threshold. As 
described in Section 8.3.6 of that report, with mitigation, construction vibration would not 
exceed damage risk thresholds. 

Ecological intrusion 

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl 
refuge) that would be diminished by the Project.  

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

There is no Section 4(f) use of the Fred Roberts Recreation Center property by the Project 
because permanent and temporary activities would be completed outside the resource 
boundaries (no permanent incorporation or temporary occupancy), and proximity impacts 
would not be severe or result in substantial impairment of the protected activities, features, 
or attributes that qualify the park property for protection under Section 4(f) with 
implementation of mitigation (no constructive use). Alternatives 3 and 4 would have no 
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Section 4(f) use of the Fred Roberts Recreation Center because these alternatives are not in 
close proximity to the recreation center. 

 Lillian Street Elementary School 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Lillian Street Elementary School has playground areas located approximately 320 feet from 
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 (Figure 5-12). The Project would not require any school property 
acquisition; therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into the 
Project. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

The recreation areas protected by Section 4(f) would not require temporary occupancy for 
right-of-entry, project construction, TCEs, or other temporary use. 

 Constructive Use 

While the school property is located approximately 50 feet from the aerial and at-grade track 
features for Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, the playground areas are approximately 320 feet from the 
alignment and the proximity impacts are not so severe that the protected recreation activities, 
features, or attributes that qualify the public school playground property for protection under 
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. No other constructive use of the property would occur 
as defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the following subsections.  

Noise level increase 

According to the analysis provided in Section 5.2.3.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact 
Analysis Report, the school property was identified as a noise-sensitive property (FTA Noise 
Category 3 Land Use). Table 5.6 of that report indicates that the Lillian Street Elementary 
School property is not predicted to exceed the FTA noise impact threshold as a result of the 
Project. Construction noise mitigation measure NOI-8 would generally reduce construction 
noise levels to within the FTA construction noise criteria; temporary short-term exceedances 
of the criteria could occur (Metro 2021b) but would not be of such magnitude or duration to 
substantially impair use of the school playground.  

Impairment of aesthetic features  

The proximity of the Project would not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property that contribute to its value as publicly available recreation space on a school property. As 
noted in Section 4.1 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, there are no scenic 
resources or sensitive viewers identified at Lillian Street Elementary School. The school is located 
within the Industrial Landscape Unit, as described in Section 5.2.1 of the report, and the project 
components were determined to be compatible for the landscape unit; therefore, the change in 
visual quality would be neutral and no adverse visual effects are expected. 

Restricted access  

The Project would not restrict access to the publicly available recreational uses on the school 
property. As noted in Section 5.2.3.1 and Section 5.2.3.2 of the Final Parklands and 
Community Facilities Impact Analysis Report, no restriction of vehicle or pedestrian access 
to community facilities is anticipated.  
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Figure 5-12. Lillian Street Elementary School 

  
Source: WSP 2020 
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Vibration impacts 

The vibration impact from construction or operation of the Project would not substantially 
impair the use of the Section 4(f) property. As noted in Section 5.2.3.1 of the Final Noise and 
Vibration Impact Analysis Report and as indicated in Table 5.8 of that report, vibration levels 
at Lillian Street Elementary School would not exceed the FTA vibration impact threshold; 
therefore, Lillian Street Elementary School would not be affected by groundborne vibration. 
As described in Section 8.3.6 of that report, with mitigation, construction vibration would not 
exceed damage risk thresholds. 

Ecological intrusion 

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl 
refuge) that would be diminished by the Project.  

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

There would be no Section 4(f) use of the Lillian Street Elementary School recreational 
property by Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 because permanent and temporary activities would be 
completed outside the resource boundaries (no permanent incorporation or temporary 
occupancy), and proximity impacts would not be severe or result in substantial impairment 
of the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the park property for protection 
under Section 4(f) with implementation of mitigation (no constructive use). Alternative 4 
would have no Section 4(f) use of Lillian Street Elementary School because the alternative is 
not in close proximity to the school playground. 

 San Antonio Elementary School 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would require acquisition of a portion of the San Antonio Elementary 
School property to construct a grade crossing for the at-grade track just north of the school 
property. The partial acquisition of the school property does not include the area with 
recreational use. Figure 5-13 shows the school property boundary, the boundary of the 
recreation areas on the property that are protected by Section 4(f), and the partial acquisition 
required for the grade crossing and separation for the at-grade track. The playground and 
recreation area of the school, which is the property protected by Section 4(f), is approximately 
75 feet from the property that would be required for grade crossing improvements and 
approximately 270 feet from the alignment. The recreation area, which is the Section 4(f)-
protected property, would not be permanently incorporated into the Project. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

The recreation area protected by Section 4(f) would not require temporary occupancy for 
right-of-entry, project construction, TCEs, or other temporary use. 

 Constructive Use 

While the school property would require limited acquisition for Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, the 
playground areas are approximately 270 feet from the alignment and the proximity impacts 
are not so severe that the protected recreation activities, features, or attributes that qualify the 
public school playground property for protection under Section 4(f) are substantially 
impaired. No other constructive use of the property would occur as defined in CFR 774.15 
and as described in the following subsections.  
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Figure 5-13. San Antonio Elementary School 

  
Source: WSP 2020 



5 Evaluation of Section 4(f) Use 

 

 West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 

5-104 | July 2021  Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation 

Noise level increase 

According to the analysis provided in Section 5.2.3.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact 
Analysis Report, the school property was identified as a noise-sensitive property (FTA Noise 
Category 3 Land Use). Table 5.6 of that report indicates that the San Antonio Elementary 
School property would not exceed the FTA noise impact threshold as a result of the Project. 
Construction noise mitigation measure NOI-8 would generally reduce construction noise 
levels to within the FTA construction noise criteria; temporary short-term exceedances of the 
criteria could occur (Metro 2021b) but would not be of such magnitude or duration to 
substantially impair use of the school playground.  

Impairment of aesthetic features  

The proximity of the Project would not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 
4(f) property that contribute to its value as publicly available recreation space on a school 
property. As noted in Section 4.1 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, 
there are no scenic resources or sensitive viewers identified at San Antonio Elementary 
School. The school is located within the Industrial and Residential Landscape Unit, as 
described in Section 5.2.1 of the report, and the project components were determined to be 
compatible for the landscape unit; therefore, the change in visual quality would be neutral 
and no adverse visual effects are expected in this landscape unit and no adverse visual effects 
are expected in this landscape unit. 

Restricted access  

The Project would not restrict access to the publicly available recreational uses on the school 
property. As noted in Section 5.2.3.1 and Section 5.2.3.2 of the Final Parklands and 
Community Facilities Impact Analysis Report, no restriction of vehicle or pedestrian access 
to community facilities is anticipated.  

Vibration impacts 

As described in Section 5.2.3.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report, 
groundborne vibration from construction and operation of the project would not adversely 
affect San Antonio Elementary School. As described in Section 8.3.6 of that report, with 
mitigation, construction vibration would not exceed damage risk thresholds. 

Ecological intrusion 

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl 
refuge) that would be diminished by the Project.  

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

There would be no Section 4(f) use of the San Antonio Elementary School recreational 
property by Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 because permanent and temporary activities would be 
completed outside the resource boundaries (no permanent incorporation or temporary 
occupancy), and proximity impacts would not be severe or result in substantial impairment 
of the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the park property for protection 
under Section 4(f) with implementation of mitigation (no constructive use). Alternative 4 
would have no Section 4(f) use of San Antonio Elementary School because the alternative is 
not in close proximity to the school playground. 
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 Salt Lake Park 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Salt Lake Park is located adjacent to the existing railroad right-of-way and approximately 70 
feet from Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 (Figure 5-14). The Project would not require any parkland 
property acquisition; therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated 
into the Project. Currently a portion of the railroad right-of-way is used for vehicle parking by 
visitors to the Salt Lake Park Community Center. There is no record of official property 
easement or lease for that use of the right-of-way. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

The parkland property would not require temporary occupancy for right-of-entry, project 
construction, TCEs, or other temporary use. 

 Constructive Use 

While the parkland property is located approximately 70 feet from the at-grade track feature 
of the Project, the proximity impacts are not so severe that the protected activities, features, 
or attributes that qualify the park property for protection under Section 4(f) are substantially 
impaired. No constructive use of the property would occur as defined in CFR 774.15 and 
described in the following subsections.  

Noise level increase 

As discussed in Section 1.2.3, constructive use for noise only occurs if the park is a noise-
sensitive facility. Per FTA guidance, most parks used primarily for active recreation, such as 
sports complexes and bike or running paths, are not noise sensitive (FTA 2018). According to 
the analysis provided in Section 5.2.3.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis 
Report, the active recreational uses within the park such as ball fields, baseball diamond and 
recreation facility are not noise sensitive; therefore, Salt Lake Park was not evaluated for 
noise impacts and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the park’s Section 
4(f) protection. Construction noise mitigation measure NOI-8 would generally reduce 
construction noise levels to within the FTA construction noise criteria; temporary short-term 
exceedances of the criteria could occur (Metro 2021b) but would not be of such magnitude or 
duration to substantially impair use of the park.  

Impairment of aesthetic features  

The proximity of the Project would not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 
4(f) property that contribute to its value as a public park and recreation center. As noted in 
Section 4.1 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the park itself is 
identified as a scenic resource to the surrounding area, with the park users being the 
sensitive viewers. The park is located within the Industrial and Residential Landscape Unit, 
as described in Section 5.2.1 of the report, and the project components were determined to be 
compatible for the landscape unit; therefore, the change in visual quality would be neutral, 
with no change in topography and no alteration or obstruction of views of Salt Lake Park, 
which was identified as a scenic resource for the landscape unit. Therefore, adverse visual 
effects would not occur. 



5 Evaluation of Section 4(f) Use 

 

 West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 

5-106 | July 2021  Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation 

Figure 5-14. Salt Lake Park 

  
Source: WSP 2020 
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Restricted access  

The Project would not restrict access to the public park and recreation areas. As noted in Section 
5.2.1 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact Analysis Report, the Project would 
result in the loss of approximately 114 off-site parking spaces located within the San Pedro 
Subdivision right-of-way that were developed by the City of Huntington Park and used by Salt 
Lake Park Community Center visitors. There is no record of official property easement or lease 
for that use of the right-of-way. Removal of the off-site parking spaces would not result in an 
adverse effect on park access or the recreational use of the park. No other restriction of vehicle or 
pedestrian access to the Section 4(f) property is anticipated. In addition, the Project would provide 
another mode of access to and from the park and recreation center.  

Vibration impacts 

As described in Section 5.2.3.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report, 
groundborne vibration from construction and operation of the project would not adversely 
affect Salt Lake Park. As described in Section 8.3.6 of that report, with mitigation, 
construction vibration would not exceed damage risk thresholds. 

Ecological intrusion 

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl 
refuge) that would be diminished by the Project.  

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

There would be no Section 4(f) use of the Salt Lake Park property by Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 
because permanent and temporary activities would be completed outside the resource 
boundaries (no permanent incorporation or temporary occupancy), and proximity impacts 
would not be severe or result in substantial impairment of the protected activities, features, 
or attributes that qualify the park property for protection under Section 4(f) with 
implementation of mitigation (no constructive use). Alternative 4 would have no Section 4(f) 
use of Salt Lake Park because the alternative is not in close proximity to the park. 

 Legacy High School Complex 

 Permanent Incorporation 

The Legacy High School Complex sports fields are located approximately 140 feet from 
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 (Figure 5-15). Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would not require any school 
property acquisition; therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated 
into the Project. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

The recreational areas protected by Section 4(f) would not require temporary occupancy for 
right-of-entry, project construction, TCEs, or other temporary use. 

 Constructive Use 

While the school property is located approximately 140 feet from the aerial and at-grade track 
features of Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, the proximity impacts are not so severe that the protected 
recreation activities, features, or attributes that qualify the public school property for 
protection under Section 4(f) would be substantially impaired. No constructive use of the 
property would occur as defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the following subsections.  
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Figure 5-15. Legacy High School Complex 

  
Source: WSP 2020 
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Noise level increase 

As discussed in Section 1.2.3, constructive use for noise only occurs if the park is a noise-
sensitive facility. Per FTA guidance, most parks used primarily for active recreation, such as 
sports complexes and bike or running paths, are not noise sensitive (FTA 2018). According to 
the analysis provided in Section 5.3.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis 
Report, the active recreational areas of the school property, located near the Project, were not 
identified as a sensitive noise receptor; therefore, the Legacy High School Complex was not 
evaluated for noise impacts and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the 
recreational area’s Section 4(f) protection. Construction noise mitigation measure NOI-8 
would generally reduce construction noise levels to within the FTA construction noise 
criteria; temporary short-term exceedances of the criteria could occur (Metro 2021b) but 
would not be of such magnitude or duration to substantially impair use of the sports fields.  

Impairment of aesthetic features  

The proximity of the Project does not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 
4(f) property that contribute to its value as publicly available recreation space on a school 
property. As noted in Section 4.2 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, 
there are no scenic resources or sensitive viewers identified at Legacy High School. The 
school is located within the Suburban Residential and Industrial Landscape Unit, as 
described in Section 5.3.1 of the report, and the project components were determined to be 
compatible for the landscape unit; therefore, the change in visual quality would be neutral 
and no adverse visual effects are expected in this landscape unit and no adverse visual effects 
are expected. 

Restricted access  

The Project would not restrict access to the publicly available recreational uses on the school 
property. As noted in Section 5.3.3.3 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact 
Analysis Report, Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would not affect vehicle or pedestrian access to 
community facilities.  

Vibration impacts 

The vibration impact from construction or operation of the Project would not substantially 
impair the use of the Section 4(f) property. As noted in Section 5.3.2.2 of the Final Noise and 
Vibration Impact Analysis Report, groundborne vibration would not adversely affect the 
Legacy High School Complex. As described in Section 8.3.6 of that report, with mitigation, 
construction vibration would not exceed damage risk thresholds. 

Ecological intrusion 

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl 
refuge) that would be diminished by the Project.  

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

There would be no Section 4(f) use of the Legacy High School Complex recreational property 
by Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 because permanent and temporary activities would be completed 
outside the resource boundaries (no permanent incorporation or temporary occupancy), and 
proximity impacts would not be severe or result in substantial impairment of the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the park property for protection under Section 



5 Evaluation of Section 4(f) Use 

 

 West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 

5-110 | July 2021  Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation 

4(f) with implementation of mitigation (no constructive use). Alternative 4 would have no 
Section 4(f) use of the Legacy High School Complex because the alternative is not in close 
proximity to the school playground. 

 Hollydale Community Center/Park 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Hollydale Community Center/Park is located approximately 10 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 (Figure 5-16). Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would not require any property acquisition; 
therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into the Project. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would not require temporary occupancy of parkland property for 
right-of-entry, project construction, TCEs, or other temporary use. 

 Constructive Use 

While the Hollydale Community Center/Park property is located approximately 10 feet from 
the at-grade track of the Project, the proximity impacts are not so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the community center property for protection 
under Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. No constructive use of the property would 
occur as defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the following subsections.  

Noise level increase 

As discussed in Section 1.2.3, constructive use for noise only occurs if the park is a noise-
sensitive facility. Per FTA guidance, most parks used primarily for active recreation, such as 
sports complexes and bike or running paths, are not noise sensitive (FTA 2018). According to 
the analysis provided in Section 5.3.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis 
Report, the active recreational areas of the community center, located near the Project, were not 
identified as a sensitive noise receptor; therefore, the Hollydale Community Center/Park was 
not evaluated for noise impacts and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of 
the park’s Section 4(f) protection. Construction noise mitigation measure NOI-8 would 
generally reduce construction noise levels to within the FTA construction noise criteria; 
temporary short-term exceedances of the criteria could occur (Metro 2021b) but would not be of 
such magnitude or duration to substantially impair use of the park.  

Impairment of aesthetic features  

The proximity of the Project does not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property that contribute to its value as publicly available recreation space on the park property. 
As noted in Section 4.2 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the Hollydale 
Community Center/Park is identified as a scenic resource, with residents and park users being 
the sensitive viewers. The community center and park are located within the Industrial 
Landscape Unit, as described in Section 5.3.1 of the report. Although the Build Alternatives 
would be visible at Hollydale Community Center/Park, the Build Alternatives’ alignment 
would not obstruct public views of or alter the visual character and quality of the park since the 
Project would be located to the rear of the park. Adverse visual effects are not expected. 
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Figure 5-16. Hollydale Community Center/Park 

  
Source: WSP 2020 
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Restricted access  

The Project would not restrict access to the publicly available recreational uses on the park 
property. As noted in Section 5.3.3.3 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact 
Analysis Report, Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would not affect vehicle or pedestrian access to 
community facilities. 

Vibration impacts 

As described in Section 5.3.2.2 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report, 
groundborne vibration would not adversely affect the Hollydale Community Center/Park. As 
described in Section 8.3.6 of that report, with mitigation, construction vibration would not 
exceed damage risk thresholds. 

Ecological intrusion 

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl 
refuge) that would be diminished by the Project.  

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

There would be no Section 4(f) use of the Hollydale Community Center property by 
Alternatives 1, 2, 3, or 4 because permanent and temporary activities would be completed 
outside the resource boundaries (no permanent incorporation or temporary occupancy), and 
proximity impacts would not be severe or result in substantial impairment of the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the park property for protection under Section 
4(f) with implementation of mitigation (no constructive use). 

 Paramount Park 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Paramount Park is adjacent to Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 and approximately 700 feet from 
Paramount MSF site option. The at-grade track and aerial easements for Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
and 4 require termination of a lease agreement between Metro and the City of Paramount. A 
40-foot-wide parcel is currently leased to the City of Paramount by Metro for use by the City for 
onsite parking facilities for the Paramount Park users, lighting, and landscaping. The License 
Agreement A000604 (Appendix B) also acknowledges that the return of the entire right-of-way 
adjacent to Paramount Park is a possibility for the WSAB Project. The reversion of the leased 
parking area to accommodate the track alignment is not an acquisition of property from the 
Paramount Park Section 4(f) property, because the leased area is not subject to Section 4(f) 
(Figure 5-17). Separately, the City has an agreement for use of the LADWP right-of-way located 
between the park and the Metro right-of-way. The Project would require acquisition of 
approximately 7,300 square feet of land from the approximately 3.8-acre LADWP property to 
construct a replacement grade-separated pedestrian crossing between the Paramount High 
School east and west campuses. The new crossing would replace an existing overcrossing in 
this location, but it would require additional space to upgrade the crossing to meet Americans 
with Disability Act accessibility requirements. The Project would not require any acquisition of 
the approximately 9.9 acres of parkland in City of Paramount ownership. 
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Figure 5-17. Paramount Park 

  
Source: WSP 2020 
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The acquisition area includes part of an open grassy area and a currently fenced maintenance 
and storage area adjacent to the park’s fenced southeastern boundary with the Paramount High 
School West Campus and the continuation of the LADWP property beyond the area leased by 
the City adjacent to Paramount Park. The acquisition constitutes approximately 1 percent of the 
Section 4(f)-protected land within Paramount Park. The acquisition area is not used for any of 
the activities, features, or attributes identified as significant for the park (playgrounds, handball 
courts, baseball diamonds, basketball court, picnic shelters/ barbecues, gymnasium, walking 
path, restrooms, and swimming pool). Because the acquisition would not adversely affect the 
activities, features, or attributes qualifying a park for protection under Section 4(f), and the 
acquired area would be used to provide improved safe access for students between Paramount 
High School’s main and west campuses, FTA has made a preliminary determination than the 
acquisition of land from the LADWP property would have a de minimis impact on Paramount 
Park. This finding is made dependent on concurrence by the City of Paramount Community 
Services and Recreation Department. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

The Project would not require temporary occupancy of parkland property for right-of-entry, 
project construction, TCEs, or other temporary use beyond what is needed for the pedestrian 
undercrossing and already considered in the de minimis impact determination.  

 Constructive Use 

While the Project would incorporate land from the LADWP right-of-way, it would not acquire 
land from the portion of Paramount Park owned by the City of Paramount. The proximity 
impacts from the Project would not be so severe that the protected activities, features, or 
attributes that qualify the park property for protection under Section 4(f) would be 
substantially impaired. No constructive use of the property would occur as defined in CFR 
774.15 and described in the following subsections.  

Noise level increase 

As discussed in Section 1.2.3, constructive use for noise only occurs if the park is a noise-
sensitive facility. Per FTA guidance, most parks used primarily for active recreation, such as 
sports complexes and bike or running paths, are not noise sensitive (FTA 2018). According to 
the analysis provided in Section 5.3.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis 
Report (Metro 2021b), the active recreational uses within the park such as ball fields and 
courts are not noise sensitive; therefore, Paramount Park was not evaluated for noise impacts 
and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the park’s Section 4(f) 
protection. Construction noise mitigation measure NOI-8 would generally reduce 
construction noise levels to within the FTA construction noise criteria; temporary short-term 
exceedances of the criteria could occur (Metro 2021b) but would not be of such magnitude or 
duration to substantially impair use of the park.  

Impairment of aesthetic features  

The proximity of the Project does not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property that contribute to its value as a public park and recreation center. As noted in Section 4.2 
of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, Paramount Park is identified as a scenic 
resource, with park users being the sensitive viewers. The park is located within the Suburban 
Residential and Industrial Landscape Unit, as described in Section 5.3.1 of the report. Overall, the 
change in visual quality in this landscape unit would be neutral since the Project would be 



 5 Evaluation of Section 4(f) Use  

 

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project   

Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation July 2021 | 5-115 

compatible with the visual character, and viewer groups in this landscape unit would be insensitive 
to visual changes associated with the Project. The Project would not obstruct views of or alter the 
visual character and quality of Paramount Park; therefore, adverse visual effects are not expected. 

Restricted access  

The Project does not restrict access to the public park and recreation areas. As noted in 
Section 5.3.1.2 and Section 5.3.1.3 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact 
Analysis Report, the City of Paramount leased parking located on the LADWP property along 
the northern boundary of Paramount Park that would be affected as a result of the lease 
termination to accommodate the track alignment and permanent aerial easement for the 
aerial track alignment. However, the onsite parking would be maintained to the extent 
feasible and onsite parking access from Paramount Boulevard would not be affected. 
Adequate onsite parking would be available to park users and, therefore, the impact would 
not substantially diminish the utility of the park and its uses. The Project would not affect 
vehicle or pedestrian access to community facilities, and the partial property acquisition of 
the LADWP property would not affect the existing vehicle access and pedestrian access to the 
park, nor does the Project impact the existing access from Paramount Boulevard. In addition, 
the Project would provide another mode of access to and from the park.  

Vibration impacts 

As noted in Section 5.3.2.2 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report, 
groundborne vibration would not adversely affect Paramount Park. As described in Section 8.3.6 
of that report, with mitigation, construction vibration would not exceed damage risk thresholds. 

Ecological intrusion 

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl 
refuge) that would be diminished by the Project.  

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

Based on the discussion above, Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would result in permanent 
incorporation and temporary occupancy within portions of the LADWP property that 
function as a portion of Paramount Park. The Section 4(f) use of this property would not 
adversely affect the features, activities, or attributes that qualify the property for protection 
under Section 4(f). FTA has preliminarily determined that Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would 
have a de minimis impact on Paramount Park for both temporary and permanent impacts. 
These preliminary determinations are pending concurrence from the City of Paramount 
Community Services and Recreation Department.  

 Ruth R. Caruthers Park 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Ruth R. Caruthers Park is located approximately 20 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 
(Figure 5-18). The Build Alternatives would not require any park property acquisition; 
therefore, no Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into the Project. 
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Figure 5-18. Ruth R. Caruthers Park 

  
Source: WSP 2020 
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 Temporary Occupancy 

The parkland property would not require temporary occupancy for right-of-entry, project 
construction, TCEs, or other temporary use.  

 Constructive Use 

The parkland property is located approximately 20 feet from the at-grade track alignment. 
The proximity impacts are not so severe that the protected activities, features, or attributes 
that qualify the park property for protection under Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. No 
constructive use of the property would occur as defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the 
following subsections.  

Noise level increase 

As discussed in Section 1.2.3, constructive use for noise only occurs if the park is a noise-
sensitive facility. Per FTA guidance, most parks used primarily for active recreation, such as 
sports complexes and bike or running paths, are not noise sensitive (FTA 2018). According to 
the analysis provided in Section 5.3.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis 
Report, the active recreational uses at the park such as the ballfields, skate park, and fitness 
center were not identified as noise sensitive; therefore, Ruth R. Caruthers Park was not 
evaluated for noise impacts and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the 
park’s Section 4(f) protection. Construction noise mitigation measure NOI-8 would generally 
reduce construction noise levels to within the FTA construction noise criteria; temporary 
short-term exceedances of the criteria could occur (Metro 2021b) but would not be of such 
magnitude or duration to substantially impair use of the park.  

Impairment of aesthetic features  

The proximity of the Project would not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 
4(f) property that contribute to its value as a public park and recreation center. As noted in 
Section 4.2 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the park is a scenic 
resource with sensitive viewers identified as users of the Bellflower Bike Trail and residents. 
The park is located within the Suburban Residential Landscape Unit, as described in Section 
5.3.1 of the report. Overall, the change in visual quality in this landscape unit would be 
neutral since the Project would be compatible with the visual character, and viewer groups in 
this landscape unit would be insensitive to visual changes associated with the Project. The 
Project would not obstruct views of or alter the visual character and quality of Ruth R. 
Caruthers Park; therefore, adverse visual effects are not expected. 

Restricted access  

The Project would not restrict access to the public park and recreation areas. As noted in 
Section 5.3.1.2 and Section 5.3.1.3 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact 
Analysis Report, no restriction of vehicle or pedestrian access to community facilities is 
anticipated.  

Vibration impacts 

As noted in Section 5.3.2.2 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report, 
groundborne vibration would not adversely affect the park. As described in Section 8.3.6 of 
that report, with mitigation, construction vibration would not exceed damage risk thresholds. 
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Ecological intrusion 

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl 
refuge) that would be diminished by the Project.  

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

There would be no Section 4(f) use of the Ruth R. Caruthers Park property by Alternatives 1, 
2, 3, or 4 because permanent and temporary activities would be completed outside the 
resource boundaries (no permanent incorporation or temporary occupancy), and proximity 
impacts would not be severe or result in substantial impairment of the protected activities, 
features, or attributes that qualify the park property for protection under Section 4(f) with 
implementation of mitigation (no constructive use). 

 Rosewood Park 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Rosewood Park is located approximately 30 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 (Figure 5-19). 
The Build Alternatives would not require any park property acquisition; therefore, no Section 
4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into the Project. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

The parkland property would not require temporary occupancy for right-of-entry, project 
construction, TCEs, or other temporary use.  

 Constructive Use 

The parkland property is located approximately 30 feet from the at-grade track alignment and 
170 feet from the TPSS facility. The proximity impacts are not so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the park property for protection under Section 
4(f) are substantially impaired. No constructive use of the property would occur as defined in 
CFR 774.15 and described in the following subsections.  

Noise level increase 

As discussed in Section 1.2.3, constructive use for noise only occurs if the park is a noise-
sensitive facility. Per FTA guidance, most parks used primarily for active recreation, such as 
sports complexes and bike or running paths, are not noise sensitive (FTA 2018). According to 
the analysis provided in Section 5.3.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis 
Report, the active recreational uses at the park such as the ball court, playfields, and 
playground were not identified as noise sensitive; therefore, Rosewood Park was not 
evaluated for noise impacts and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the 
park’s Section 4(f) protection. Construction noise mitigation measure NOI-8 would generally 
reduce construction noise levels to within the FTA construction noise criteria; temporary 
short-term exceedances of the criteria could occur (Metro 2021b) but would not be of such 
magnitude or duration to substantially impair use of the park.  
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Figure 5-19. Rosewood Park 

  
Source: WSP 2020 
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Impairment of aesthetic features  

The proximity of the Project would not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f) 
property that contribute to its value as a public park and recreation center. As noted in Section 
4.2 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the park is a scenic resource with 
no sensitive viewers identified. The park is located within the Suburban Residential Landscape 
Unit, as described in Section 5.3.1 of the report. Overall, the change in visual quality in this 
landscape unit would be neutral since the Project would be compatible with the visual 
character, and viewer groups in this landscape unit would be insensitive to visual changes 
associated with the Project. The Project would not obstruct views of or alter the visual character 
and quality of Rosewood Park; therefore, adverse visual effects are not expected. 

Restricted access  

The Project would not restrict access to the public park and recreation areas. As noted in Section 
5.3.1.2 and Section 5.3.1.3 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact Analysis 
Report, no restriction of vehicle or pedestrian access to community facilities is anticipated.  

Vibration impacts 

As noted in Section 5.3.2.2 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report, 
groundborne vibration would not adversely affect the park. As described in Section 8.3.6 of 
that report, with mitigation, construction vibration would not exceed damage risk thresholds. 

Ecological intrusion 

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl 
refuge) that would be diminished by the Project.  

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

There would be no Section 4(f) use of the Rosewood Park property by Alternatives 1, 2, 3, or 4 
because permanent and temporary activities would be completed outside the resource 
boundaries (no permanent incorporation or temporary occupancy), and proximity impacts 
would not be severe or result in substantial impairment of the protected activities, features, 
or attributes that qualify the park property for protection under Section 4(f) with 
implementation of mitigation (no constructive use). 

 Artesia Park 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Artesia Park is located approximately 130 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 (Figure 5-20). 
The Build Alternatives would not require any park property acquisition; therefore, no Section 
4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into the Project. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

The parkland property would not require temporary occupancy for right-of-entry, project 
construction, TCEs, or other temporary use.  
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Figure 5-20. Artesia Park 

  
Source: WSP 2020 
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 Constructive Use 

The parkland property is located approximately 30 feet from the grade crossing and 90 feet 
from the at-grade track associated with the Build Alternatives. The proximity impacts would 
not be so severe that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the park 
property for protection under Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. No constructive use of 
the property would occur as defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the following 
subsections.  

Noise level increase 

As discussed in Section 1.2.3, constructive use for noise only occurs if the park is a noise-
sensitive facility. Per FTA guidance, most parks used primarily for active recreation, such as 
sports complexes and bike or running paths, are not noise sensitive (FTA 2018). According to 
the analysis provided in Section 5.3.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis 
Report, the active recreational uses at the park such as the ball fields and tennis courts were 
not identified as noise sensitive; therefore, Artesia Park was not evaluated for noise impacts 
and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the park’s Section 4(f) 
protection. Construction noise mitigation measure NOI-8 would generally reduce 
construction noise levels to within the FTA construction noise criteria; temporary short-term 
exceedances of the criteria could occur (Metro 2021b) but would not be of such magnitude or 
duration to substantially impair use of the park.  

Impairment of aesthetic features  

The proximity of the Project would not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 
4(f) property that contribute to its value as a public park and recreation center. As noted in 
Section 4.2 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the park is not 
identified as a scenic resource with sensitive viewers. The park is located within the 
Suburban Residential Landscape Unit, as described in Section 5.3.1 of the report. Overall, the 
change in visual quality in this landscape unit would be neutral since the Project would be 
compatible with the visual character, and viewer groups in this landscape unit would be 
insensitive to visual changes associated with the Project. The Project would not obstruct 
views of or alter the visual character and quality of Artesia Park; therefore, adverse visual 
effects are not expected. 

Restricted access  

The Project would not restrict access to the public park and recreation areas. As noted in 
Section 5.3.1.2 and Section 5.3.1.3 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact 
Analysis Report, no restriction of vehicle or pedestrian access to community facilities is 
anticipated. In addition, the Project would provide another mode of access to and from the 
publicly available recreational uses on the property.  

Vibration impacts 

As noted in Section 5.3.2.2 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report, 
groundborne vibration would not adversely affect the park. As described in Section 8.3.6 of 
that report, with mitigation, construction vibration would not exceed damage risk thresholds. 
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Ecological intrusion 

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl 
refuge) that would be diminished by the Project.  

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

There would be no Section 4(f) use of the Artesia Park property by Alternatives 1, 2, 3, or 4 
because permanent and temporary activities would be completed outside the resource 
boundaries (no permanent incorporation or temporary occupancy), and proximity impacts 
would not be severe or result in substantial impairment of the protected activities, features, 
or attributes that qualify the park property for protection under Section 4(f) with 
implementation of mitigation (no constructive use). 

 Flora Vista Dog Park  

 Permanent Incorporation 

Flora Vista Dog Park is located approximately 30 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 and 
immediately east of the Bellflower MSF Site Option (Figure 5-21). The Build Alternatives and 
the Bellflower MSF Site Option would not require any park property acquisition; therefore, 
no Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into the Project.  

 Temporary Occupancy 

The parkland property would not require temporary occupancy for right-of-entry, project 
construction, TCEs, or other temporary use.  

 Constructive Use 

The parkland property is located approximately 30 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 and 
immediately east of the Bellflower MSF Site Option. The proximity impacts would not be so 
severe that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the park property for 
protection under Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. No constructive use of the property 
would occur as defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the following subsections.  

Noise level increase 

As discussed in Section 1.2.3, constructive use for noise only occurs if the park is a noise-
sensitive facility. Per FTA guidance, most parks used primarily for active recreation, such as 
sports complexes and bike or running paths, are not noise sensitive (FTA 2018). According to 
the analysis provided in Section 5.3.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis 
Report, the active recreational use at the park, off-leash dog play, was not identified as noise 
sensitive (FTA Noise Category 3 Land Use); this determination is consistent with the FTA 
Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (FTA 2018), “parks used primarily for 
active recreation such as sports complexes and bike or running paths are not considered noise-
sensitive.” Therefore, Flora Vista Dog Park was not evaluated for noise impacts and the 
acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the park’s Section 4(f) protection. 
Construction noise mitigation measure NOI-8 would generally reduce construction noise 
levels to within the FTA construction noise criteria; temporary short-term exceedances of the 
criteria could occur (Metro 2021b) but would not be of such magnitude or duration to 
substantially impair use of the park.  
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Figure 5-21. Flora Vista Dog Park 

  
Source: WSP 2020 
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Impairment of aesthetic features  

The proximity of the Project would not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 
4(f) property that contribute to its value as a public park and recreation center. As noted in 
Section 4.2 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the park is not 
identified as a scenic resource with sensitive viewers. The park is located within the 
Suburban Residential Landscape Unit, as described in Section 5.3.1 of the report. Overall, the 
change in visual quality in this landscape unit would be neutral since the Project would be 
compatible with the visual character, and viewer groups in this landscape unit would be 
insensitive to visual changes associated with the Project. The Project would not obstruct 
views of or alter the visual character and quality of Flora Vista Dog Park; therefore, adverse 
visual effects are not expected in this landscape unit. 

Restricted access  

The Project would not restrict access to the public park and recreation areas. As noted in 
Section 5.3.1.2 and Section 5.3.1.3 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact 
Analysis Report, no restriction of vehicle or pedestrian access to community facilities is 
anticipated. In addition, the Project would provide another mode of access to and from the 
publicly available recreational uses on the property.  

Vibration impacts 

Off-leash dog play, the primary use of Flora Vista Dog Park, is not a vibration-sensitive use. 
As noted in Section 5.3.2.2 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report, 
groundborne vibration would not adversely affect the park. As described in Section 8.3.6 of 
that report, with mitigation, construction vibration would not exceed damage risk thresholds. 

Ecological intrusion 

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl 
refuge) that would be diminished by the Project.  

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

There would be no Section 4(f) use of the Flora Vista Dog Park property by Alternatives 1, 2, 
3, or 4 because permanent and temporary activities would be completed outside the resource 
boundaries (no permanent incorporation or temporary occupancy), and proximity impacts 
would not be severe or result in substantial impairment of the protected activities, features, 
or attributes that qualify the park property for protection under Section 4(f) with 
implementation of mitigation (no constructive use). 

 Los Angeles River Bike Path 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would cross over the Los Angeles River Bike Path in the existing 
freight rail right-of-way (Figure 5-22). The Project would not require acquisition of land from 
Los Angeles County within the boundaries of the Los Angeles River Bike Path; therefore, no 
Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into the Project.  
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Figure 5-22. Los Angeles River and Rio Hondo Bike Paths 

  
Source: WSP 2020 
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 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

The Project would require a temporary easement during construction to safely construct a 
crossing above the bike path. Pending consultation with the Los Angeles County Department 
of Public Works, the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary occupancy 
exception applies to the Los Angeles River Bike Path based on 23 CFR Section 774.13 that a 
temporary occupancy of a property does not constitute a use of a Section 4(f) resource when 
all the following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary? The bike path would be closed, and a detour would be provided 
only for the period of time needed to construct the elevated crossing above the bike path. This 
would be less than the duration of construction for the Project. Detours would be provided as 
outlined in Mitigation Measure TRA-20 Transportation Management Plan(s) and 
communicated to trail users per COM-1 (Table 8.1). 

Is the scope of work minor? Crossing over the Los Angeles River Bike Path would constitute a 
very small (less than 1 percent) portion of the Project and a similarly small portion of the 
entire Los Angeles River Bike Path. The only work that would affect the bike path is the 
construction of the guideway above the bike path. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or interference with the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent basis? 

Once the guideway is constructed, regular recreational use of the bike path can occur and 
would not be affected by the guideway. During construction, detours would be provided as 
outlined in Mitigation Measure TRA-20 Transportation Management Plan(s) and 
communicated to trail users per COM-1 (Table 8.1) to maintain the Section 4(f)-protected 
recreational activities. 

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

No damage is expected. Any damage to the bike path, such as damaged pavement, would be 
fully restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.2, the FTA and Metro have consulted with the County of Los 
Angeles Department of Public Works regarding ownership and maintenance of the bike path 
and will continue to coordinate during planning and construction. Prior to completion of the 
Final Section 4(f) Analysis, Metro will confirm with the County of Los Angeles Department 
of Public Works that it is in agreement with the FTA’s assessment of temporary occupancy. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired [23 CFR 774.15(a)]. No constructive use of the property would occur as 
defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the following subsections. 
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Noise level increase 

As discussed in Section 1.2.3, 23 CFR 774.15(e)(1) identifies that constructive use occurs 
when “[t]he projected noise level increase attributable to the project substantially interferes 
with the use and enjoyment of a noise-sensitive facility of a property protected by Section 4(f), 
such as: [h]earing the performances at an outdoor amphitheater; [s]leeping in the sleeping 
area of a campground; [e]njoyment of a historic site where a quiet setting is a generally 
recognized feature or attribute of the site's significance; [e]njoyment of an urban park where 
serenity and quiet are significant attributes; or [v]iewing wildlife in an area of a wildlife 
and waterfowl refuge intended for such viewing.” None of these cases are present for the Los 
Angeles River Bike Path. 

Per the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (FTA 2018), “parks used 
primarily for active recreation such as sports complexes and bike or running paths are not considered 
noise-sensitive”; therefore, the Los Angeles River Bike Path was not evaluated for noise 
impacts and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the path’s Section 4(f) 
protection. 

Impairment of aesthetic features  

The proximity of the Project would not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 
4(f) property that contribute to its value as a public bike path. As noted in Section 4.2 of the 
Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the path is not identified as a scenic 
resource with sensitive viewers. Overall, the change in visual quality in this landscape unit 
would be neutral since the Project would be compatible with the existing visual character, 
including freeway and rail bridges and viewer groups in the landscape unit would be 
insensitive to visual changes associated with the Project. Therefore, adverse visual effects are 
not expected. 

Restricted access  

The Project would not result in long-term restricted access that substantially diminishes the 
utility of the bike path.  

Vibration impacts 

Bicycle and pedestrian use of the Los Angeles River Bike Path is not vibration sensitive. 
Construction or operation vibration would not impair use of the trail.  

Ecological intrusion 

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl 
refuge) that would be diminished by the Project.  

 Section 4(f) Use Determination 

FTA has made a preliminary determination that there would be a Section 4(f) temporary 
occupancy exception of the Los Angeles River Bike Path property with Alternatives 1, 2, and 
3, pending final concurrence of the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works. 
Alternative 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Los Angeles River Bike Path because this 
alternative is not in close proximity to the resource. 
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 Rio Hondo Bike Path 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would cross over the Rio Hondo Bike Path in the existing freight rail 
right-of-way (Figure 5-22). The Project would not require acquisition of land from Los 
Angeles County within the boundaries of the Rio Hondo Bike Path; therefore, no Section 4(f) 
property would be permanently incorporated into the Project.  

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

The Project would require a TCE during construction to safely construct a crossing above the 
bike path. Pending consultation with the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, 
the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary occupancy exception applies to 
the Rio Hondo Bike Path based on 23 CFR Section 774.13 that a temporary occupancy of a 
property does not constitute a use of a Section 4(f) resource when all the following conditions 
are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary? 

The bike path would be closed, and a detour would be provided only for the period of time 
needed to construct the elevated crossing above the bike path. This would be less than the 
duration of construction for the Project. Detours would be provided as outlined in Mitigation 
Measure TRA-20 Transportation Management Plan(s) and communicated to trail users per 
COM-1 (Table 8.1).  

Is the scope of work minor?  

Crossing over the Rio Hondo Bike Path would constitute a very small (less than 1 percent) 
portion of the Project and a similarly small portion of the entire Rio Hondo Bike Path. The only 
work that would affect the bike path is the construction of the guideway above the bike path. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or is there interference with the 
protected activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent 
basis? 

Once the guideway is constructed, regular recreational use of the bike path can occur and 
would not be affected by the guideway. During construction, detours would be provided as 
outlined in Mitigation Measure TRA-20 Transportation Management Plan(s) and 
communicated to trail users per COM-1 (Table 8.1) to maintain the Section 4(f)-protected 
recreational activities. 

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

No damage is expected. Any damage to the bike path, such as damaged pavement, would be 
fully restored. 

Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.2, the FTA and Metro have consulted with the County of Los 
Angeles Department of Public Works regarding ownership and maintenance of the bike path 
and will continue to coordinate during planning and construction. Prior to completion of the 
Final Section 4(f) Analysis, Metro will confirm with the County of Los Angeles Department 
of Public Works that it is in agreement with the FTA’s assessment of temporary occupancy. 
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 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired [23 CFR 774.15(a)]. No constructive use of the property would occur as 
defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the following subsections. 

Noise level increase 

As discussed in Section 1.2.3, constructive use for noise only occurs if the park is a noise-
sensitive facility. Per the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (FTA 
2018), “parks used primarily for active recreation such as sports complexes and bike or running 
paths are not considered noise-sensitive”; therefore, the Rio Hondo Bike Path was not evaluated 
for noise impacts and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the path’s 
Section 4(f) protection. 

Impairment of aesthetic features  

The proximity of the Project would not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 
4(f) property that contribute to its value as a public bike path. As noted in Section 4.2 of the 
Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the path is not identified as a scenic 
resource with sensitive viewers. Overall, the change in visual quality in this landscape unit 
would be neutral since the Project would be compatible with the existing visual character, 
including freeway and rail bridges and viewer groups in the landscape unit would be 
insensitive to visual changes associated with the Project. Therefore, adverse visual effects are 
not expected. 

Restricted access  

The Project would not result in long-term restricted access that substantially diminishes the 
utility of the bike path.  

Vibration impacts 

Bicycle and pedestrian use of the Rio Hondo Bike Path is not vibration sensitive. 
Construction or operation vibration would not impair use of the trail. 

Ecological intrusion 

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl 
refuge) that would be diminished by the Project.  

 Section 4(f) Use Determination 

FTA has made a preliminary determination that there would be a Section 4(f) temporary 
occupancy exception of the Rio Hondo Bike Path property with Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, 
pending final concurrence of the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works. 
Alternative 4 would have no Section 4(f) use of the Rio Hondo Bike Path because this 
alternative is not in close proximity to the resource. 
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 San Gabriel River Mid-Trail 

 Permanent Incorporation 

Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would cross over the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail in the existing 
freight rail right-of-way (Figure 5-23). The Project would not require acquisition of land from 
Los Angeles County within the boundaries of the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail; therefore, no 
Section 4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into the Project.  

 Temporary Occupancy Exception 

The Project would require a temporary easement during construction to safely construct a 
crossing above the bike path. Pending consultation with the Los Angeles County Department 
of Public Works, the FTA has made a preliminary finding that the temporary occupancy 
exception applies to the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail based on 23 CFR Section 774.13 that a 
temporary occupancy of a property does not constitute a use of a Section 4(f) resource when 
all the following conditions are satisfied: 

Is the duration temporary?  

The bike path would be closed, and a detour would be provided only for the period of time 
needed to construct the elevated crossing above the bike path. This would be less than the 
duration of construction for the Project. Detours would be provided as outlined in Mitigation 
Measure TRA-20 Transportation Management Plan(s) and communicated to trail users per 
COM-1 (Table 8.1). 

Is the scope of work minor?  

Crossing over the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail would constitute a very small (less than 1 
percent) portion of the Project and a similarly small portion of the entire San Gabriel River 
Mid-Trail. The only work that would affect the bike path is the construction of the guideway 
above the bike path. 

Are there any anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, or is there interference with the 
protected activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or permanent 
basis? 

Once the guideway is constructed, regular recreational use of the bike path can occur and 
would not be affected by the guideway. During construction, detours would be provided as 
outlined in Mitigation Measure TRA-20 Transportation Management Plan(s) and 
communicated to trail users per COM-1 (Table 8.1) to maintain the Section 4(f)-protected 
recreational activities. 

Will the land being used be fully restored?  

No damage is expected. Any damage to the bike path, such as damaged pavement, would be 
fully restored. 
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Figure 5-23. San Gabriel River Mid-Trail 

  
Source: WSP 2020 
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Is there documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource regarding the above conditions? 

As discussed in Section 9.2, the FTA and Metro have consulted with the County of Los 
Angeles Department of Public Works regarding ownership and maintenance of the bike path 
and will continue to coordinate during planning and construction. Prior to completion of the 
Final Section 4(f) Analysis, Metro will confirm with the County of Los Angeles Department 
of Public Works that it is in agreement with the FTA’s assessment of temporary occupancy. 

 Constructive Use 

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a 
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are 
substantially impaired [23 CFR 774.15(a)]. No constructive use of the property would occur as 
defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the following subsections. 

Noise level increase 

As discussed in Section 1.2.3, constructive use for noise only occurs if the park is a noise-
sensitive facility. Per the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (FTA 2018), 
“parks used primarily for active recreation such as sports complexes and bike or running paths are not 
considered noise-sensitive”; therefore, the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail was not evaluated for noise 
impacts and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the path’s Section 4(f) 
protection. 

Impairment of aesthetic features  

The proximity of the Project would not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 
4(f) property that contribute to its value as a public bike path. As noted in Section 4.2 of the 
Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the path is not identified as a scenic 
resource with sensitive viewers. Overall, the change in visual quality in this landscape unit 
would be neutral since the Project would be compatible with the existing visual character, 
including freeway and rail bridges and viewer groups in the landscape unit would be 
insensitive to visual changes associated with the Project. Therefore, adverse visual effects are 
not expected in this landscape unit. 

Restricted access  

The Project would not result in long-term restricted access that substantially diminishes the 
utility of the bike path.  

Vibration impacts 

Bicycle and pedestrian use of the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail is not vibration sensitive. 
Construction or operation vibration would not impair use of the trail. 

Ecological intrusion 

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl 
refuge) that would be diminished by the Project.  
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 Section 4(f) Use Determination 

FTA has made a preliminary determination that there would be a Section 4(f) temporary 
occupancy exception of the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail property with Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 
4 pending final concurrence of the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works. 

 Urban Orchard Park (Planned) 

As described in Section 4.2.28, the City of South Gate began development of a new park. 
Phase 1, a 7-acre parcel, is at a stage of commitment where it is subject to Section 4(f) 
protection as a formally designated planned park (Figure 5-24). As described in Section 
4.2.28, the identified future phases (Figure 5-24) are not formally designated in a master plan 
or equivalent official document and are not subject to Section 4(f).  

 Permanent Incorporation 

Phase 1 of Urban Orchard Park is located 2,000 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 (Figure 
5-24). The Project would not require any parkland property acquisition; therefore, no Section 
4(f) property would be permanently incorporated into the Project. 

 Temporary Occupancy 

The parkland property would not require temporary occupancy for right-of-entry, project 
construction, TCEs, or other temporary use. 

 Constructive Use 

Phase 1 of Urban Orchard Park is located approximately 2,000 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, 
and 3. At this distance, there would not be proximity impacts that would substantially impair 
the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the planned park property for 
protection under Section 4(f). No constructive use of the property would occur as defined in 
CFR 774.15.  

 Section 4(f) Use Summary 

There would be no Section 4(f) use of the Phase 1 Urban Orchard Park (Planned) property by 
Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 because permanent and temporary activities would be completed 
outside the resource boundaries (no permanent incorporation or temporary occupancy), and 
proximity impacts would not be severe or result in substantial impairment because of the 
Project’s distance (2,000 feet) from the resource (no constructive use). Alternative 4 would 
have no Section 4(f) use of Urban Orchard Park (Planned) because the alternative is not in 
close proximity to the planned park. 
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Figure 5-24. Urban Orchard Park (Planned) 

 
Source: WSP 2020
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6 AVOIDANCE ALTERNATIVES 

The Section 4(f) regulations define an alternative that would not require the use of any 
Section 4(f) property as an avoidance alternative. Feasible and prudent avoidance alternatives 
are those that avoid using any Section 4(f) property and do not cause other severe problems 
of a magnitude that substantially outweigh the importance of protecting the Section 4(f) 
property (23 CFR 774.17). Unless the use of a Section 4(f) property is determined to have a de 
minimis impact, FTA must determine that no feasible and prudent avoidance alternative 
exists before approving the use of such land (23 CFR 774.3).  

Based on the draft Section 4(f) evaluation summarized in Section 5.1 of this report, the FTA 
has preliminarily found that Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4 would have no use or would be subject 
to either a temporary occupancy exception or a de minimis impact finding for all Section 4(f)-
protected properties. As illustrated in Figure 1-1, and per USDOT guidance (USDOT 2012), 
“[a] de minimis impact determination […] is not an evaluation of alternatives and no avoidance 
or feasible and prudent avoidance alternative analysis is required.” The West Santa Ana 
Branch Transit Corridor Project does not require evaluation of avoidance alternatives. 
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7 EVALUATION OF LEAST OVERALL HARM 

In situations where FTA concludes in the individual Section 4(f) evaluation that there is no 
feasible and prudent avoidance alternative and there are two or more alternatives that have a 
greater than de minimis use of Section 4(f) property, a least overall harm analysis is necessary 
pursuant to 23 CFR 774.3(c). As illustrated in Figure 1-1, when an alternative would only 
have a de minimis impact, the requirement for evaluation of least overall harm is not 
required. Because each of the Build Alternatives would have no use or would be subject to 
either a temporary occupancy exception or a de minimis impact finding for all Section 4(f)-
protected properties, none of the Build Alternatives would result in net harm and a least 
overall harm analysis is not necessary. 
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8 ALL POSSIBLE PLANNING TO MINIMIZE HARM 

As shown in Figure 1-1, the FTA may not approve the non-de minimis use of Section 4(f) 
property unless the project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to these 
resources resulting from such use. Because the FTA has preliminarily determined that each 
incorporation of Section 4(f) property would be a de minimis impact, there is no requirement 
to demonstrate all possible planning to minimize harm. However, it was only through 
project planning and commitment to avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures that 
the magnitude of impacts to each of the Section 4(f) properties where the Project would 
incorporate land would be reduced to de minimis. The individual de minimis findings for each 
Section 4(f) property consider the measures listed in Table 8.1 in making the finding. 

Table 8.1. Project Mitigation Measures Considered in de minimis Findings 

Mitigation 
Measure ID Mitigation Measure 

TRA-20 Transportation Management Plan(s) (TMP) 
TMP(s) would be prepared to address construction impacts on transportation facilities 
as applicable under the jurisdiction of all involved cities and agencies.   
The TMP(s) would address potential impacts from construction activities on vehicular, 
transit, pedestrian, and bicycle access and mobility, including but not limited to: 
temporary lane/roadway, sidewalk, bicycle facility, and freeway ramp closures; detours; 
increases in traffic volumes (including regular traffic and construction traffic, 
construction equipment, materials delivery vehicles, waste/haul vehicles, and employee 
commutes); construction parking; and emergency services (e.g., fire, police, 
ambulances).   
The development of the TMP would be coordinated with Metro, local jurisdictions (cities 
and the county), agencies, and other potentially affected parties (e.g., school bus and 
transit operators and police, fire, and emergency services providers). The TMP(s) would 
identify specific TMP strategies, the party/parties responsible for implementing those 
strategies, the agencies and parties the TMP strategies would be coordinated with, and 
implementation timing. 
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Mitigation 
Measure ID Mitigation Measure 

COM-1 Construction Outreach Plan 
Metro would develop a Construction Outreach Plan as part of Metro’s Construction 
Relation & Mitigation Programs in Community Relations in coordination with affected 
communities and businesses that would be implemented by Metro and its contractors 
during construction of the Project. The Construction Outreach Plan would include, but 
not be limited to, the following elements:  
�ƒ Maintain access to community assets (including, but not limited to bike trails) and 

neighborhoods during construction as practicable  
�ƒ Maintain access to businesses during the operating hours of the businesses as 

practicable  
�ƒ Provide signage to direct pedestrians and motorists around construction areas; 

around sidewalk, street, and lane closures; to entrances of businesses and community 
assets; and to maintain the flow of traffic around the construction area  

�ƒ Provide appropriate signage, barriers, and fencing for pedestrian and bicycle detour 
routes to prevent pedestrians and bicyclists from entering the construction zones  

�ƒ Provide signage alerting potential customers that businesses are open during 
construction and clearly mark detours as appropriate  

�ƒ Provide the public with construction updates, alerts, and schedules through 
informational meetings, the project website, and other forms of communication such 
as, but not limited to, mailings and flyers to businesses and residences with 0.25-mile 
of the construction zone  

�ƒ Develop a marketing plan to help reduce impacts to businesses during construction   
�ƒ Coordinate construction activities with other capital improvement projects being 

carried out nearby to minimize construction impacts and competing needs for detour 
routes 

LU-1 Consistency with bike plans 
During the planning process and prior to construction, Metro would prepare amended 
language for each affected bicycle plan demonstrating that existing, planned, and 
modified bicycle facilities would be connected during project operation. This language 
would be subject to the approval of the Cities of Huntington Park, South Gate, Bell, 
Paramount, and Bellflower, as applicable. Metro would modify the following bike trail 
segments into a Class II bikeway:  
�ƒ Within the San Pedro Subdivision right-of-way between Ardmore Avenue to Century 

Boulevard (City of South Gate)  
�ƒ Along Salt Lake Avenue from Gage Avenue to Florence Avenue (City of Bell)  
Metro would relocate the following bike trail segments:  
�ƒ Paramount Bike Trail segments from Paramount Boulevard to Somerset Boulevard 

within the Metro-owned Pacific Electric Right-of-Way (PEROW) (City of Paramount)  
�ƒ Bellflower Bike and Trail segment from Lakewood Boulevard to the maximum extent 

of Clark Avenue within the Metro-owned PEROW (City of Paramount and City of 
Bellflower) 
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Mitigation 
Measure ID Mitigation Measure 

VA-4 
 

Construction Screening 
During construction, the perimeter of construction staging areas and laydown areas 
would be screened to shield construction activities and laydown areas from adjacent 
visually sensitive land uses, including the following: 
�ƒ Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) Forecourt (City of Los Angeles) 
�ƒ Alameda Street at LAUS (City of Los Angeles) 
�ƒ Alameda Street at the proposed Little Tokyo Station (Design Option 2) (City of Los 

Angeles) 
�ƒ 8th Street in downtown Los Angeles (City of Los Angeles) 
�ƒ Fred Roberts Recreation Center (City of Los Angeles) 
�ƒ Salt Lake Park (City of Huntington Park) 
�ƒ Hollydale Community Park (City of South Gate) 
�ƒ Original Bellflower Pacific Electric Station (City of Bellflower) 
�ƒ Artesia Historical Museum (City of Artesia) 
�ƒ Old Station #30 (City of Artesia) 
The screening would be designed consistent with the Metro requirements and in 
coordination with cities and could incorporate community artwork, Metro-branded art, 
and/or community relevant messaging. 
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Mitigation 
Measure ID Mitigation Measure 

NOI-8 Noise Control Plan 
Metro’s contractor would develop a Noise Control Plan demonstrating how noise 
criteria would be achieved during construction. The Noise Control Plan would be 
designed to follow Metro requirements, Construction Noise Control and would include 
measurements of existing noise, a list of the major pieces of construction equipment 
that would be used, and predictions of the noise levels at the closest noise-
sensitive receivers (residences, hotels, schools, churches, temples, and similar 
facilities). The Noise Control Plan would be approved by Metro prior to initiating 
construction. Where the construction cannot be performed in accordance with the FTA 
1-hour Leq construction noise standards, the contractor would investigate alternative 
construction measures that would result in lower sound levels. The FTA 1-
hour Leq construction noise standards are as follows: residential daytime standard of 
90 dBA Leq and nighttime standard of 80 dBA Leq, Commercial and Industrial daytime 
standard of 100 dBA Leq and nighttime standard of 100 dBA Leq. The contractor would 
conduct noise monitoring to demonstrate compliance with contract noise limits. In 
addition, Metro would comply with local noise ordinances when applicable. Noise-
reducing methods that may be implemented by Metro include:  
�ƒ If nighttime construction is planned, a noise variance may be prepared by the 

contractor, if required by the jurisdiction, that demonstrates the implementation of 
control measures to maintain noise levels below the applicable FTA standards.   

�ƒ Where construction occurs near noise-sensitive land uses, specialty equipment with 
enclosed engines, acoustically attenuating shields, and/or high-performance mufflers 
may be used.  

�ƒ Limit unnecessary idling of equipment.  
�ƒ Install temporary noise barriers or noise-control curtains, where feasible and 

desirable.  
�ƒ Reroute construction-related truck traffic away from local residential streets and/or 

sensitive receivers.  
�ƒ Limit impact pile driving where feasible and effective.  
�ƒ Use electric instead of diesel-powered equipment and hydraulic instead of pneumatic 

tools where feasible.  
�ƒ Minimize the use of impact devices such as jackhammers and hoe rams, using 

concrete crushers and pavement saws instead. ��

VIB-6 Construction Vibration Limits  
Historic structures would be held to a vibration damage threshold of 0.20 inch per 
second peak particle velocity (PPV). Where possible, operation of the compactor/ballast 
tamper would be restricted to no closer than 40 feet, and other equipment, such as, and 
similar to, vibratory rollers, large bull dozers, caisson drills, and hoe rams no closer than 
25 feet to a historic structure. This measure applies to structures identified as eligible for 
the National Register of Historic Places and/or California Register of Historical 
Resources in��the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Final Cultural Resources Survey 
Report – Rev 1. 
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Mitigation 
Measure ID Mitigation Measure 

VIB-7 Construction Monitoring for Vibration 
The contractor would monitor construction vibration levels within 200 feet of historic 
buildings and structures to ensure the vibration damage threshold for that building or 
structure of 0.20 inch per second peak particle velocity would not be exceeded. A pre-
construction and post-construction survey of these buildings would be conducted by a 
qualified structural engineer. Any damage would be noted. All vibration monitors used 
for these measurements would be equipped with an “alarm” feature to provide 
notification that vibration impact criteria have been approached or exceeded. This 
measure applies to structures identified as eligible for the National Register of Historic 
Places��and/or California Register of Historical Resources in the West Santa Ana Branch 
Transit Corridor Final Cultural Resources Survey Report – Rev 1. 

CR-6 Historic Design Review   
Project elements with the potential to affect the significance of a historic property or 
historical resource would be designed in conformance with the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Rehabilitating 
Historic Properties. Designs would preserve the character-defining features of the 
historic property and would avoid damaging or destroying materials, features, or finishes 
that are reflective of its significance. Proposed designs would be reviewed by a historic 
preservation professional that meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional 
Qualification Standards for Architectural History, History or Architecture, and 
construction activities would require on-site periodic construction monitoring by a 
historic preservation consultant. 

Source: WSP 2020 
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9 AGENCY COORDINATION AND CONSULTATION 

This section discusses consultation and coordination with officials with jurisdiction over 
Section 4(f) properties that could be affected by the Project and an overview of the public and 
agency review of the Section 4(f) evaluation. This section provides the list of the Section 4(f) 
correspondence sent and the responses from officials with jurisdiction, which are provided in 
Appendix A. Table 9.1 summarizes the coordination efforts to each agency with jurisdiction 
that received a Letter of Correspondence. Prior to making Section 4(f) approvals under 
Section 774.3(a), the Section 4(f) evaluation shall be provided for coordination and comment 
to the official(s) with jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) resource and to the Department of the 
Interior, and as appropriate to the Department of Agriculture and the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development (23 CFR Section 774.5). 

Table 9.1. Summary of Coordination to Date 

Consulted Agency Applicable Properties Outreach to date Response to date 

The California State 
Historic Preservation 
Officer  

All historic properties Consultation on Section 
106 APE on December 
19, 2018 and April 26, 
2019. 
Consultation on 
Determination of 
Eligibility and APE 
expansion on March 30, 
2020. 
Consultation related to 
I-105/Century Freeway-
Transitway Historic 
District on September 9, 
2020. 

APE concurrence 
on May 29, 2019 
Consultation on 
Determination of 
Eligibility is 
ongoing 

City of Los Angeles 
Department of 
Recreation and Parks 

Los Angeles Plaza Park (El 
Pueblo De Los Angeles 
State Historic Park and 
Paseo de la Plaza Park) 

January 30, 2020 February 12, 2020 

Fred Roberts Recreation 
Center 

Los Angeles Unified 
School District 

Lillian Street Elementary 
School 

January 30, 2020 None to date 

San Antonio Elementary 
School 

Legacy High School 
Complex 

City of Huntington 
Park Department of 
Parks and Recreation 

Salt Lake Park January 29, 2020 None to date 
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Consulted Agency Applicable Properties Outreach to date Response to date 

City of South Gate 
Parks and Recreation 
Department 

Hollydale Community 
Center/Park 

January 29, 2020 February 12, 2020 

City of Paramount 
Community Services 
and Recreation 
Department 

Paramount Park January 29, 2020 None to date 

Paramount Unified 
School District 

Paramount High School January 29, 2020 February 18, 2020 

Paramount High School 
West Campus 

Paramount Park Middle 
School 

City of Bellflower Ruth R. Caruthers Park January 29, 2020 
March 3, 2021 

February 10, 2020 
March 11, 2021 Flora Vista Dog Park 

Bellflower Bike Trail 

City of Cerritos 
Recreation Services 
Division  

Rosewood Park January 29, 2020 February 10, 2020 

City of Artesia Parks 
and Recreation 
Department 

Artesia Park January 29, 2020 None to date 

Los Angeles County 
Department of Parks 
and Recreation 

Los Angeles River Bike Path January 29, 2020 February 28, 2020 
Rio Hondo Bike Path 

San Gabriel River Mid-Trail 

Source: WSP 2020 

 Consultation for Section 4(f) Historic Properties 

Prior to making de minimis impact determinations under 23 CFR Section 774.3(b), FTA must 
receive written concurrence from the pertinent SHPO or Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, 
and from the ACHP if participating in the consultation process, in a finding of “no adverse 
effect” or “no historic properties affected” in accordance with Section 106 of the Historic 
Preservation Act (36 CFR part 800). The FTA shall inform these officials of its intent to make 
a de minimis impact determination based on their concurrence in the finding of “no adverse 
effect” or “no historic properties affected” (23 CFR 774.5(b)). 

The Section 106 APE was determined through consensus between the undertaking’s lead 
federal agency (the FTA), Metro, and the California SHPO. The APE was submitted on 
December 19, 2018. A letter was received from SHPO on January 18, 2019, with comments 
on the APE. FTA provided supplemental information on the APE delineation to SHPO on 
April 26, 2019. On May 29, 2019, SHPO provided a letter stating that there are no further 
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comments on the APE and agreeing that the outlined historic resources screening 
methodology is appropriate.  

FTA and Metro determined eligibility for each of the 9 identified archaeological resources 
and 674 properties containing buildings, structures, or objects that were constructed prior to 
1978 in March 2020. FTA determined that 8 of the archaeological resources and 54 of the 
built properties are eligible or listed in the NRHP. FTA conveyed this determination, as well 
as information about expanded areas of the APE, as documented in the West Santa Ana 
Branch Transit Corridor Project Final Cultural Resources Survey Report – Rev 1 (Metro 2020a) to 
the California SHPO with a request for concurrence on March 30, 2020. 

FTA and Metro consulted with the California Office of Historic Preservation (the California 
SHPO manages the office) on September 9, 2020, regarding the I-105/Century Freeway-
Transitway Historic District. The findings included in the Section 106 effects determination 
and reflected in this evaluation are consistent with the consultation.  

FTA and Metro completed a preliminary effects determination for each NRHP-eligible or listed 
property and made an overall preliminary Section 106 finding for the Project of No Adverse 
Effect as documented in the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Revised Preliminary 
Cultural Resources Effects Report (Metro 2021d). As part of the Section 106 consultation process, 
FTA will convey the determination to the California SHPO with a request for concurrence. FTA 
will inform the California SHPO of its intent to make a Section 4(f) de minimis impact finding 
based on their concurrence with the Section 106 determination and request concurrence with 
application of the Section 4(f) temporary occupancy exception. Consultation with the California 
SHPO is ongoing. 

 Consultation for Section 4(f) Recreational Resources 

Initiation with officials with jurisdiction began on January 29 and 30, 2020, Metro contacted the 
officials with jurisdiction over identified park and recreational properties in the Affected Area to 
confirm ownership, operation, and significance of any publicly owned recreational facility. The 
Affected Area is detailed in Section 3.1 of this report. Letters of correspondence were sent to the 
agencies identified in Table 9.1. Copies of the letters sent and responses are included in 
Appendix A. The officials with jurisdiction were informed that if they did not respond, FTA and 
Metro would complete the Section 4(f) analysis based on the available information.  

 City of Bellflower 

The City of Bellflower responded to Metro on February 10, 2020, confirming their 
jurisdiction over Ruth R. Caruthers Park and the Bellflower Bike Trail. The City of Bellflower 
also identified ownership and jurisdiction of the Flora Vista Dog Park and the historic Pacific 
Electric Depot building and restroom building, both of which meet the definition of a Section 
4(f) resource. Additionally, the City of Bellflower identified ownership of two parcels owned 
by the City and currently leased out to Hollywood Sports, and the City-owned Mayne Events 
Center and LA County Fire Museum. In response to the City’s comments regarding 
Hollywood Sports, Metro requested additional information from the City on March 3, 2021. 
The City responded on March 11, 2021 that Hollywood Sports is operated as a commercial 
paintball and airsoft business and that the City has not designated Hollywood Sports as a 
significant park or recreation area. 
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 City of Cerritos 

The City of Cerritos responded to Metro on February 10, 2020, providing information on 
ownership by the Artesia Cemetery District confirming their jurisdiction as operator of the 
park. The City of Cerritos provided the following information identifying the Artesia 
Cemetery District as the public entity with ownership of the land underlying Rosewood Park.  

On March 5, 1986, the City of Cerritos entered into a lease agreement with the property 
owner, the Artesia Cemetery District ("District") [a California Public Cemetery District], to 
lease a portion of the District's unused property for the benefit of developing a community 
park for local residents. Under this agreement, two parcels were designated for recreational 
use with the northern parcel designed to accommodate expansion needs of the adjacent 
cemetery, and the southern parcel designed as a community park maintained by the City of 
Cerritos. On March 6, 2011, the City of Cerritos and the Artesia Cemetery District renewed 
the lease agreement, allowing for an annual renewal provision for a maximum of fifty years.  

 Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation 

The Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation responded to Metro on 
February 28, 2020, identifying the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works as the 
agency with jurisdiction over the Los Angeles River Bike Path, Rio Hondo Bike Path, and San 
Gabriel River Mid Trail. The response also provided information on future planned 
extensions for the Los Angeles River Bike Path. The department requested consultation with 
the Public Works Watershed Manager if activities associated with the Project are within the 
Los Angeles County Flood Control District right-of-way, and requested discussions with 
Metro and the Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation as the Project 
alternatives intersect with existing and planned multiuse trails (including the proposed Los 
Angeles River Trail extension, Rio Hondo River Trail, and the San Gabriel River Trail).  

 City of Los Angeles 

The City of Los Angeles responded to Metro on February 12, 2020, identifying the City of Los 
Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks as the agency with jurisdiction over the Los 
Angeles Plaza Park (El Pueblo De Los Angeles State Historic Park and Monument and Paseo 
de la Plaza Park) and the Fred Roberts Recreation Center. There were no additional requests 
in the response from the City of Los Angeles. 

 Paramount Unified School District 

The Paramount Unified School District responded to Metro on February 18, 2020, 
confirming their jurisdiction over Paramount High School, Paramount High School West 
Campus, and Paramount Park Middle School. The response informed FTA and Metro that 
the sites are not open to the public, with the exceptions of use as polling places and 
sponsored youth sports hosted by the City of Paramount under a use agreement. There were 
no additional requests in the response from the Paramount Unified School District. 

 City of South Gate Parks and Recreation Department 

The City of South Gate Parks and Recreation Department responded to Metro on February 
12, 2020, confirming their jurisdiction over Hollydale Community Center/Park. In their 
response, the City of South Gate included concerns regarding noise from the trains 
associated with the Project, safety for youth and adults using the park, and debris that may be 
created from the trains using the tracks. There were no additional requests in the response 
from the City of South Gate Parks and Recreation Department.  
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 Forthcoming Consultation 
The Section 4(f) regulations require a finding that the official(s) with jurisdiction have been 
consulted and “have not objected” when applying the exception for archaeological sites of 
minimal value for preservation in place. (23 CFR 774.13(b)(2)). The Section 4(f) regulations 
require written concurrence of the official(s) with jurisdiction in the following situations:  

�x Finding there are no adverse effects or no historic properties affected under Section 
106 prior to making de minimis impact findings (23 CFR 774.5(b));  

�x For parks, recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges prior to making de 
minimis impact findings that the project will not adversely affect the activities, 
features, or attributes that make the property eligible for Section 4(f) protection (23 
CFR 774.5(b)); and 

�x Conditions are met for applying the exception for temporary occupancies that are so 
minimal as to not constitute a Section 4(f) use (23 CFR 774.13(d)). 

Once a preferred alternative is identified and prior to completion of the Final Section 4(f) 
Evaluation, FTA will provide the California SHPO with an effects determination for each 
NRHP-eligible or listed property and make an overall Section 106 determination for the 
Project. As part of the consultation, FTA will inform the California SHPO of its intent to 
make Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings based on their concurrence with the Section 
106 determination and request concurrence with application of the temporary occupancy 
exception. FTA will conclude the coordination with the SHPO regarding concurrence on the 
effects determination prior to making final de minimis impact findings and application of the 
temporary occupancy exception.  

With issue of and collection of comment on the Draft EIS, FTA will provide the public and 
agencies with jurisdiction over Section 4(f) properties with an opportunity to review and 
consider the Section 4(f) analysis and FTA’s preliminary determinations. Once FTA and Metro 
have collected and reviewed public comments, they will request concurrence from the City of 
Paramount Community Services and Recreation Department regarding de minimis impact to 
Paramount Park and from other agencies with jurisdiction over parks for concurrence that the 
conditions for application of the temporary occupancy exception are met. 

Because the FTA’s preliminary determination is de minimis impact or temporary occupancy 
for each affected Section 4(f) property, the determination is not subject to 45-day Department 
of Interior review; however, FTA and Metro will provide the Department of Interior a review 
opportunity during the comment period on the Draft EIS. 
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10 PRELIMINARY SECTION 4(F) FINDING 

The FTA has made a preliminary determination that the Project would have a de minimis 
impact on the activities, attributes, or features that qualify the historic sites listed in Table 
10.1 for protection under Section 4(f), pending the completion of Section 106 consultation 
and concurrence on FTA’s preliminary Section 106 determination from the California 
SHPO. The FTA also has made a preliminary determination that the Project also would have 
a de minimis impact on Paramount Park (Table 10.1), pending concurrence from the City of 
Paramount Community Services and Recreation Department. 

The FTA also has made a preliminary determination that the temporary occupancy exception 
to Section 4(f) use would apply to the Section 4(f) properties identified in Table 10.2, pending 
concurrence from the agencies with jurisdiction that the conditions for application of the 
temporary occupancy exception are met. The Project would have no use of other Section 4(f) 
properties. FTA has preliminarily determined that the Project would satisfy the requirements 
of Section 4(f) because the only impacts to Section 4(f) properties would be de minimis or 
meet the requirements of the temporary occupancy exception.  

Table 10.1. Preliminary de minimis Findings 

Section 4(f) Property Applicable to Alternative(s) Preliminary Finding 

Los Angeles Union Station 
750-800 North Alameda Street, Los Angeles 

Alternative 1 or Design 
Option 1 

de minimis impact 

Barker Brothers Furniture Store 
800 West 7th Street, Los Angeles 

Alternative 2 de minimis impact 

I-105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District Alternatives 1, 2, 3, or 4 de minimis impact 

6000 Alameda Street, Huntington Park Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 de minimis impact 

6101 Santa Fe Avenue, Huntington Park Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 de minimis impact 

Seventh Street Commercial Historic District Alternative 2 de minimis impact 

Paramount Park Alternatives 1, 2, 3, or 4 de minimis impact 

Source: WSP 2020 
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Table 10.2. Preliminary Findings of Temporary Occupancy Exception 

Section 4(f) Property 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Preliminary Finding 

Los Angeles Terminal Annex Post Office 
900 North Alameda Street, Los Angeles 

Alternative 1 Temporary occupancy 
exception 

Los Angeles Union Terminal District and 
Buildings 
777 South Alameda Street and 1213 East 7th 
Street, Los Angeles 

Alternatives 1 or 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception 

1608 East 15th Street, Los Angeles Alternatives 1 or 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception  

Angel City Brewery/John A. Roebling’s Sons 
Company 
216 South Alameda Street, Los Angeles 

Alternative 1 Temporary occupancy 
exception 

500 South Alameda Street, Los Angeles Alternative 1 Temporary occupancy 
exception  

542 South Alameda Street, Los Angeles Alternative 1 Temporary occupancy 
exception  

1250 Long Beach Avenue, Los Angeles Alternatives 1 or 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception  

1753 East Olympic Boulevard, Los Angeles Alternatives 1 or 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception 

Hamburger’s Department Store 
801 South Broadway, Los Angeles 

Alternative 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception 

Charles C. Chapman Building 
756 South Broadway, Los Angeles 

Alternative 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception 

Tower Theater 
800 South Broadway, Los Angeles 

Alternative 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception 

Garfield Building 
403 East 8th Street, Los Angeles 

Alternative 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception 

Union Bank and Trust Company Building 
760 South Hill Street, Los Angeles 

Alternative 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception 

Garment Capitol Building 
217 East 8th Street Los Angeles 

Alternative 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception 

Textile Center Building 
315 East 8th Street, Los Angeles 

Alternative 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception  

Southern California Gas Complex 
810-830 South Flower Street, Los Angeles 

Alternative 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception 

Great Republic Life Building 
756 South Spring Street, Los Angeles 

Alternative 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception 
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Section 4(f) Property 
Applicable to 
Alternative(s) Preliminary Finding 

801 South Spring Street, Los Angeles Alternative 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception 

National City Bank Building 
810 South Spring Street., Los Angeles 

Alternative 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception 

General Petroleum Corporation Parking Garage 
757 South Flower Street, Los Angeles 

Alternative 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception  

The Olympic Theater 
313 West 8th Street, Los Angeles 

Alternative 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception 

Commercial Exchange Building 
416 West 8th Street, Los Angeles 

Alternative 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception 

Mack International Motor Truck Corporation 
2001 South Alameda Street, Los Angeles 

Alternatives 1 or 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception  

Randolph Substation Randolph Street, 
Huntington Park 

Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 Temporary occupancy 
exception  

Downtown Los Angeles Industrial Historic District Alternative 1 Temporary occupancy 
exception  

Broadway Theater and Commercial Historic 
District 

Alternative 2 Temporary occupancy 
exception 

Los Angeles River Bike Path Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 Temporary occupancy 
exception  

Rio Hondo Bike Path Alternatives 1, 2, or 3 Temporary occupancy 
exception  

San Gabriel River Mid-Trail Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 
or 4 

Temporary occupancy 
exception  

Source: WSP 2020
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11 SECTION 6(f) EVALUATION 

 Regulatory Framework 

The purpose of the Land and Water Conservation Act (LWCA) of 1965 (referred to as “Section 
6(f)”), is to assist in preserving, developing, and ensuring accessibility to outdoor recreation 
resources and to strengthen the health and vitality of the citizens of the United States by 
providing funds, planning, acquisition, and development of facilities. The LWCA established 
a funding source for both federal acquisition of park and recreation lands and matching 
grants to States and local municipalities for the acquisition and development of public 
outdoor recreational areas. State and local municipalities often obtain grants through the 
LWCA funds to acquire or make improvements to parks and recreation areas. 

Section 6(f) properties are recreation resources created or improved with funds from the 
LWCA. The LWCA requires that an area funded with this assistance be “continually 
maintained in public recreation use” unless the National Park Service (NPS), or other state 
designee, approves substitution per the Conversion Requirements, including conversion to 
other uses either “in whole or in part” (36 CFR Ch 1, Section 59.3). Section 6(f) prohibits the 
conversion of property acquired or developed with these funds to a non-recreational purpose 
without the approval of the Secretary of the U.S. Department of the Interior’s NPS, and 
mitigation that includes replacement of the quality and quantity of land used. 

No property acquired or developed with assistance under this section shall, without the 
approval of the Secretary, be converted to other than public outdoor recreation uses. The 
Secretary shall approve such conversion only if he finds it to be in accord with the then 
existing comprehensive statewide outdoor recreation plan and only upon such conditions as 
he deems necessary to assure the substitution of other recreation properties of at least equal 
fair market value and of reasonably equivalent usefulness and location (54 U.S.C. § 
200305(f)(3)). 

A partial acquisition cannot affect the recreational function of the parklands; however, a 
temporary use of the land for more than six months may be considered a permanent 
conversion and acquisition of replacement land would be required. Section 6(f) requires that 
conversion of these lands or facilities be coordinated with the Department of Interior or state 
designee, which is the Department of Parks and Recreation Office of Grants and Local 
Services (OGALS) in the state of California. Section 6(f) directs the Department of the 
Interior to ensure that replacement lands of comparable value and function, or monetary 
compensation (used to enhance the remaining land), location, and usefulness are provided as 
conditions to such conversions. 

Section 6(f) conversion requires additional coordination with the agency of jurisdiction and 
California State Parks, which oversees the LWCA fund program for the NPS, and the NPS 
regarding the project effects and conversion area and replacement property.  

This requirement applies to all parks and other sites that have been the subject of LWCA 
funds of any type and includes acquisition of park land and development or rehabilitation of 
park facilities. Because the LWCA fund is applied to recreation, Section 6(f) properties may 
also qualify as Section 4(f) properties. 
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 Methodology 

The California Department of Parks and Recreation LWCF project listing was reviewed to 
determine those parks and recreation facilities that received LWCF grants (LWCF Projects 1964-
2019). The LWCA listing was reviewed to identify lands that have received funding and are 
therefore protected by Section 6(f) of the LWCA.  

A Section 6(f) boundary map for properties within the Affected Area and listed in the LWCF 
Projects listing was requested from OGALS. The property boundaries shown on the Section 
6(f) Boundary map were reviewed to evaluate any potential conversion of or impact to the 
property. The Section 6(f) evaluation for properties within the Affected Area that are included 
in the LWCF Projects 1964-2019 list is provided in Appendix B. 

 Section 6(f) Properties 

The Section 6(f) record search identified three properties with names matching or similar to 
parks within the Affected Area. Hollydale Park has a similar name to a Hollydale Community 
Center/Park but is outside of the Affected Area. Records requested from OGALS for 
Hollydale Park, as listed in the LWCF Projects 1964-2019 listing, confirmed that the Section 
6(f) property is Hollydale Regional Park, located at 5400 Monroe Avenue in the City of South 
Gate. Hollydale Regional Park is located nearly 2,000 feet from the Project and would not be 
affected. Hollydale Community Center and Park is not a Section 6(f) property. 

Paramount Park (Figure 11-1) is within the Affected Area of Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4. Urban 
Orchard Park is a planned park within the Affected Area of Alternatives 1, 2, and 3. The 
Section 6(f) properties and the analysis to determine whether the Project could result in 
potential conversion of the properties are described in the following sections.   

 Paramount Park 

Paramount Park (Figure 5-17) is located at 14400 Paramount Boulevard in the City of 
Paramount. It is owned by the City and recreational uses at the park include playgrounds, 
handball courts (lighted), baseball diamonds (lighted), basketball court (lighted), picnic 
shelters/barbecues, gymnasium, walking path, restrooms, pool with onsite parking. Paramount 
Park received $177,000 in LWCF grant funds in 1984/1985 for development and is subject to 
Section 6(f) protection. The city-owned parkland that is subject to Section 6(f) is separated from 
the Metro right-of-way by a 110-foot LADWP right-of-way (Figure 11-1). 

In addition to the City-owned parkland, the City of Paramount leases a 40-foot-wide strip 
from Metro that is designated for “[p]arking and landscaping for Paramount Park only, and 
no other uses” (Appendix B). Separately, the City has an agreement for use of the 110-foot 
LADWP power right-of-way located between the park and the Metro right-of-way. 

 Urban Orchard Park (Planned)  

Urban Orchard Park is a planned park (Figure 5-24). In 2019, the City of South Gate was 
awarded $3 million in LWCF grant funds to develop Phase 1 of the park, located at 9475 West 
Frontage Road. The 7-acre site that is subject to Section 6(f) protection is located 
approximately 2,000 feet from Alternatives 1, 2, and 3.  
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 Section 6(f) Evaluation 

The Paramount Park property encumbered by Section 6(f) funds (Figure 11-1) is inclusive of 
only the City-owned property and is outside of the future right-of-way; therefore, the park 
would not be incorporated into the Project and temporarily or permanently converted into a 
non-recreational use. The Urban Orchard Park property is also outside of the future right-of-
way; therefore, the park would not be incorporated into the Project and would not be 
temporarily or permanently converted into a non-recreational use. The Project would not 
result in the conversion of any LWCF-funded recreational areas to a non-recreational use; 
therefore, there is no conversion of Section 6(f) property. 



11 Section 6(f) Evaluation 

 

 West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 

11-4 | July 2021  Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation 

Figure 11-1. Section 6(f) Boundary Map for Paramount Park 

 
Source: State of California Department of Parks and Recreation Office of Grants and Local Services 2019
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6 
REGION IX 90 7'" Street 

US Department Arizona, California, Suite 15-300 
of Transportation Hawaii, Nevada, Guam San Francisco. CA 94103-6701 

- American Samoa. 415-734-9490 
Federal Transit Northern Mariana Islands 415-734-9489 (fax) 
Administration 

Ms. Julianne Polanco DEC 2 1 2018 
California State Historic Preservation Ofýcer 
Office of Historic Preservation 
California Department of Parks and Recreation 
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100 
Sacramento, California 95816 

Subject: Section 106 Consultation for the West 
Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 

Dear Ms. Polanco: 

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), in cooperation with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (LACMTA), is initiating the preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor 
Project (Project) in Los Angeles County. The F TA serves as the Federal Lead Agency under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (N EPA) and for compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act. LACMTA is the local Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). The Project will be a federal undertaking because the FTA will be providing ýnancial 
assistance. 

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and its implementing 
regulations (36 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 800) “Protection of Historic Properties,” this 
letter is being transmitted to initiate the Section 106 consultation process for the Project and to seek 
SHPO concurrence on the Area of Potential Effects (APE) and methodologies. Cultural resources 
identiýcation and analysis will be prepared in compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA, as amended, 
and its implementing regulations contained in 36 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 800, and 
applicable sections of the CEQA. The Historic Resources Screening Methodology section outlines the 
methods proposed to identify and evaluate historic properties. 

Project Description 

The West Santa Branch Transit Corridor (WSAB) Project (the Project) proposes a new light rail transit 
(LRT) line that would extend approximately 19 miles from downtown Los Angeles to southeast Los 
Angeles County (See Attachments A, B, and C), serving the cities and communities of Arts District, Little 
Tokyo, Los Angeles, unincorporated F lorence-Firestone community of Los Angeles County, Vernon, 
Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate, Downey, Paramount, Bellþower, Cerritos and Artesia. The 
Project would provide reliable, ýxed guideway transit service that would increase mobility and 
connectivity, reduce travel times on local and regional transportation networks; and accommodate 
substantial ýiture employment and population growth. 



The Project corridor is characterized by Northern and Southern Sections. The Northern Section would 
traverse the cities of Los Angeles, Vernon, Huntington Park, and the unincorporated Florence—Firestone 
community of Los Angeles County. The Southern Section traverses the cities of Huntington Park, South 
Gate, Downey, Artesia and Cerritos. The Southern Section alignment remains common for both Build 
Alternatives E and G. ' 

Under NEPA, two Build Alternatives (Alternative B and Alternative G) are being evaluating and carried 
forward from the alternatives analysis phase, as well as a No Build Alternative. Alternative E would 
terminate at Union Station Forecourt. Alternative G would terminate in the Downtown Transit Core. The 
Build Alternatives share a common alignment south of Olympic Boulevard. 

Alternative E, Alameda Underground — This alternative would extend approximately 19 miles between 
Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) and the City of Artesia. Alternative E would follow Alameda Street 
south and be entirely below-grade from LAUS to Olympic Boulevard. South of Olympic Boulevard, 
Alternative E would cross the I-10 freeway in an aerial structure to the existing Metro Blue Line. 
Alternative E would then transition to a primarily at-grade conýguration to follow the La Habra Branch 
ROW (from Randolph to Gage) east and then turn south to follow the San Pedro Subdivision ROW to the 
Alternative E terminus in Artesia. Alternative B includes two design options: 

Design Option 1: LAUS at the Metropolitan Water District (MWD) — The LAUS station box would be 
located east of LAUS and the Metropolitan Water District building, below the baggage area parking 
facility. 

Design Option 2: Remove the Little Tokyo Station — Under this design option, the Little Tokyo Station 
would not be constructed and there would be no direct connection to the Regional Connector Station in 
the Little Tokyo community. 

Alternative E would consist of approximately 2.3 miles of underground, 12.8 miles of at-grade, and 4.1 
miles of aerial alignment. Alternative B would include 12 new LRT stations, 3 of which would be 
underground, 6 would be at-grade, and 3 would be aerial. Five of the stations would include parking 
facilities, providing a total of approximately 1,600 new transit parking spaces. The alignment would 
include 31 at—grade crossings, 3 freeway undercrossings, 25 elevated road crossings, and 10 elevated rail 
crossmgs. 

Alternative G, Downtown Transit Core — This alternative would extend approximately 19 miles 
between the 7th Street/Metro Center Station in downtown Los Angeles and the City of Artesia. Alternative 
G would follow 8th Street east and Alameda Street south and be entirely below—grade from 7th 
Street/Metro Center to Olympic Boulevard. South of Olympic Boulevard, Alternative G would cross the 
HO freeway in an aerial structure to the existing Metro Blue Line. Alternative G would then transition to 
a primarily at-grade conýguration to follow the La Habra Branch ROW east and then turn south to follow 
the San Pedro Subdivision ROW to the Alternative G terminus in Artesia. 

Alternative G would consist of approximately 2.3 miles of underground, 12.8 miles of at-grade and 4.1 
miles of aerial alignment. Alternative G would include 12 new LRT stations, 3 of which would be 
underground, 6 would be at-grade, and 3 would be aerial. Five of the stations would include parking 
facilities, providing a total of approximately 1,600 new transit parking spaces. The alignment would 
include 31 at-grade crossings, 3 freeway undercrossings, 25 elevated road crossings, and 10 elevated rail 
crossmgs. 



Stations 

Each of the Build Alternatives proposes up to a total of 12 planned stations with design options along the 
alignment, including the option to relocate the LAUS termini station and the option to remove the Little 
Tokyo Station. The stations are discussed in Table 1 below. 

Station Name 

T lw ta t ioo r  , 

General 
Location 

NORTHERN SECTION 

Type of 
Proposed 
Station 

Proposed 
Station Parking Spaces 

Alternative E: Alameda Underground 

LAUS LAUS Forecourt City of Los Underground No new parking — Existing 
Angeles parking at LAUS 

Design Option 1 

LAUS behind the 
existing MWD 
Building 

Little Tokyo Traction Avenue City of Los Underground No parking proposed 
(Optional) and 1St St Angeles 

Arts District Alameda Street City of Los Underground No parking proposed 
South between 6‘“ Stand Angeles 

7‘h St 

Slauson Slauson City of Los Aerial No parking proposed 
Ave/Long Beach Angeles/ 
Ave Unincorporated 

LA County 

Paciýc/ Pacific City of At-grade No parking proposed 
Ave/Randolph St Huntington Park 

Randolph 



Station Name General 
Location 

Type of 
Proposed 
Station 

Proposed 
Station Parking Spaces 

Alternative G: Downtown Transit Core 

7‘“ Street/ Metro 
Center 

7th St/Metro 
Center at 8th 
St/Flower St with 
an underground 
pedestrian 
connection to 7th 
St/Metro Center 
Station (between 
8th St and 
Olympic Blvd) 

City of Los 
Angeles 

Underground No parking proposed 

South 
Park/Fashion 
District 

8th Street between 
Los Angeles 
Street and Santee 
Street (between 
8th St and 
Olympic Blvd) 

City of Los 
Angeles 

Underground No parking proposed 

Arts District 
South 

Alameda Street 
between 6"“ St. 
and 7th St. 
(between 8th St 
and Olympic 
Blvd) 

City of Los 
Angeles 

Underground No parking proposed 

Slauson Slauson 
Ave/Long Beach 
Ave (between 
Olympic Blvd and 
Slauson Ave) 

City of Los 
Angeles/ 
Unincorporated 
LA County 

Aerial No parking proposed 

Paciýc/ Randolph Paciýc 
Ave/Randolph St 

City of 
Huntington Park 

At-grade No parking proposed 



Station Name General 
Location 

Type of 
Proposed 
Station 

Proposed 
Station Parking Spaces 

SOUTHERN SECTION (SAME FOR ALTERNATIVE E AND G) 

Florence/ Salt Florence Ave/Salt City of At-grade No parking proposed 
Lake Lake Ave Huntington 

Park/City of 
Cudahy 

Firestone Between Atlantic City of South Aerial 171 
Ave and Firestone Gate 
Blvd 

Gardendale Gardendale City of Downey At-grade No parking proposed 
St/Dakota Ave 

1-105 /Green Line [-105 City 'of South Aerial 228 
Freeway/Green Gate/City of 
Line Station Paramount 

Paramount/ Paramount City of Paramount Aerial 490 
Rosecrans Blvd/Rosecrans 

Ave 

Bellþower Bellþower City of Bellþower At-grade 263 
Blvd/Pacific Ave 

Pioneer Pioneer City of Artesia At-grade 442 
Blvd/ 186th St 

Total Number of Proposed New Parking Spaces 1,594 

Grade Separations and Crossings 

Within the Northern Section, Alternative B, Alameda Underground would be entirely underground from 
LAUS to south of Olympic Boulevard. South of Olympic Boulevard, the alignment would be at-grade 
except for the following grade-separated locations: 

I Los Angeles Union Station to South of Olympic Boulevard (underground) 



0 Maximum depth is approximately 115 feet 

I Olympic Boulevard to Slauson Avenue (aerial) 

0 Approximately 40 feet high 

I Randolph Street to Gage Avenue (aerial) 

0 Approximately 40 feet high 

Within the Northern Section, Alternative G, Downtown Transit Core would be entirely underground from 
7th Street/Metro Center Station to south of Olympic Boulevard. South of Olympic Boulevard, the 
alignment would be at-grade except for the following grade-separated locations: 

I Downtown Transit Core to South of Olympic Boulevard (underground) 

0 Maximum depth is approximately 80 feet 

I Olympic Boulevard to Slauson Avenue (aerial) 

0 Approximately 40 feet high 

I Randolph Street to Gage Avenue (aerial) 

0 Approximately 40 feet high 

The Southern Section would extend for approximately 11 miles primarily at-grade with the following 
grade—separations: 

I South of Ardine Street (Atlantic Avenue and Firestone Boulevard) (aerial) 

0 Approximately 40 feet high 

I South of Southern Avenue (over the Los Angeles River) to north of [-710 (aerial) 

0 Approximately 50 feet high 

I South of [-710 (over the Rio Hondo Channel) to south of the Rio Hondo Channel (aerial) 

0 Approximately 40 feet high 

I Imperial Highway and Garýeld Avenue (aerial) 

0 Approximately 35 feet high 

I I-lOS/Green Line crossing (aerial) 

0 Approximately 40 feet high 

I South of I—105 (over Paramount freight line and Paramount Boulevard/Rosecrans Avenue) to 
Paramount High School (aerial) 



0 Approximately 40 feet high 

I Paramount High School (over Downey Avenue) to Somerset Boulevard (aerial) 

0 Approximately 35 feet high 

I Comuta Avenue (over Woodruff Avenue/Flower Street) to Flora Vista Street (aerial) 

0 Approximately 40 feet high 

I SR-9l (underpass at—grade) 

I South of SR—9l (over the San Gabriel River) to north of Artesia Boulevard (aerial) 

0 Approximately 30 feet high 

I 1-605 (underpass at—grade) 

I Cerritos/Artesia city line (over Gridley Road/ l83rd Street) to 186'h Street (aerial) 

0 Approximately 40 feet high 

Ground Disturbance 

Ground disturbing activities would occur throughout the Project. The Build Altematives would be 
constructed primarily underground in the Northern Section while the Southern Section would primarily 
consist of at-grade and aerial construction. All ground disturbing activities would be located entirely 
within the public and/or rail ROW, or on sites that would be acquired for construction through temporary 
construction easements, parking facilities, maintenance and storage facility, or TPSS sites. Proposed 
construction staging and laydown areas are also proposed entirely within the Project area. Table 2 lists 
potential staging and laydown area options currently in review. The proposed construction staging and 
laydown areas would be primarily located within the rail ROW, at the proposed parking facility sites and 
the maintenance and storage facility site. 

Utility relocations would not exceed 5 to 10 feet of disturbance from ground elevation. Construction of 
the underground segments would require the use of a Tunnel Boring Machine (TBM) and/or use of the 
cut-and-cover method. However, the cut-and-cover sections at underground stations would relocate 
utilities that could be up to 25 feet below ground elevation. Disturbed ground would be backýlled with 
the same material or clean ýll. Concrete encasement of ductbanks would be provided where needed. 
Attachment D includes major utility relocations within the Project APE. 

The following provides approximate ground disturbance depths: 

o TBM:115 feet 

0 Laydown Yards: 0 to 1 feet 

0 TPSS: 4 feet (foundations and spread footings may be deeper) 

o MSF Yard Tracks and Parking/Roads: 2 to 4 feet 



MSF Buildings: 3-10 feet 

Utility Relocations: 5-25 feet 

Table 2 Construction Sta_in_ and La down Areas 

E of Bauchet St United States Postal Service Parking LAUS — Forecourt Industrial 
north of Cesar Lot 
Chavez Ave 

E of Alameda St LAUS Parking Lot B LAUS — Forecourt Commercial 
South of N Los 

Angeles St 

E of Alameda St La Petite Academy of Los Angeles LAUS - Forecourt Commercial/ 
North of N Los Parking Lot 
Angeles St. and Education 
South of Cesar 
Chavez Ave 

E of LAUS, N of LAUS Parking Lot P and landscape LAUS — Forecourt Industrial 
US-IOl ý'eeway, W 

of Gold Line 
Platform 

S of 101 at the Regional Connector Staging Site Little Tokyo Station Residential/ 
comer of N. 

Alameda St and E Commercial 
lst St 

Comer of Alameda Ofýce Depot Parking Lot Little Tokyo Station Commercial 
St and 2nd St 

W of Alameda St Bus Facility, partial sidewalk, and Arts District South Industrial/ 
between 6th & 7th St southbound lanes Station Commercial 

B side of Alameda Bus Facility, partial sidewalk, one Arts District South Industrial/ 
St, Comer of 7th St northbound lane, commercial Station Commercial 

and Alameda buildings 



Location Location Description Project Component Surrounding 

Land Use 

9 N of 8th St between Located on vacant parcel between 8th St/Flower St Commercial/ 
Francisco St and Target parking structure and 777 S Station 

Figueroa St Figueroa St, Los Angeles, CA 90017. Business Park 
Partial lane and sidewalk 

10 SE Comer of 8th St Parking Lot 8th St/F lower St Commercial/ 
and S Figueroa St Station 

Business Park 

11 N of 8th St between Partial lane and sidewalk 8th St/Flower St Commercial/ 
Figueroa Flower St Station 

Business Park 

12 N of 8th St between Partial lane and sidewalk 8th St/Flower St Commercial/ 
Flower St and Hope Station 

St Business Park 

13 S side of 8th St Partial westbound lane and sidewalk South Park/Fashion Commercial/ 
between Main St and District Station 

Los Angeles St Business Park 

14 S side of 8th St Partial lane street and sidewalk South Park/Fashion Commercial/ 
between Los District Station 

Angeles St and Business Park 
Santee St 

15 N end of Santee St End of local Street South Park/Fashion Commercial/ 
District Station 

Business Park 

16 SW of 8th St and Parking Lot South Park/Fashion Commercial/ 
Santee St District Station 

Business Park 

17 E and W side of Commercial/Industrial TBM Launch Portal Industrial 
Long Beach Ave 
between Olympic 
Blvd and 14th St 



Location Location Description Project Component Surrounding 

Land Use 

18 In-between 14th St Metro Bus Facility Partial strip of TBM Launch Portal Commercial/ 
and Olympic Blvd street and sidewalk 

on Long Beach Ave Industrial 

19 Properties and Street Industrial/Commercial/street and TBM Launch Pit Commercial/ 
between Olympic sidewalk 

and 14th St Industrial 

20 W side of Long Industrial/Commercial TBM Launch Pit Commercial/ 
Beach Ave between 

14th and 15th St Industrial 

2 ]  W side of Long Freeway Underpass TBM Staging Area Industrial 
Beach Ave, beneath 

1-10 Freeway 

22 NE Comer of Long Parking lot and industrial property Long Beach Blvd Industrial 
Beach Ave. and 1700 Long Beach Ave, Los Angeles Viaduct 

Washington Blvd 

23 NW Comer of Long Industrial building Long Beach Blvd Industrial 
Beach Ave. and Viaduct 

Washington Blvd 

24 20th St between Fueling Facility Long Beach Blvd Industrial 
Compton Ave and Viaduct 
Long Beach Ave 

25 NE comer of Long Light Industrial Long Beach Blvd Industrial 
Beach Ave. and Viaduct 

Vernon Ave 

26 NE comer of Long Industrial Long Beach Blvd Industrial 
Beach Ave. and Viaduct 

Slauson Ave 



Location Location Description Project Component Surrounding 

Land Use 

27 SE corner of Long Industrial Long Beach Blvd Industrial 
Beach Ave, north of Viaduct 

Slauson Ave 

28 SE Comer of Industrial Long Beach Blvd Industrial 
Slauson and Viaduct 
Randolph St 

29 Existing RR ROW at Railroad ROW Randolph Grade Industrial 
Bissell St. and Separation 

Randolph St E of 
Salt Lake Ave 

30 NE of Firestone Warehousing/Logistics Firestone Station Industrial 
Blvd at Neville Ave and Grade 
and Mason St. along Separation 

Railroad ROW 

31 W of Salt Lake Ave Vacant Los Angeles River Industrial 
at end of Wood Ave Bridge 

32 E of Salt Lake Ave Vacant Los Angeles River Industrial 
between Duncan Bridge 

Way and Wood Ave 

33 SW Frontage Road, Industrial LA River Bridge & Industrial, 
adjacent to 1-710 1-710 Undercrossing Residential, 

Freeway Recreational 

34 S. of Miller Way, Light Industrial Storage 1-710 Undercrossing Industrial 
adjacent to [-710 & Rio Hondo 

Freeway Channel Bridge 

35 NE comer of Vacant LA River Bridge & Industrial 
Railroad ROW and 
Garýeld Ave, S of 

Imperial Hwy 

I-710 Undercrossing 



Location Location Description Project Component Surrounding 

Land Use 

36 E of Center St Parking Lot/ Commercial/Recycling 1-105 Station Commercial/ 
between Lincoln and 

Nevada Industrial 

37 N of Rosecrans Ave Railroad ROW Paramount Station Commercial/ 
S of San Pedro Sub and Grade 
Division Railroad Separation Industrial 

ROW 

38 N of Rosecrans Ave Commercial & Industrial GCR Tires Paramount Station Commercial/ 
S of San Pedro Sub & Service 7801 E Rosecrans, and Grade 
Division Railroad Paramount, CA 90723 Separation Industrial 

ROW 

39 NE corner of Industrial Paramount Reýnery Downey Grade Commercial/ 
Downey Ave and Separation 

RR ROW Industrial 

40 NW comer of Commercial and Parking Lot Bellþower Station Commercial/ 
Bellflower Blvd and 

Railroad ROW Industrial 

41 SW Comer of San Vacant San Gabriel River Commercial/ 
Gabriel River and Bridge 

SR-9l Industrial 

42 NW comer of 188th Commercial Pioneer Parking lot Commercial/ 
and Pioneer Blvd 

Industrial 

Area of Potential Effects 

A proposed APE has been established in accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.3. The APE is deýned as: 

“the geographic area or areas within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations 
in the character or use of historic properties, if any such properties exist. The area of potential effects 
is inþuenced by the scale and nature of an undertaking and may be different for different kinds of 
effects caused by the undertaking.” 



The proposed Project APE (See Attachment D) has been delineated to encompass areas that contain 
historic properties that may be directly or indirectly affected by any of the Project Build Alternatives or 
design options. This includes temporary construction impacts and permanent impacts. The proposed APE 
includes all areas that may be subject to direct or indirect effects, including potential visual, noise, 
vibration, and/or ground settlement effects that may result from construction or implementation of the 
Project. 

The direct APE encompasses all areas where demolition, ground disturbance, permanent and temporary 
construction, staging, and acquisitions would occur. The direct APE encompasses areas with potential 
direct ground disturbance, accounting for project elements such as at-grade track work, and aerial and 
underground structures. The proposed direct APE also includes areas with permanent site improvements 
such as station locations, proposed parking areas, project elements such as train control, traction power 
substation sites, ventilation structures, maintenance and storage facilities, and construction staging areas. 
The proposed APE varies with the level of proposed disturbance (LOD). The APE extends from 
approximately the existing ground surface to 50 feet above the existing ground surface and approximately 
1 15 feet below the existing ground surface. 

The proposed indirect APE includes all areas that may be subject to potential visual, noise, vibration, 
and/or ground settlement effects that may result from construction or implementation of the proposed 
Project. In areas where the proposed alignment would be at-grade, within existing railroad ROW or 
LACTMA-owned ROW, the indirect APE encompasses the same area as the direct APE, as the 
introduction of a rail system in areas where rail historically functioned would not have an increased 
potential to cause indirect impacts to historic properties. In areas where the proposed alignment is 
underground, aerial or not within existing railroad ROW, the indirect APE is deýned as the ýrst row of 
adjacent parcels. If the design of the alternatives is modiýed, the APE will be revised accordingly, in 
consultation with LACMTA and SHPO. See APE Map, Attachment D. 

Historic Resources Screening Methodology 

In accordance with 36 CF R Part 800.4(a)(2) all existing and potential archaeological resources and built 
environment resources that are located within a project’s APE will be identiýed. Within the APE, PTA 
and LACMTA will identify historic properties, which are those that are listed in or eligible for inclusion 
in the National Register and/or California Register of Historical Resources (California Register). Historic 
property identiýcation efforts are being conducted in accordance with the Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR) and will be conducted by qualiýed archaeologists and architectural historians who meet the 
National Park Service Professional Qualiýcation Standards (PQS). The cultural resources ýeld 
investigations will follow California OI-IP guidelines for documenting historic resources and the 
appropriate National Park Service National Register Bulletins for evaluating historic properties. 

Background research will be conducted to provide context for the identiýcation of potential historic 
properties and to verify ýeld data. This will include the preparation of a cultural resources records search 
through the California Historic Resource Information System, located at the South Central Coastal 
Information Center (SCCIC), California State University, Fullerton. The SCCIC records search will 
identify previous cultural resources work and previously recorded cultural resources within a 0.5-mile 
radius of the Project APE. The California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) search 
included a review of the Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility list and available historical maps, 
which will assist in determining the potential to encounter archaeological resources in areas with no 
ground visibility. The SCCIC records search will be supplemented with local survey data including 
SurveyLA and archival research including but not limited to historic aerial photographs, building permit 
data, city directories and newspaper articles. 



Upon completion of the SCCIC records search, an intensive-level survey of the APE will be completed. 
Field documentation will consist of digital photographs and notes using tablets. The archaeological ýeld 
survey will include surveyors walking within areas with exposed ground surface. The architectural history 
ýeldwork will include a survey of each property containing built environment resources. 

An intensive-level survey will be conducted to determine precisely what historic properties exist the 
Project APE. The intensive survey will document: 

The kinds of properties that are extant; 
The boundaries of the area surveyed; 
The method of survey, including an estimate of the extent of survey coverage; and 
A record of the precise location of all properties identiýed. 

The Project has a base year of 201 8. The estimated opening date is currently 2028 under the P3 
accelerated funding/implementation scenario described above. It is anticipated that under a P3 funding 
approach, the Project would be completed in a single phase by 2028. The proposed undertaking extends 
19 miles from downtown Los Angeles to the City of Artesia, largely through heavily developed areas 
along existing railroad corridors that are surrounding by commercial and industrial properties. Much of 
the surrounding area along the alignment contains properties that were constructed more than 50 years 
ago. Further, since the construction date for the project is 2028, there are a signiýcant number of 
properties that will become 50 before the project is completed. 

0 Properties constructed prior to 1978, or 40 years of age or older will be surveyed for historic 
signiýcance. 

0 Properties constructed before 1978 that retain integrity will be recorded on California Department 
of Parks and Recreation forms (DPRs) and will be evaluated for NRHP and CRHR eligibility as 
part of the Project identiýcation phase. 

0 Properties lacking integrity will be exempt from evaluation. Preparation of DPRs will be 
substituted with an appendix table depicting a photo of each property. The table will summarize 
basic information about the exempted property including construction date, parcel number, 
address and a description of the alterations which warrant the exemption. Only properties that are 
substantially altered and/or clearly would not be eligible for listing in the NRHP and CRHR 
would be exempted. An example of the proposed exemption table is included in Attachment E. 

0 Properties with survey eligibility ýndings that were completed within the past 5 years will not be 
updated, unless there are substantial changes to the property identiýed during the ýeld survey. 
The previous documentation will be included as an appendix to the Cultural Resources Impacts 
Report. 

0 Properties previously determined ineligible for the NRHP and CRHR which have not been 
surveyed within the past 10 years will be updated with a DPR update form and reevaluated. 

0 Related properties (i.e., residential tracts, large industrial complexes) will be recorded on a 
DPR523D District Record and continuation sheets ad potential districts instead of recording each 
individual building on a DPR523A form. 

0 If the Project completion date is pushed beyond 2028, additional Section 106 studies that would 
encompass buildings that would be 50 years of age by the most distant build-out period and 
properties that did not meet Criterion Consideration G would be required at a future date. 



Native American and Tribal Outreach 

In accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.4(a)(3), local historic groups and other stakeholders that may have 
an interest in the project will be contacted to gather information on historic resources within the APE. 
The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was contacted on June 23, 2018 for a sacred lands 
ýle search request of the project vicinity and for Native American consultation contacts. LACMTA is 
currently developing a consultation plan that will include information on the project, historic properties, 
and potential effects to the Native American tribes and consulting parties for review and comment. Letters 
detailing the project will be sent to each of the identiýed interested parties, and follow-up calls will be 
placed to ensure that stakeholders are given the opportunity to comment. Should any stakeholders have an 
interest in meeting in person, LACMTA will coordinate with FTA to accommodate their request. 

Findings 

In accordance with 36 CFR § 800.4, the FTA is requesting your concurrence with the APE and 
methodology. 

Enclosed you will find the Project Vicinity, Project Location, Project Overview, and APE maps for the 
project. If you have questions or wish to discuss this project, please contact Candice Hughes, 
Environmental Protection Specialist, at (213) 629-8613, or transmit e-mail to candice.hughes@dot.gov, or 
contact Adam Stephenson, Transportation Program Specialist, by phone at (213) 202-3957 or by email at 
adam.stephenson@dot.gov. 

Sincerely, 0 

/ J 

Edward Carranza Jr. 
Acting Regional Administrator 

Attachments: 
A: Project Location Map 
B: Project Vicinity Map 
C: Project Overview Map 
D: APE Map 
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Lisa Ann L. Mangat,Director

January 18, 2019

In reply refer to:  FTA_2018_1224_001

Mr. Edward Carranza Jr.
Acting Regional Administrator
Federal Transit Administration
90 Seventh Street, Suite 15-300
San Francisco, CA 94103-6701

Re:  West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project, Area of Potential Effect (APE) and
Identification Methodology, City and County of Los Angeles, California

Dear Mr. Carranza:

The State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) received, on December 24, 2018, the Federal
Transportation Administration’s (FTA) letter initiating consultation in order to comply with
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (54 U.S.C. § 300101) and its
implementing regulation at 36 CFR § 800. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) included
the project location, project vicinity, and Area of Potential Effect (APE) maps with the
consultation letter.

The West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project (WSAB) proposes a new light rail transit
line that would extend approximately 19 miles from downtown Los Angeles to southeast Los
Angeles County, serving the following cities and communities: Arts District, Little Tokyo, Los
Angeles, the unincorporated Florence-Firestone community, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell,
Cudahy, South Gate, Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos, and Artesia.  The route would
begin at the Los Angeles Union Station, and terminate in Arteisa, California. The undertaking
includes a combination of below-grade, at-grade, and aerial alignment, 12 new stations, and
1,600 total new parking spaces at five stations.

As described in the consultation package, the APE encompasses all areas of demolition,
ground disturbance, permanent and temporary construction, staging, and parcels proposed for
acquisition. The vertical APE has been identified between 50 feet above-grade and 115 feet
below-grade, depending on the activity.

FTA has requested comments on the delineation of the APE and the methodology to
streamline the identification and evaluation of historic properties. After reviewing the
documentation, the following comments are offered:

 Provide a narrative description of the APE and discussion of why it has been delineated
as proposed.



Mr. Edward Carranza, Jr. FTA_2018_1224_001
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 Explain why on Sheets 9-15, 24, 25, and 27, the APE narrows dramatically and leaves
out adjacent parcels, eliminating analysis of potential indirect effects.

 Regarding the identification methodology:
o It is recommended that FTA consult Sanborn maps, to determine the potential for

encountering subsurface historic-era deposits;
o FTA should keep in mind that contingent upon the results of their currently

proposed identification efforts further identification efforts may be required, such
as a geoarchaeological analysis that includes an overview of the age of buried
soils and sediments in an effort to predict the locations of unidentified subsurface
archaeological deposits;

o FTA should also note that the proposed underground stations in the Northern
Section of the APE, specifically at Union Station (Alternative E) is within a known
culturally sensitive area and may be within the boundary of the historic property
(archaeological)  CA-LAN-1575/H.

o Provide a copy of Attachment E, the proposed exemption table, referenced in the
consultation package.

o Describe further the process for exempting properties “lacking integrity.” Typically
there are parameters defined for such exemptions; explain the parameters. Has
this been developed, and who will make the determination regarding whether a
property lacks integrity?

o Regarding update of properties with eligibility findings within the past five years;
this should be limited to those properties with eligibility findings that have
received SHPO concurrence.

 I cannot agree with the proposed methodology at this time. Please revise the
consultation to include the information above and resubmit it for review.

If you have any questions, please contact Kathleen Forrest of my staff at (916) 445-7022 or
Kathleen.Forrest@parks.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Julianne Polanco
State Historic Preservation Officer
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Ms. Julianne Polanco APR 2 6 ZUlQ 
California State Historic Preservation Ofýcer 
Ofýce of Historic Preservation 
California Department of Parks and Recreation 
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100 
Sacramento, California 95816 

Subject: Response to SHPO Comments 
Regarding Section 106 Consultation for the 
West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 
(FTA_201 8_1224_001) 

Dear Ms. Polanco: 

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), in cooperation with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority (LACMTA), is initiating the preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor 
Project (Project) in Los Angeles County. The FTA serves as the Federal Lead Agency under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and for compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NI-IPA). LACMTA is the local Lead Agency under the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). The Project will be a federal undertaking because the FTA will be providing 
ýnancial assistance. 

The State Historic Preservation Ofýce (SHPO) received a letter from F TA on December 21, 2018 
pursuant to Section 106 of the NI-IPA and its implementing regulations (36 Code of Federal Regulations 
[CFR] Part 800) “Protection of Historic Properties,” to initiate the Section 106 consultation process for 
the Project and to seek SHPO concurrence on the Area of Potential Effects (APE) and methodologies. 
Cultural resources identiýcation and analysis will be prepared in compliance with Section 106 of the 
NHPA, as amended, and its implementing regulations contained in 36 Code of Federal Regulations 
(CFR), Part 800, and applicable sections of the CEQA. 

The SHPO responded with a letter dated January 18, 2019, which provided eight comments and questions 
regarding the project APE and survey methodology. The following is a summary of these comments and 
questions and FTA’s responses. The purpose of this updated consultation letter is to provide responses to 
SHPO’s questions and comments and seek concurrence on the project APE and methodology. 



Comment 1: Provide a narrative description of the APE and discussion of why it has been delineated as 
proposed. 

Response 1: 

The proposed APE (Attachment D of original letter and reattached as Attachment A) has been delineated 
in accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.16 (d). The proposed APE encompasses all areas within the 
alignment which may be directly or indirectly affected by temporary effects and/or permanent features or 
operational effects related to the Project. 

The 19-mile long alignment includes segments that are underground, at-grade, and aerial. The proposed 
APE has been delineated to consider the potential direct and indirect effects, including visual effects, that 
may occur within each of these varied segments. The direct APE includes the alignment right-of-way, as 
well as all associated elements where construction will occur, including stations, laydown yards, 
maintenance facilities, and parking lots. For the proposed 2.3 miles of underground segment (proposed 
tunnel) in the northern section of the Project corridor, the direct APE includes the street or parcels directly 
above the proposed tunnel areas, as well as any other areas with related ground disturbance. For the 
proposed 12.8 miles of at-grade segment, the direct APE encompasses the width of the existing railroad 
right-of-way (ROW). For the proposed 4.1 miles of aerial alignment, the direct APE includes the width of 
the proposed ROW. For the two proposed maintenance and storage facility (MSF) options (one each in 
the cities of Paramount and Bellþower), the direct APE includes the entire block of buildings that would 
be demolished to construct the MSF. The MSF option in Paramount would be located 1,300 feet south of 
the Project alignment along the Paciýc Electric Right-of-Way (PEROW). The MSF option in Bellþower 
would be located on a parcel directly north and adjacent to the alignment. Additionally, construction of 
the Build Alternatives would require realignment of 0.5 mile of existing Green Line track within the 
existing, disturbed I-105 ROW. In this area, the direct APE encompasses the width of the existing 1-105 
ROW to encompass the Green Line alignment and to accommodate restriping of freeway lanes. The direct 
APE also encompasses areas with potential direct ground disturbance, accounting for temporary 
(construction) and permanent Project elements including but not limited to: whole or partial parcel 
acquisitions, at-grade track work, aerial and underground structures, station locations, proposed parking 
areas, train control, traction power substation (TPSS) sites, ventilation structures, and MSF options. The 
extent of the direct APE is deýned by the direct temporary and permanent disturbance associated with 
construction and operation of typical Project elements (listed above). The proposed vertical APE varies 
with the level of proposed disturbance. The APE extends from the existing ground surface to 
approximately 90 feet above the existing ground surface and approximately 115 feet below the existing 
ground surface. 

The architectural APE has been delineated to encompass all properties that may be indirectly affect by the 
proposed undertaking. The architectural APE is broadly deýned as a one parcel buffer out from the direct 
APE in all areas where the alignment is underground or aerial, to identify potential noise, vibration or 
Visual effects to historic properties. The architectural APE is also deýned as the ýrst row of adjacent 
parcels in areas where there is construction proposed outside the existing railroad or LACMTA-owned 
ROW, including proposed station parking, whole or partial parcel acquisitions, laydown areas, TPSS, and 
MSF options. Because some of these activities may occur on only one side of the alignment, this has 
resulted in the APE appearing uneven, or “jagged” in certain locations. In instances where the property 
expands beyond a single parcel from the direct APE (e.g., industrial or institutional complexes), the 
architectural APE buffer was expanded to encompass additional parcels to evaluate the property as a 
single resource. Within locations where the proposed alignment would be at-grade, within existing 
freeway, railroad, or LACTMA—owned ROW, the architectural APE was limited to the direct APE 
footprint, resulting in the appearance of a narrowed APE in these locations. The architectural APE 
delineation was reduced in these locations because the introduction of a new light rail system in areas 



where rail has historically operated and currently operates would not increase the potential to cause 
indirect impacts to historic properties. 

The following table provides a summary the APE delineation: 

APE Delineation 

Project Elements Direct APE Architectural APE 

Within ROW, underground Area of direct construction One parcel out ýom Direct APE 

Area of direct construction, . . . 
Within existing ROW, at-grade which is limited to existing Area °.f direct construction, Whmh 

is limited to eXIStmg ROW ROW 

Within ROW, aerial Area of direct construction One parcel out from Direct APE 

Segments at: 
- Stations 

- Park-and-Rides Area of direct construction One parcel out from Direct APE 
- Maintenance Facility 

- Construction laydown areas 

Freeway Crossings Extent of freeway activities Extent of ý‘eeway activities 

Comment 2: Explain why on sheets 9-15, 24, 25, and 27, the APE narrow dramatically and leaves out 
adjacent parcels, eliminating analysis of potential indirect effects. 

Response 2: Throughout the l9-mile long alignment, the APE does expand and contract in speciýc 
locations. The project alignment contains a vertical APE that includes underground, at—grade, and aerial 
segments. The architectural APE was delineated to consider the indirect effects of each of these project 
components, as well as those outside the existing ROW, including stations, TPSS, parking lots, and 
maintenance facilities. The APE crosses industrial, commercial and residential areas of Los Angeles 
County and contains a wide range of property types and parcel sizes. Together, these elements result in an 
APE that appears to vary in speciýc locations and the map may not indicate what construction is 
speciýcally occurring within each of these locations. 

For example, the architectural APE appears narrowed in select locations on sheets 9-15, 24, 25, and 27 in 
the locations where the proposed alignment is at-grade, within existing railroad or LACTMA-owned 
ROW. The architectural APE is limited to the project footprint within these areas as the introduction of a 
rail system in areas where rail currently or historically has operated is not anticipated to have an increased 
potential to cause indirect impacts to historic properties. 

In some locations, the direct APE also expands to include adjacent properties which may be directly 
impacted by construction activities (See map pages 9 and 10). Also as previously noted, due to the range 
of property types and varied development history of the area, there are numerous odd-sized and angled 
properties with and adjacent to the direct and architectural APEs, resulting in the appearance of a varied 
APE that appears to expand and contract in speciýc locations (See map pages 11, 23, 25, and 27). 



In grade crossing locations where the Project includes associated street improvements, the direct APE was 
expanded to include the area within the roadway that would require work; however, the improvements are 
largely signage and striping and therefore the architectural APE was limited to the project footprint in 
these locations (See map pages 14, 15, and 16). 

Comment 3: It is recommended that FTA consult Sanborn maps to determine the potential for 
encountering subsurface historic-era deposits. 

Response 3: Archival research, including Sanborn map review, will be conducted to provide context for 
the identiýcation of potential historic properties and to verify ýeld data for the entire 19-mile alignment. 
This analysis will be discussed further in the cultural resources impacts reports. Note that all areas where 
subsurface deposits may be encountered are included in the direct APE, which will be subject to 
investigations. 

Comment 4: FTA should keep in mind that contingent upon the results of their currently proposed 
identiýcation efforts further identiýcation efforts may be required, such as a geoarchaeological analysis 
that includes an overview of the age of buried soils and sediments in an effort to predict the locations of 
unidentiýed subsurface archaeological deposits. 

Response 4: If additional identiýcation efforts are required, the ýndings of such analysis will be 
conducted and incorporated into the cultural resources technical report that will be prepared for the 
project. As part of the identiýcation process, an intensive archaeological survey will be conducted of the 
direct APE. The SCCIC records search indicated that the mapped boundary of the historic property 
(archaeological), CA-LAN-1575/H, is within the Northern Section of the APE, speciýcally at Union 
Station (Alternative B). The effects of the undertaking on this historic property will be assessed as part of 
the cultural resource study. The project APE is heavily urbanized and the ground visibility within the 
direct APE is relatively poor (less than 10 percent) due to the developed nature of the Project area. 

Comment 5: FTA should also note that the proposed underground stations in the Northern Section of the 
APE, speciýcally at Union Station (Alternative B) is within a known culturally sensitive area and may be 
within the boundary of the historic property (archaeological) CA-LAN-1575/H. 

Response 5: Background research is being conducted to provide context for the identiýcation of known 
historic properties within a 0.5-mile radius of the direct APE. As part of this effort, a cultural resources 
records search was conducted through the California Historic Resource Information System, located at the 
South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC), California State University, Fullerton. Results of the 
record search indicate that the mapped boundary of the historic property (archaeological), CA—LAN- 
1575/H, is within the Northern Section of the APE, speciýcally at Union Station (Alternative E). Cultural 
resources staff will work with project planners and engineers to avoid and minimize effects to historic 
properties wherever possible. Once any design reýnements are made, the effects of the undertaking on 
this historic property will be assessed as part of the cultural resource study. 

Comment 6: Provide a copy of Attachment E, the proposed exemption table, referenced in the 
consultation package. 

Response 6: The proposed exemption table is provided as Attachment C to this letter and provides a 
sample selection of exempted properties and the justiýcation for their exemption. 

Comment 7: Describe further the process for exempting properties “lacking integrity.” Typically, there 
are parameters deýned for such exemptions; explain the parameters. Has this been developed, and who 
will make the determination regarding whether a property lacks integrity? 



Response 7: Properties that are lacking sufýcient integrity to convey their potential historic signiýcance 
will be exempt from evaluation. Preparation of DPR forms will be substituted with an appendix table 
depicting a photo of each property (a sample of the table is included as Attachment B. Properties lacking 
sufýcient integrity are those lacking the critical essential physical features that convey a property’s 
signiýcance, e.g., the application of non-original siding, the wholesale replacement and/or inýll of 
windows and doors, signiýcant primary and secondary elevation additions, and the removal of primary 
character-deýning features. Each property will be examined against the seven aspects of integrity to fully 
understand the property’s physical features and how they relate to its signiýcance. 

All property exemptions will be made by a qualiýed senior-level Architectural Historian who meets the 
National Park Service PQS for Architectural History and History utilizing the archival research developed 
for the Project and any available historic contexts. Exemptions will be conýrmed during ýeld survey. No 
properties will be exempted that are listed in a local survey of historical properties, or if the extent of 
alterations or the age of a property is not readily discernible. Further, properties would not be exempted 
that are found to have potential signiýcance utilizing applicable historic context statements, which contain 
evidence of associations with signiýcant historic events or individuals (Criterion A or B), potential to 
yield information important to history (Criterion D), the presence of tribal or community concerns, and/or 
inclusion as a potential contributing element within a larger property requiring evaluation, such as a 
historic district. 

Exempted properties will be documented in a table that provides a photograph of the property, its 
construction date, area parcel number and a summary of the noted alterations which support its 
exemption. Only properties that are substantially altered and/or clearly would not be eligible for listing in 
the NRl-IP and CRHR would be exempted. An attachment providing a sample selection of exempted 
properties and the justiýcation for their exemption is attached to this matrix (Attachment B). 

Comment 8: Regarding update of properties with eligibility ýndings within the past ýve years; this 
should be limited to those properties with eligibility ýndings that have received SHPO concurrence. 

Response 8: Noted. Properties with survey eligibility ýndings that have been completed and received 
SHPO concurrence within the past 5 years will not be updated, unless there are substantial changes to the 
property identiýed during the ýeld survey. The previous documentation will be included as an appendix 
to the cultural resources impacts report. 

Update on Native American and Tribal Outreach 

In accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.4(a)(3), Native Americans and Tribes that may have an interest in 
the project were contacted to gather information on historic resources within the APE. The Native 
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was contacted on three separate occasions: June 9, 2017, July 
27, 2017, and August 30, 2018 for a sacred lands ýle search request of the project vicinity and to request 
a list of Native American consultation contacts. Each time, the NAHC provided a list of tribes/individuals 
with traditional lands or cultural places within the APE. A total of eight tribes/ individuals were identified 
within these three separate NAHC sacred lands searches. FTA sent letters to each individual on December 
14, 2018 to seek their input on any resources within the APE. Follow-up calls were placed on January 29, 
2019 to those contacts who did not provide a response to the letter from F TA. Should any stakeholders 
have an interest in meeting in person, FTA will coordinate with LACMTA to accommodate their request. 



Findings 

In accordance with 36 CFR § 800.4, the FTA is requesting your concurrence with the APE and 
methodology. 

If you have questions or wish to discuss this project, please contact Candice Hughes, Environmental 
Protection Specialist, at (213) 629-8613, or transmit e-mail to candice.hughes@dot.gov, or contact Adam 
Stephenson, Transportation Program Specialist, by phone at (213) 202-3957 or by email at 
adam.stephenson@dot.gov. 

Sincerely, 

ay Tellis 
Regional Administrator 

Attachments: 
A: APE Map 
B: Sample Exemption Table 



State of CaliforniaNatural Resources Agency Gavin Newsom,Governor

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION
Julianne Polanco, State Historic Preservation Officer

1725 23rd Street, Suite 100,  Sacramento,  CA  95816-7100
Telephone:  (916) 445-7000             FAX:  (916) 445-7053
calshpo.ohp@parks.ca.gov www.ohp.parks.ca.gov

Lisa Ann L. Mangat,Director

May 29, 2019

In reply refer to:  FTA_2018_1224_001

Mr. Ray Tellis
Regional Administrator
Federal Transit Administration
90 Seventh Street, Suite 15-300
San Francisco, CA 94103-6701

Re:  West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project, Area of Potential Effect (APE) and
Identification Methodology, City and County of Los Angeles, California

Dear Mr. Tellis:

The State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) received, on April 29, 2019, the Federal
Transportation Administration’s (FTA) letter continuing consultation in order to comply with
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (54 U.S.C. § 300101) and its
implementing regulation at 36 CFR § 800. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) included
the Area of Potential Effect (APE) maps and example exemption table with the consultation
letter. The current consultation was submitted in response to the SHPO’s comments of
January 18, 2019.

The West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project (WSAB) proposes a new light rail transit
line that would extend approximately 19 miles from downtown Los Angeles to southeast Los
Angeles County, serving the following cities and communities: Arts District, Little Tokyo, Los
Angeles, the unincorporated Florence-Firestone community, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell,
Cudahy, South Gate, Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos, and Artesia.  The route would
begin at the Los Angeles Union Station, and terminate in Arteisa, California. The undertaking
includes a combination of below-grade, at-grade, and aerial alignment, 12 new stations, and
1,600 total new parking spaces at five stations.

As described in the consultation package, the APE encompasses all areas of demolition,
ground disturbance, permanent and temporary construction, staging, and parcels proposed for
acquisition. The direct APE includes the alignment right-of-way, as well as stations, laydown
areas, maintenance facilities, parking lots, and all areas of associated ground disturbance. The
indirect APE has been defined the first row of adjacent parcels outside the direct APE. The
APE is limited to the right-of-way when project activities are within existing railroad right-of-
way. The vertical APE has been identified between 90 feet above-grade and 115 feet below-
grade, depending on the activity.



Mr. Ray Tellis FTA_2018_1224_001
May 29, 2019
Page 2 of 2

FTA has proposed an alternative identification strategy for the undertaking. As described in
FTA’s December 21, 2018 consultation, all existing and potential historic properties within the
APE will be identified by individuals meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualifications Standards (PQS) in the appropriate discipline. Background research, including
records search and archival research, will be conducted, and an intensive-level survey of the
APE will be completed.

Due to the accelerated funding/implementation scenario, FTA has proposed a streamlined
identification methodology for built environment properties. In brief, those built environment
determined to lack integrity, as fully explained in both the December 21, 2018 and April 29,
2019, consultation packages, will be exempt from evaluation. Preparation of DPR 523 forms
for these properties will be substituted with an appendix table depicting a photo of each
property, construction date, parcel number, address, and description of alterations that warrant
the exemption. FTA has provided a sample of this table in the current consultation. FTA has
defined “properties lacking sufficient integrity” as “those lacking the critical essential physical
features that convey a property’s significance, e.g., the application of non-original siding, the
wholesale replacement and/or infill of windows and doors, significant primary and secondary
elevation additions, and the removal of primary character-defining features.” All exemptions will
be made by a senior-level architectural historian meeting the Secretary’s PQS.

FTA has requested comments on the delineation of the APE and the methodology to
streamline the identification and evaluation of historic properties. After reviewing the
documentation, the following comments are offered:

 Pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.4(a)(1), I have no comments on the FTA’s APE.
 Regarding the proposed alternative identification, I agree that this methodology is an

appropriate way to proceed at this time. Depending on the results of the identification
efforts and adequacy of documentation, additional identification may be necessary to
satisfy the requirements of 36 CFR §§ 800.4(b) and 800.11.

I look forward to continuing consultation with FTA. If you have any questions, please contact
Kathleen Forrest of my staff at (916) 445-7022 or Kathleen.Forrest@parks.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Julianne Polanco
State Historic Preservation Officer
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A. Area of Potential Effects Map 
B. Determinations of Eligibility Table 
C. West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Cultural Resources Survey Report (March 

2020) 

CC: Meghna Khanna, West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project, Senior Director, 
Countywide Planning & Development, LACMTA 
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Sincerely,  
 
 
 
Meghna Khanna, AICP 
LA Metro 
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development 
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7) 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
 
Attachments: 
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet  
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property  
 
 
 
CC: Sergio Ibarra 
CC: Helen Jadali 
CC: Steve Garcia 
CC: Clare Kelley 
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e) If used by the public, that the areas shown on the attached figures accurately represents the 
area within your jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility. 

At this time, LACMTA requires the information above to identify Section 4(f) resources for analysis of 
the WSAB Transit Corridor Project. Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the 
WSAB Transit Corridor Project potential effects to the school playground areas. 
 
Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM@metro.net or (213) 922-3931. Please 
respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA 
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not 
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis and will consider the Los 
Angeles Unified School District as the agency with jurisdiction and the school playgrounds may or may 
not be considered significant public recreational resources. LACMTA will continue to coordinate with 
your agency through the environmental review process. 
 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
Meghna Khanna, AICP 
LA Metro 
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development 
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7) 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
Attachments: 
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet 
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Properties  
 
 
CC: Sergio Ibarra 
CC: Helen Jadali 
CC: Steve Garcia 
CC: Clare Kelley 
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Attachments: 
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet  
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property   
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Sincerely,  
 
 
Meghna Khanna, AICP 
LA Metro 
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development 
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7) 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
 
Attachments: 
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet  
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property  
 

 
 





City of South Gate 
Parks & Recreation Department  
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Parks Make Life Better! 

 

City of South Gate Department of Parks & Recreation  *  4900 Southern Avenue, South Gate, CA 90280 
 

 
 

 
February 12, 2020 

 
Meghna Khanna, AICP  
LA Metro  
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development  
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)  
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
Subject: WSAB Project: Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation 
 
Mrs. Khanna: 
 
This letter is in response to the Section 4(f) Consultation letter the City of South Gate received on 
January 29, 2020.  In the letter you identified the following: 
 
Identification of Section 4(f) Resources 
LACMTA and FTA have identified the park below as being a publicly owned and publicly accessible 
park near the WSAB Transit Corridor Project, as shown in Attachment 2. LACMTA is analyzing 
potential use of this park or resource under Section 4(f). 
 
Park or resource 
Location: 
Hollydale Community Center/Park 
12221 Industrial Avenue 
South Gate, CA, 90280 
 
The City of South Gate Parks and Recreation Department has been identified as an agency with 
jurisdiction over the resource. LACMTA and FTA are requesting the following information: 
 

a) Confirm that your agency has jurisdiction over the resource and identify the official with 
jurisdiction over the resource. 
 
Answer:  The City of South Gate Parks & Recreation Department has jurisdiction over 
Hollydale Community Park.  The official with jurisdiction is: 
  
 Steve Costley 
 Acting Director of Parks & Recreation 
 4900 Southern Avenue 
 South Gate, CA 90280 
 323.563.5494 

 
 

City 01' 

South 
Gate 
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Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM@metro.net or (213) 922-3931. Please 
respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA 
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not 
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis under the assumption that the 
City of Paramount Community Services and Recreation Department is the agency with jurisdiction and 
that the resources are significant public parks or recreational resources. LACMTA will continue to 
coordinate with your agency through the environmental review process. 
 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
Meghna Khanna, AICP 
LA Metro 
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development 
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7) 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
 
Attachments: 
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet  
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property  
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e) If used by the public, that the areas shown on the attached figures accurately represents the 
area within your jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility. 

 
At this time, LACMTA requires the information above to identify Section 4(f) resources for analysis of 
the WSAB Transit Corridor Project.  Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the 
WSAB Transit Corridor Project potential effects to the school playground areas. 
 
Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM@metro.net or (213) 922-3931.  
Please respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA 
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not 
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis and will consider the 
Paramount Unified School District as the agency with jurisdiction and the school playground areas 
may or may not be considered significant public recreational resources.  LACMTA will continue to 
coordinate with your agency through the environmental review process. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
Meghna Khanna, AICP 
LA Metro 
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development 
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7) 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
 
Attachments: 
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet 
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property 
  
 
CC: John Moreno 

mailto:KhannaM@metro.net
mailto:Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov
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Sincerely, 
 
 
Meghna Khanna, AICP 
LA Metro 
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development 
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7) 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
 
Attachments: 
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet  
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property 
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March 11, 2021 

LA Metro 
Meghna Khanna, AICP 
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development 
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99—22-7) 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Dear Ms. Khanna, 

The City of Bellflower is in receipt of the Metro letter regarding the West Santa Ana Branch 
Project Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation dated March 3, 2021. 

This letter serves as the City’s response regarding Metro’s inquiry to the City-owned 
parcels located at 9108 Somerset Blvd (APN 6271-001-900) and 15230 Lakewood Blvd 
(APN 6271-001-901) which are currently leased to Hollywood Sports Park (HSP) for the 
operation of a commercial paintball and airsoft business on the property. The City does 
not have management or oversight of this business nor is HSP a contract-operator of a 
City recreational facility. 

The City-owned property currently leased by HSP is zoned O-S (open space) per the 
City’s General Plan. The City has not designated these parcels as significant park or 
recreation areas, nor identified the HSP operation as having an important role in meeting 
the park and recreation objectives of the City. 

As previously established by City Council Resolution No. 18-67 (attached), the City has 
determined that the sale of these City-owned parcels for use as a light rail maintenance 
and storage facility, if this site option is selected, could benefit the Bellflower community. 
To enter into such an agreement, the City would require compensation for the property at 
fair market value and would appreciate Metro’s commitment to good-faith negotiation if 
the site option is selected. 

If you have any additional questions, please feel free to contact me at (562) 804-1424, 
ext. 2207. - 

Attachment 

> Dan Koops Ray Danton Raymond Y. Hamada Victor A. Sanchez Sonny R. Santa Ines 
Meyer Mayor Pro Tem Council Member Council Member Cauneil Member 



CITY OF BELLFLOWER 

RESOLUTION NO. 18-67 

A RESOLUTION REPEALING CITY OF BELLFLOWER RESOLUTION 
NO. 17-33, ADOPTED JUNE 25, 2017, AND RESTATING THE CITY’S 
POSITION TO SUPPORT, WITH CONDITIONS, THE POTENTIAL USE 
OF A 23-ACRE PARCEL (LAKEWOOD/SOMERSET SITE) LOCATED 
EAST OF LAKEWOOD BOULEVARD AND SOUTH OF SOMERSET 
BOULEVARD AS A POTENTIALLY APPROPRIATE LOCATION FOR 
THE PLACEMENT OF A LOS ANGELES METROPOLITAN 
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY (MTA) LIGHT RAIL MAINTENANCE 
FACILITY 

THE CITY COUNCIL RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. The City Council finds as follows: 

A. The City of Bellflower repeals Resolution No. 17-33 stating the City 
Council’s opposition to placing an Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
(MTA) light rail maintenance facility at the Lakewood/Somerset site for the 
purposes of providing support and repair services for the proposed West 
Santa Ana Branch Extension light rail project. 

Subsequent to the adoption of Resolution No. 17-33, the City Council and 
staff committed to significant additional study regarding the placement of a 
rail maintenance facility in Bellflower, including specific analysis of the the 
actual impact to the community of utilizing the Lakewood/Somerset site for 
such a use, visiting similar facilities in Los Angeles County and the 
studying the social and monetary costs of providing additional 
programmed and un-programmed open space development at the 
Lakewood/Somerset Sight, as well as analyzing the potential 
enhancement of open space activities at other existing open space 
facilities in Bellflower, and determined that utilizing the 
"Bellþower/Somerset site as a light rail maintenance facility could, with 
conditions, impact the community in a beneýcial manner. 

After considering the additional information, the City Council ýnds that it 
could consent to the sale and repurposing of the Lakewood/Somerset site 
if the following minimum conditions are met: 1) the Light Rail Maintenance 
Facility will be developed as an aesthetically pleasing, state of the art yard 
that meets all current noise, air quality, and traffic mitigation measures and 
coexists harmoniously with the surrounding business and residential 
communities; 2) the MTA will develop a valid “Bellflower First" hiring policy 
when staffing the facility; 3) the purchase price paid for the the property 
will be based on the fair market and will be sufficient to offset the cost of 
establishing adequate supplemental and/or replacement open space 
opportunities within the City of Bellflower; 4) the establishment of a rail 
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maintenance facility at the Lakewood/Somerset site will satisfy completely 
the MTA’s “3% Local Match" in funding from each City along the light rail 
construction route; 5) the MTA will set aside and develop a location of not 
less than 1.5 acres of active “open space" within or adjacent to the 
proposed light rail maintenance facility site to serve the residential 
community living on Somerset Boulevard and the Bellþower Community 
as a whole in a manner to be approved by the Bellflower City Council; 6) 
upon development of the facility, MTA will be solely responsible for 
compensation and relocation, if necessary, of the long-term leaseholder 
currently operating a paintball facility at the Lakewood/Somerset Site. 

D. The City of Bellflower requests that the Board of Directors, and its officers, 
at Eco-Rapid Transit and, potentially, the Board of Directors at MTA 
consider this item as a formal reconsideration and change in policy from 
that stated in City of Bellflower Resolution No. 17-33. 

E. z The City Manager and his designees are authorized to take whatever 
actions are deemed necessary to communicate the policy stated within 
this Resolution with regard to the potential establishment of a Light Rail 
Maintenance Facility at the Lakewood/Somerset Site. 

SECTION 2. This Resolution does not affect any penalty, forfeiture, or liability 
incurred before, or preclude prosecution and imposition of penalties for any violation 
occurring before this Resolution's effective date. Any such amended part will remain in 
full force and effect for sustaining action or prosecuting violations occurring before the 
effective date of this Resolution. 

SECTION 3. If any part of this Resolution or its application is deemed invalid 
by a court of competent jurisdiction, the City Council intends that such invalidity will not 
affect the effectiveness of the remaining provisions or applications and, to this end, the 
provisions are severable. 

SECTION 4. To the extent that any other resolution pertaining to the 
opposition of the efforts of Eco-Rapid Transit and the MTA to study, recommend and 
potentially site a light rail transit maintenance facility on the Lakewood/Somerset site is 
incorporated into this Resolution and is superseded in its entirety. 

SECTION 5. The Mayor, or presiding officer, is hereby authorized to afýx his 
signature to this Resolution signifying its adoption by the City Council of the City of 
Bellþower, and the City Clerk, or her duly appointed deputy is directed to attest thereto. 



City of Bellþower 
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SECTION 6. This Resolution will become effective immediately upon 
adoption. 

PASSED. APPROVED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF BELLFLOWER THIS 22"D DAY OF OCTOBER 2018. 

be“ 
Ray DuntJlI, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

, /!~ /. 

Karl H. Béi’ger, City orney 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )SS 
CITY OF BELLFLOWER ) 

l, Mayra Ochiqui, City Clerk of the City of Bellflower, California, do hereby certify 
under penalty of perjury that the foregoing Resolution No. 18-67 was duly passed, 
approved, and adopted by the City Council of the City of Bellflower at its 
Regular Meeting of October 22. 2018, by the following vote to wit: 

AYES: Council Members — Garza, Koops, Santa Ines, and Mayor Dunton 
ABSENT: Council Members — Schnablegger 

Dated: October 23, 2018 

iqui, City Clerk 
Ilflower, California 

(SEAL) 
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Sincerely,  
 
 
Meghna Khanna, AICP 
LA Metro 
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development 
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7) 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
 
Attachments: 
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet  
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property  
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Sincerely,  
 
 
Meghna Khanna, AICP 
LA Metro 
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development 
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7) 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
 
Attachments: 
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet  
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property  
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Sincerely,  
 
 
Meghna Khanna, AICP 
LA Metro 
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development 
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7) 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
 
 
Attachments: 
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet  
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property  
 
 























Appendix B: Property Lease Agreements 
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APPENDIX B: PROPERTY LEASE AGREEMENTS

























































































































































































Appendix C: Section 6(f) of Land and Water Conservation Fund Project List 
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APPENDIX C: SECTION 6(F) OF LAND AND WATER 
CONSERVATION FUND PROJECT LIST 
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