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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Study Background 

This Cultural Resources Effects Report was prepared to present an analysis of effects of the 
West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project on historic properties in accordance 
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) (Section 106). It 
additionally presents an analysis of significant impacts of the WSAB Transit Corridor Project 
on historical resources in accordance with and the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). An effects/impacts1 analysis was performed for all archaeological and built 
environment historic properties/historical resources identified in the previously prepared 
West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Cultural Resources Survey Report–Rev 1 (WSAB 
Survey Report; Metro 2020a). The WSAB Survey Report was submitted to the State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO) on March 30, 2020. SHPO did not provide comments or 
objections on the revised Area of Potential Effects (APE) or review of the eligibility 
determinations. Consultation with SHPO is included in Appendix B.  

The APE has been delineated to consider all potential effects (physical, noise, vibration, 
visual) to archaeological and built environment historic properties; this includes direct 
effects, those that may occur concurrently with the Project, and indirect effects, which may 
occur following project implementation (Advisory Council on Historic Preservation [ACHP] 
2019). For considerations of “direct APE” (also referred to as the archaeological APE), the 
APE includes areas of physical effect and ground disturbance such as the alignment right-of-
way (ROW), stations, laydown yards, maintenance facilities, and parking lots plus street or 
parcels directly above the proposed tunnel areas. 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. To ensure that non-physical effects to the built 
environment were adequately considered, the “architectural APE” includes a one parcel 
buffer (except where the alignment is at-grade and project work is limited within the existing 
ROW) and the width of a highway where construction activities cross highways. The APE 
map is provided in Appendix A. 

The current study encompasses the assessment of effects on historic properties under 
Section 106 and impacts on historical resources under CEQA of a No Build Alternative in 
addition to four Build Alternatives (Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4), including design options, 
station locations, and maintenance and storage facility (MSF) site options.  

The background research effort conducted for the study is summarized in the WSAB Survey 
Report and included the following: a search of the California Historical Resources 
Information System, review of previously conducted historic survey results, archival research, 
and Native American and local interested party consultation. The effort identified eight 
archaeological sites determined or presumed eligible for listing in the National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP). While the Assembly Bill (AB) 52 and Section 106 consultation 

                                                   
1
 The analysis presented in this study complies with both Section 106 and CEQA. The language used by Section 106 and CEQA 

vary. Therefore, throughout the document a slash (“/”) is used to differentiate between the language used for analysis in 
compliance with each law. For example, Section 106 analyzed effects to historic properties whereas CEQA analyzed significant 
impacts to historical resources, addressed throughout this document as “effects/impact” and “historic properties/historical 
resources.”  
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performed as part of the study did not identify any Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs) or Tribal 
Cultural Properties (TCPs), one of the eight archaeological sites in the APE is an assumed 
TCR due to the presence of prehistoric human burials within it. The WSAB Survey Report 
identified 18 built environment resources previously listed in or determined eligible for 
listing in the NRHP. An additional 36 built environment resources were determined eligible 
for listing in the NRHP as a result of the WSAB Survey Report, for a total of 54 built 
environment resources within the APE (Metro 2020a).  

The eight archaeological sites and 54 built environment resources noted above are historic 
properties for the purposes of Section 106 and historical resources for the purposes of CEQA. 
An assessment of effects/impacts on these 62 historic properties is included in this report. 
The WSAB Survey Report identified 14 additional properties determined to be ineligible for 
the NRHP but eligible for the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) or local 
designation making them historical resources for the purposes of CEQA. As properties 
ineligible for listing in the NRHP, these 14 additional properties are not considered historic 
properties for the purposes of Section 106. An assessment of impacts to these 14 historical 
resources is also included in this report (Metro 2020a).  

In accordance with guidance provided by the ACHP, for the purposes of this study potential 
direct effects are those that may come from the Project at the same time and place with no 
intervening cause and indirect effects are those that are caused by the undertaking that are 
later in time or farther removed in distance but are still reasonably foreseeable (ACHP 2019). 
Potential direct, indirect, and cumulative effects to identified historic properties were 
assessed using the standards for federal undertakings as described in Section 106 of the 
NHPA and its implementing regulations 36 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Section 800. 
Potential impacts to historical resources were assessed using the CEQA thresholds of 
significance as outlined in Section 15064.7. 

As a result of this study, the Project was found to have a potential adverse effect on five 
archaeological historic properties within the APE; therefore, a Finding of Adverse Effect has 
been made for the Project. There would be no adverse effect to built environment historic 
properties as a result of the Project. 

Through the implementation of mitigation, none of the historical resources identified within 
the APE would be significantly impacted as a result of the Project. The Project would 
therefore result in a CEQA finding of less than significant impact with mitigation 
incorporated.  

1.2 Disposition of Data 

This report will be filed with the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), Metro, the South 
Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) located at California State University, Fullerton, 
and Rincon Consultants, Inc. (Rincon).  
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2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This section describes the No Build Alternative and the four Build Alternatives studied in the 
WSAB Transit Corridor Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact 
Report (EIS/EIR), including design options, station locations, and 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 the Southern California 
Association of Governments (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: 

�� Alternative 1: Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) to Pioneer Station; the northern 
terminus would be located underground at 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 the existing 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: Interstate (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 a Little Tokyo Station along the WSAB alignment. The design options are further 
described in Section 2.3.5. 

Figure 2-1 illustrates 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, Build 
Alternatives 1 and 2 share a common alignment. South of Olympic Boulevard, the Build 
Alternatives would transition from an underground configuration to an aerial configuration, 
cross over the I-10 freeway and then parallel the existing Metro A (Blue) Line along the 
Wilmington Branch ROW as it proceeds south. At Slauson Avenue, Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 
would turn east and transition to an at-grade configuration to follow the La Habra Branch 
ROW. At the San Pedro Subdivision ROW, the Build Alternatives 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. Build 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 Grade 

 
Source: Metro, 2020 
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2.1 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. 

2.1.1 Northern Section 

The Northern Section of the Project Corridor includes approximately 8.0 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 or be adjacent to the 
Cities of Los Angeles, Vernon, Huntington Park, and Bell, and the unincorporated Florence-
Firestone community of Los Angeles (LA) County (Figure 2-3). Build 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). Build 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) along the Northern Section. 

Figure 2-3. Northern Section 

 
Source: Metro 2020 
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APPENDIX A – CULTURAL RESOURCES APE MAP 
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U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Transit 
Administration 
 

March 30, 2020 

Julianne Polanco 
California State Historic Preservation Officer 
Office of Historic Preservation 
California Department of Parks and Recreation 
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100 
Sacramento, CA 95816  
 
Attention: Ms. Natalie Lindquist, State Historian  
 

Re: Revised APE and NRHP Eligibility Determinations 
for West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project 
(FTA_2018_1224_001) 

Dear Ms. Polanco: 

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), in coordination with the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), is continuing consultation with the 
California State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (36 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] 800) for the West Santa Ana Branch 
(WSAB) Transit Corridor Project (Project). This letter requests your comments on revisions to 
the Area of Potential Effects (APE) as well as concurrence on the determinations of eligibility 
that were completed for this Project pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4. 

The APE map with highlighted revisions is shown in Attachment A. Attachment B contains the 
summary of determinations of historic property eligibility for the National Register of Historic 
Places (NRHP). The West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Cultural Resources Survey Report 
provides information on the results of a records search conducted through the California 
Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS), Section 106 consultation and Native 
American consultation, archival research, and historic properties identification efforts undertaken 
for the Project (Attachment C). 

Background 
The Project is a proposed light rail transit line that would extend through Southeast Los Angeles 
County. The Project includes four Build Alternatives, referred to as Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4.  

90 7th Street 
Suite 15-300 
San Francisco, CA  94103-6701 
415-734-9490 

REGION IX 
Arizona, California, 
Hawaii, Nevada, Guam 
American Samoa, 
Northern Mariana Islands 
 

888 South Figueroa Street 
Suite 440 
Los Angeles, CA  90017-5467 
213-202-3950 
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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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Meeting with 
Office of Historic Preservation 

Meeting with Office of Historic Preservation  
 

Date Time 

Wednesday, September 9, 2020 2:00 – 3:00 PM 

Location Conference Call Information 

Conference Call Microsoft Teams Meeting 

 
A. Attendee List 

Name Agency / Company Email Contact Number 

Brenda Perez FTA brenda.perez@dot.gov 213-629-8603 

Mary Nguyen FTA Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov 213-202-3960 

Jeanne Ogar  In support of FTA jeanne@gpaconsulting-us.com 310-792-2690 

Brianna Pilkinton In support of FTA bmpilkinton@burnsmcd.com 858-320-2953 

Natalie Lindquist OHP Natalie.Lindquist@parks.ca.gov  

Alicia Perez OHP Alicia.Perez@parks.ca.gov  

Meghna Khanna Metro  KhannaM@metro.net 213-922-3931 

Sharon Kelly WSP Sharon.Kelly@wsp.com 503-478-2835 

Gina Escalante WSP Gina.Escalante@wsp.com 213-896-5666 

Kristin Carlson WSP Kristin.Carlson@wsp.com 619-321-4180 

Nathan Maack WSP Nathan.Maack@wsp.com 213-443-7455 

Stephanie Foell WSP Stephanie.Foell@wsp.com 410-752-9627 

Shannon Carmack Rincon scarmack@rinconconsultants.com 501-239-5860  

Rachel Perzel Rincon rperzel@rinconconsultants.com 732-233-3997 







State Historic Preservation Officer
September 9, 2020
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1. Introductions

2. West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor (WSAB) Project Overview

3. Summary of Previous SHPO Correspondence and WSAB Survey Report Findings 

4. Discussion of Historic Properties and Effects

a) I-105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District (Historic District) NRHP Eligibility 
and Character-Defining Features 

b) Proposed Project Components at I-105

c) Preliminary Effects Analysis  

5. Project Benefits 

6. Project Schedule

7. Conclusion 

Meeting Agenda
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Ranking CDF # Feature and Description A B C D E Total Points

Most Significant 1 Limited interchanges (Interstates 405, 110, 710 and 605) 3 3 3 3 3 15

Most Significant 2 Profile of route (at-grade, elevated, in trench or on berm) 2 3 3 3 3 14

Significant 3 Multi-lane roadway 1 3 2 3 3 12

Significant 4 Alignment of route 1 2 3 3 3 12

Significant 5 Green Line light rail system and stations in median 2 2 3 2 3 12

Significant 6 ITS system (CCTV, TMS, RMS, ATMS, CMS1) 2 2 3 2 2 11

Significant 7 Original bridges and pedestrian overcrossings 1 1 2 3 3 10

Significant 8 Fully landscaped 1 1 2 3 3 10

Significant 9 Controlled ramps and their lengths 1 1 2 2 3 9

Note: Non-character-defining features of the district include: roadway standard pavement and curb, striping and pavement markers 
in roadway, standard drainage facilities, standard signage and streetlight standards, sound walls, mast lighting at the I-710 
interchange, pump stations, the C Line (Green) outside of the median and its stations southwest of the Aviation/LAX Station and 
additional C Line (Green) Maintenance and Storage Yards beyond the I-105 corridor that were not originally constructed as part of 
the I-105.

I-105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District
Character-Defining Features
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I-105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District
& The WSAB Project
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I-105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District 
&WSAB Architectural APE
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Proposed Project Components at I-105

C-Line 
Station
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Proposed Project Components at I-105
1. Bridge Modification (Demolition and Reconstruction)

Façade Avenue 
Overcrossing 

Century Boulevard 
Underpass (freight bridge) 

Arthur Avenue 
Pedestrian Overcrossing 

Existing Façade Avenue Overcrossing 

Existing Century Boulevard Underpass 
(freight bridge)  

Existing Arthur Avenue Pedestrian 
Overcrossing 
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Westbound lane of I-105; Photo taken facing west; 
Existing Arthur Avenue Pedestrian Bridge in View 

Eastbound lane of I-105; Photo taken facing east;
Existing Facade Avenue Bridge in View 

Proposed Project Components at I-105
2. C (Green) Line Track and I-105 Lane Realignment
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Proposed Project Components at I-105
3. Infill Station and Vertical Circulation Elements 

Metro Conceptual Systemwide Station Design Rendering
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Component CDF(s) Ranking Preliminary Effects Analysis  

1. Bridge 
Modification 
(Demolition/ 
Reconstruction)

Original bridges/ 
pedestrian 
overcrossings(3)

10; 
significant

• Constructed in 1988 of contemporary 
materials. 

• Would be reconstructed to maintain 
the rhythm of bridges that occurs 
throughout district. 

• Not identified as eligible for 
architecture or engineering. 

• Would affect less than 3% of the 
district’s original bridges. 

• Would be designed in a consistent 
scale and massing with character-
defining bridges.

• No adverse effect to the Historic 
District would occur.

Preliminary Effects Assessment 
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Component CDF(s) Ranking Preliminary Effects Analysis  
2. C (Green) 

Line Track 
and I-105 
Lane  
Realignment

multi-lane 
roadway 

alignment of 
route 

C (Green) 
Line light rail 
system and 
stations in 
median

12; 
significant

• Project would modify less than 10% of the C 
(Green) Line track and I-105 lanes.

• LRT alignment would maintain its original 
purpose and function. 

• The freeway’s alignment and profile would 
not be altered.

• The intermodal nature of the freeway would 
be increased with a connection to WSAB. 

• No adverse effect to the Historic District 
would occur. 

Preliminary Effects Assessment 
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Component CDF(s) Ranking Preliminary Effects Analysis  

3. Construction 
of Infill 
Station/  
Vertical 
Circulation 
Elements

multi-lane 
roadway 

alignment of 
route 

C (Green) 
Line light rail 
system and 
stations in 
median

12; 
significant

• Station  and circulation elements are consistent 
with the overall form and function of the district. 

• District includes ten other light rail stations 
located in median. 

• The infill station would be consistent in its 
placement (in median), scale and function with 
other stations throughout the district. 

• No adverse effect to the Historic District would 
occur.

Preliminary Effects Assessment 
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Existing Façade Avenue Overcrossing 

Preliminary Effects Assessment
1. Bridge Modifications (Demolition and Reconstruction)

Proposed Façade Avenue Overcrossing 
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Existing Arthur Avenue Pedestrian Overcrossing 

Preliminary Effects Assessment
1. Bridge Modifications (Demolition and Reconstruction)

Proposed Arthur Avenue Pedestrian Overcrossing



22

Existing Century Boulevard Underpass 
(freight bridge)

Preliminary Effects Assessment
1. Bridge Modifications (Demolition and Reconstruction)

Proposed Century Boulevard Underpass 
(freight bridge) and WSAB LRT Bridge
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Preliminary Effects Assessment
2. C (Green) Line Track and I-105 Lane Realignment

Existing Conditions Simulation 

Proposed Realignment 
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Stay Connected

29

Meghna Khanna
Project Manager, Metro
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-7 
Los Angeles, CA 90012

(213) 922-6262

wsab@metro.net (to be updated)

metro.net/wsab

facebook.com/metrowsab

twitter.com/metrowsab

Please visit the project 
website and use the 
comment form to 
provide your feedback.



Questions and Discussion
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