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7.0 Response to Comments

7.1 Introduction

The Draft EIR was distributed for public review from January 17, 2019, through March 4, 2019, pursuant to
CEQA Guidelines Section 15105. Comments were received throughout the 45-day public comment period
in multiple formats. A total of 147 speaker cards, comments cards, email or online comments, and letters
were received. Two letters were received after the close of the Draft EIR public comment period (after March
4,2019).

According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088(a), “the lead agency shall evaluate comments on
environmental issues received from persons who reviewed the Draft EIR and shall prepare a written
response.” In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15132(d), the Final EIR shall consist of responses
to significant environmental points raised in the review and consultation process. Sections 7.61 through
7.6.4 of the EIR provide responses to all written comments received during the public comment period, as
well as oral comments received during the Draft EIR public hearing held January 29, 2019.

Each response to comment is based on the proposed project evaluated in the Draft EIR. For comments
relative to the environmental evaluation, Metro has responded with specific citations or references to
information and/or analyses of the proposed project evaluated in the Draft EIR or made necessary updates
in the Final EIR as a result of the comment provided. Responses demonstrate how the Draft EIR was
updated in response to the comment (where applicable), provide background information on project
development topics, or note modifications to the proposed project that are germane to the comment
received.

7.2 Modifications to the Proposed Project after Draft EIR Public
Review

Based on the substantial number of comments received regarding various aspects of the elevated portion
of the above-grade passenger concourse, as well as the outcome of recent coordination activities with
project funding partners on implementation of interoperable run-through service, the Final EIR includes
the following modifications to the proposed project.

A full description of the Final EIR project is in Section 2.1.5. Table 2-2 provides an environmental evaluation
of the project modifications relative to the impacts and mitigation measures considered in the Draft EIR.
Section 10.0, Final EIR Project Supporting Documentation, of the Final EIR includes documentation to
support the Final EIR project impact evaluation.

e Removal of the Above-Grade Passenger Concourse - The Final EIR project includes modifications
to the expanded passageway in the Draft EIR to include transit amenities so the elevated portion
of the above-grade passenger concourse can be removed. The expanded passageway in the Draft
EIR, will be modified from a width of approximately 120 feet to 140 feet in the Final EIR to include
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additional space for waiting areas, restrooms, retail areas, and other passenger amenities, while
providing sufficient pedestrian capacity to meet the 2040 forecasted ridership at LAUS and
sufficient points of safety to meet applicable building codes and NFPA 130 requirements for safe
evacuation.

Metro acknowledges that removal of the elevated portion of the passenger concourse may reduce
the overall passenger capacity for LAUS when compared to the proposed project, as evaluated in
the Draft EIR; however, the Final EIR project would still include a modified version of the expanded
passageway considered in the Draft EIR that would be over four times the size of the existing
passageway. The new modified expanded passageway at LAUS would be functionally modern with
enhanced safety elements, ADA accessibility, and passenger amenities in accordance with the basic
project objectives.

e Removal of Loop Track - Based on ongoing coordination with the project funding partners and rail
operators, the loop track was removed from the project. The Final EIR project includes a modified
run-through track alignment north of Commercial Street to reduce overall project impacts and to
improve interoperability for regional/intercity trains and future HSR trains to the main line along
the west bank of the Los Angeles River. With removal of the loop track, the run-through track
alignment south of LAUS would shift approximately 125 to 150 feet to the north, thereby resulting
in modifications to the associated run-through track infrastructure and civil improvements south
of US-101. Removal of the loop track would have the following benefits:

o Run-through track structures would be located north of Commercial Street, resulting in six
fewer property acquisitions on the south side of Commercial Street.

o Commercial Street would not be realigned and Vignes Street would remain open to vehicular
traffic.

o Center Street and Commercial Street intersection would not be lowered and would remain in
its current configuration.

o Outrigger bents over Commercial Street would be avoided.
o Division 20 Portal Column and Division 20 Cap would not be required.

Metro acknowledges that although the loop track was planned to provide more added value related
to operational flexibility when combined with other infrastructure located outside of the project
study area, implementation of the Final EIR project without a loop track would still reduce train
movement constraints resulting from stub-end operation by providing run-through service
consistent with the California State Rail Plan (Caltrans 2018) and SCORE Program, in accordance
with the basic project objectives.

e Removal of Construction Access Road on LAUS Property — Based on comments received
expressing opposition to use of an access road at the southern extent of the LAUS campus (which
provides vehicular access to the First 5 LA Headquarters, La Petite Academy, and MWD building),
the access road depicted on Figure 2-8, Legend Item 13, was removed from the Final EIR project.
The primary access to the throat and rail yard would be from Alhambra Avenue, College Street,
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Vignes Street, Avila Street, Bauchet Street, and the northern entrance point to the LAUS campus
from Cesar Chavez Avenue that provides current access to the baggage handling building parking
lot.

e Removal of Construction Staging/Assembly Areas — Two laydown/staging areas identified in the
Draft EIR are removed from the Final EIR project due to other projects already under construction
by the City and County of Los Angeles on the two parcels where staging areas were previously
considered (i.e, LADOT Bus Maintenance Facility and Los Angeles County Mental Health
Treatment Center). Based on the modified run-through track alignment, two additional staging
areas on the south side of Commercial Street, between Garey Street and Center Street, were also
removed because the Final EIR project avoids direct physical impacts to the properties south of
Commercial Street.

7.3 Key Issue Responses

During the Draft EIR public comment period, numerous reoccurring comments were received that address
the same or similar general topics. In the case of a reoccurring comment (e.g., above-grade passenger
concourse, contaminated soils) that is raised three or more times, a “key issue response” is provided to
avoid redundancy in responding to multiple comments on the same project-related topic. To avoid
repetition and potential for inconsistencies in the Final EIR, a key issue response has been prepared for
each reoccurring comment topic, and all comments addressing the same or similar topics are referenced
to that key issue response. Each reviewer is encouraged to review all key issue responses related to their
comment topic and area of project interest and the other written responses for further information.

Key issue responses are organized by Draft EIR section or topic, where applicable. Key issues raised that
are not specific to a Draft EIR section or topic, but rather a project characteristic or development topic, are
categorized with an “Other Topic (OT)” designation. The key issue responses are presented below:

e Key Issue Response Project Description (PD)-1: Passenger Transfer Times

e Key Issue Response PD-2: Passenger Circulation and Accessibility Enhancements

e Key Issue Response PD-3: Purpose of Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger Concourse
e Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials

e Key Issue Response CR-1: Preservation of Historic Resources at LAUS

e Key Issue Response CR-2: Above-Grade Passenger Concourse Design and Indirect Environmental
Impacts

e Key Issue Response OT-1: Track Elevation Slope Safety and Runaway Trains
e Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo Community Comments
e Key Issue Response OT-3: Public Art and Cultural Enhancement Programs

e Key Issue Response OT-4: Adjacent Parallel Tunnels
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7.3.1 Project Description

The three key issue responses below address comments related to the design of the proposed project
elements described in Section 2.0 of the Draft EIR and how the comments are addressed via modifications
to the proposed project in the Final EIR.

Key Issue Response PD-1: Passenger Transfer Times

Although the topic of passenger transfer times in the full build-out scenario is not required to be evaluated
under CEQA, passenger transfer times are a key consideration as part of the concourse planning and
programming process. Throughout the early project development stages, in order to evaluate passenger
transfer times, time trials were conducted to determine the existing passenger transfer times from
Platform 4 to the Red and Purple Line platform and the anticipated change that would occur upon
implementation of a new passenger concourse.

Compared to the existing condition, passengers using the elevated portion of the above-grade passenger
concourse (Draft EIR proposed project) would experience longer transfer times due to the increased vertical
movements required for cross-campus circulation. For passengers using the new expanded passageway
below the rail yard (Draft EIR proposed project), or the at-grade passenger concourse (Draft EIR build
alternative), transfer times would be similar and shorter than the existing condition, because the path of
travel would be below the rail yard. A summary of the passenger transfer times is below.

o Draft EIR Proposed Project with Above-Grade Passenger Concourse with New Expanded Passageway
— Although passengers utilizing the elevated portion of the above-grade passenger concourse
would experience increased transfer times, the Draft EIR proposed project would decrease existing
transfer times because passengers would be able to access the Red and Purple Lines through the
new expanded passageway below the rail yard that would connect directly to the platforms above
with VCEs to offer expedient point-to-point connections where passengers would move rapidly in
large volumes en route to their final destinations. Passengers utilizing the new expanded
passageway are expected to experience the following decreases in transfer times:

o Twelve percent decrease in transfer time compared to the existing condition during off-peak
conditions

o 17 percent decrease in transfer time compared to the existing condition during peak conditions

o Draft EIR Build Alternative with At-Grade Passenger Concourse - The Draft EIR build alternative
would decrease existing transfer times and congestion periods because passengers would have a
more direct and unconstrained path from the platforms to the Red and Purple Lines through the
at-grade passenger concourse below the rail yard. Passengers utilizing the at-grade passenger
concourse are expected to experience the following decreases in transfer times:

0 6 percent decrease in transfer time compared to the existing condition during off-peak
conditions

o 13 percent decrease in transfer time compared to the existing condition during peak conditions
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The Final EIR project includes modifications based on comments received during the 45-day public
comment period that are relative to this key issue response. Similar to the Draft EIR proposed project, the
Final EIR project with new modified expanded passageway would decrease existing transfer times by
providing a more direct and unconstrained path from the platforms to other transit connections at LAUS
using the new modified expanded passageway below the rail yard. Passengers utilizing the new modified
expanded passageway are expected to experience similar decreases in passenger transfer times as the Draft
EIR build alternative.

Key Issue Response PD-2: Passenger Circulation and Accessibility Enhancements

The design of the above-grade passenger concourse with new expanded passageway (part of proposed
project in the Draft EIR) would improve transit interconnectivity by enhancing access and passenger
movements to the many transit connection points at LAUS, such as the El Monte Busway, Patsaouras
Transit Plaza, Amtrak long-distance bus plaza, Metro Gold Line, and Metro Red and Purple Line, while
meeting applicable ADA and NFPA passenger egress requirements.

As part of the Draft EIR proposed project, passenger circulation and accessibility would be improved with
new VCEs (e.g., stairs, escalators, and elevators) that provide connectivity from the new expanded
passageway that is at-grade and below the rail yard, to the passenger platforms, and the elevated portion
of the above-grade passenger concourse. Multiple levels of passenger routes are provided to optimize
interconnectivity and are customized to the type of connection being served. The design would provide an
intuitive environment with increased sight lines to aid in passenger movement and optimize transfer to
other modes and services at LAUS.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based on comments received during the 45-day public
comment period. The new modified expanded passageway, as part of the Final EIR project, would include
expansion of the existing pedestrian passageway to a 140-foot width, over four times the existing
passageway width. The new modified expanded passageway would include new VCEs similar to the Draft
EIR proposed project and would provide a substantial increase in capacity for passenger movements
between transit connection points. The new modified expanded passageway would be functionally modern
with enhanced safety elements, ADA accessibility, and passenger amenities in accordance with the basic
project objectives.

Key Issue Response PD-3: Purpose of Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger Concourse

A conservative estimate of future passengers projected to travel through LAUS in 2040 and the associated
passenger load and egress capacity requirements were used as the basis for the design of both the
above-grade passenger concourse with new expanded passageway (Draft EIR proposed project) and the
at-grade passenger concourse (Draft EIR build alternative). This conservative estimate aligns with regional
and statewide forecasts for train movements through LAUS (Draft EIR Table 2-3) and is a key consideration
for station capacity and passenger load planning purposes.

Using the daily train movements and associated passenger loads at LAUS as the basis for design, which
corresponds to regional and statewide forecasts as described in the Draft EIR, the elevated portion of the
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above-grade passenger concourse would provide the required egress capacity and minimum number of
points of safety to meet applicable building codes and NFPA 130 requirements for safe evacuation.

The elevated portion of the passenger concourse also offers a range of transit amenities for commuters
and long-distance travelers, including, but not limited to, restaurants, retail uses, and lounges with waiting
areas, seating, and restrooms. The elevated portion of the passenger concourse would accommodate the
user seeking a comfortable setting as they wait for their departing train, while also providing a setting with
panoramic views, natural light, less noise and a less frenetic pace.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based on comments received during the 45-day public
comment period. As discussed above, Metro acknowledges that overall passenger capacity for LAUS would
be greater with an above-grade passenger concourse; however, the Final EIR project would still include a
modified version of the expanded passageway considered in the Draft EIR that would be over four times
the size of the existing passageway. The new modified expanded passageway at LAUS would be functionally
modern with enhanced safety elements, ADA accessibility, and passenger amenities in accordance with the
basic project objectives.

7.3.2 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

The following key issue response was prepared to address comments raised regarding the presence of
contaminated soils and management of hazardous waste and materials in the project study area.

Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials

Previous Investigations - A Phase | ESA was conducted for the project, and the findings are incorporated in
the Draft EIR, Section 3.10. See also Draft EIR Appendix M. The Phase | ESA investigative process included
the ASTM-mandated elements, including site reconnaissance, review of regulatory records (including
review of existing Phase | and Phase Il reports for properties within the project footprint), historical data
research (such as aerial photographs, Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, and City Directories), and limited
interviews with regulatory agency project managers.

The Link US team has made every attempt to avoid potentially contaminated sites in the design based on
where contaminated areas are known to occur within the project footprint. Given the nature of the project
study area, Section 3.10 of the Draft EIR (Hazards and Hazardous Materials) has reported that:

e The proposed project could result in the accidental release of hazardous materials and wastes
during routine transport.

e The proposed project may encounter contaminated soil or groundwater during excavation.

e The proposed project has the potential to create a hazard to the public or the environment through
accidental release of hazardous materials into the environment. The project study area contains
35 RECs (known issues of concern) and 7 properties with land use restrictions (due to the
documented presence of hazardous waste impacts).
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Mitigation Measures HAZ-1 through HAZ-8 (described in Section 3.10.6 of the Final EIR) are proposed to
mitigate the above-mentioned potential impacts to a level less than significant. These mitigation measures
provide contractors with requirements for safe methods to excavate, transport, and dispose of
contaminated soil, in conformance with all federal, state, and local regulations for the handling of
hazardous wastes. Mitigation Measure HAZ-3 was modified as part of the Final EIR to include a
requirement that any soil imported to the site for backfill be certified clean prior to use.

Aliso Street Manufactured Gas Plant - The location and history of the former Aliso Street MGP is
well-documented and included in this project’s Phase | ESA. The soil contamination associated with this
site, as well as naturally occurring crude oil seeps, were included as a REC in the project’s Phase | ESA, with
a high risk of presenting a hazardous waste impact to the project. The risks to the project presented by
sites documented in the Phase | ESA will be further evaluated through a Phase Il ESA sampling and analysis
program (Mitigation Measure HAZ-2). The Phase Il investigation results will direct the development of
procedures for the protection of public health, worker health and safety, and the proper handling and
disposal of impacted soil. Furthermore, the Draft EIR documents sites with known contamination that will
require coordination with the DTSC for characterization and redevelopment (Mitigation Measure HAZ-5).
Metro will prepare and implement Hazardous Materials Management Plans and Soil Management Plans
based on the Phase Il ESA investigation results and coordination with the DTSC (Mitigation Measures
HAZ-1, HAZ-3, and HAZ-4).

As presented in Section 3.10.7 of the Final EIR, upon implementation of Mitigation Measures
HAZ-1 through HAZ-8, impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials would be reduced to a level
less than significant.

Lead-Based Paint and Asbestos - The likely presence of hazardous materials such as lead-based paint and
asbestos-containing construction materials is also well-documented and expected. In accordance with
Mitigation Measure HAZ-8 in the Draft EIR, surveys for lead and asbestos-containing materials will be
conducted on man-made structures prior to demolition. These materials will be handled in conformance
with all federal, state, and local regulations. As presented in Section 3.10.7 of the Final EIR, upon
implementation of Mitigation Measure HAZ-1, impacts would be reduced to a level less than significant.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based on comments received during the 45-day public
comment period. Based on the project modifications, fewer buildings south of US-101 would be
demolished than previously considered in the Draft EIR, because the modified run-through track alignment
would be located north of Commercial Street. Fewer buildings would be demolished that could have
lead-based paint and asbestos.

7.3.3 Cultural Resources

The following key issue response was prepared to address multiple comments raised regarding historic
preservation of LAUS and the potential indirect impacts of the elevated portion of the above-grade
passenger concourse.
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Key Issue Response CR-1: Preservation of Historic Resources at LAUS

Reduced Historic Impact Alternative - One of Metro’s project objectives is to avoid and minimize impacts
on sensitive environmental resources to the maximum extent feasible, including, but not limited to,
historical resources. Avoidance alternatives were analyzed, including a Reduced Historic Impact Alternative,
the purpose of which is to avoid or substantially reduce significant impacts on historical, archaeological,
and paleontological resources. This alternative is described in Section 5.4.3 of the Draft EIR and includes a
discussion of the preservation of the Cesar Chavez Avenue and Vignes Street Bridges, as well as the
gangways/ramps that lead to the existing platforms. As discussed in Chapter 5 of the Draft EIR, this
alternative achieves all but one of the project objectives.

Educational Display - Mitigation Measure HIST-1d (described in Section 3.12.6 of the Draft EIR) requires
Metro to create an educational display that could be viewed by the public that would demonstrate the
history of LAUS and how it was used by past railroad passengers. Metro may consider incorporation of a
portion of one the original butterfly sheds into the educational display, if feasible. As presented in
Section 3.12.7 of the Final EIR, for LAUS and the associated Vignes Street Undercrossing, Mitigation
Measures HIST-1a through HIST-1d are proposed; however, impacts would remain significant and
unavoidable. A Statement of Overriding Considerations has been prepared for consideration by the Metro
Board of Directors. The Metro Board of Directors would be required to adopt the Statement of Overriding
Considerations for this significant and unavoidable impact, should the Board of Directors decide to approve
the project.

Key Issue Response CR-2: Above-Grade Passenger Concourse Design and Indirect
Environmental Impacts

Metro received comments expressing concerns that the above-grade passenger concourse design would
not be consistent with the historical character of LAUS. Section 3.12 of the Draft EIR disclosed that at this
early stage of project design, the elevated portion of the above-grade passenger concourse as part of the
proposed project evaluated in the Draft EIR may include a modern design element over the rail yard, which
is incompatible with the historic fabric and other character-defining features of LAUS. Based on the design
of the proposed project in the Draft EIR, as described on page 3.12-75 of the Draft EIR, this is considered
an indirect impact that is significant and, even with implementation of mitigation measures, the impacts
would remain significant and unavoidable.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based on comments received during the 45-day public
comment period. Based on the project modifications reflected in this Final EIR, indirect impacts resulting
from the proposed canopy structure(s) would still result in a significant and unavoidable impact.

7.3.4  Other Topic Areas

Key Issue Response OT-1: Track Elevation Slope Safety and Runaway Trains

The US-101 viaduct evaluated in the Draft EIR would meet minimum Caltrans vertical clearance
requirements of 16.5 feet. The Metrolink engineering standards (SCRRA Design Criteria Manual dated
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November 2014) require a continuous track slope in the station platform area of no more than 0.2 percent
to prevent “roll-out.” The proposed project and build alternative include a rail yard raise of up to 15 feet
that would maintain a track slope of 0.0 percent (flat) through the station platform area. This is planned
with the specific intent to avoid the potential for unintentional movement of rolling stock. The profile of the
tracks in the rail yard and on the approaches to LAUS from the main line tracks along the Los Angeles River
are being developed, in coordination with Metrolink and other project stakeholders, and will be further
defined during final engineering.

The Link US project team has performed a preliminary engineering review of the required track elevations
along the approaches to LAUS from the main line tracks along the west bank of the Los Angeles River and
concluded that none of the five historic roadway bridges situated south of LAUS would be directly impacted
by the project through physical modification/alteration, removal, or other means. This excludes the North
Main Street Bridge, where significant impacts are reported in the Draft EIR. Furthermore, the proposed
run-through tracks (as they tie into the main line) would not indirectly impact any of these bridges because
they pass through the same piers of each bridge at the same elevation as the existing tracks.

Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo Community Comments

Closure of Vignes Street at Commercial Street to Vehicular Traffic

Based on the design of the run-through track infrastructure evaluated in the Draft EIR (that includes a loop
track), the proposed locations of the columns needed to support the US-101 viaduct would have precluded
the ability to restore the intersection of Vignes Street, with the realigned portion of Commercial Street, as
a fully directional intersection. Because the existing properties on both the east and west sides of Vignes
Street would have to be acquired as part of the proposed project evaluated in the Draft EIR, the need to
provide any property access along the segment of Vignes Street between Ducommun and Commercial
Streets would be eliminated. As such, the project team determined that the most prudent approach was to
propose closure of Vignes Street between Ducommun and Vignes Streets to vehicular traffic in the Draft
EIR. However, the design would have allowed for the street to remain open for use as a pedestrian spine
or for maintenance vehicle access. It could also be feasible to keep Vignes Street open and restrict access
at Commercial Street to right turns, subject to further discussion and coordination with LADOT.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based on coordination with funding partners. Vignes Street
would remain open to vehicular traffic, and Commercial and Center Streets would remain in their current
configuration.

Concurrent Street Closures

Mitigation Measure TR-1 (described in Section 3.3.6 of the Draft EIR) is proposed to reduce significant
impacts due to road closures. The measure requires the contractor to prepare a Construction Traffic
Management Plan and coordinate street closures with applicable parties. This coordination and advance
notification activities are also intended to include the stakeholders in Little Tokyo. In response to comments
received on the Draft EIR, text in Mitigation Measure TR-1 was revised, as follows, to prohibit concurrent
closure of Cesar Chavez Avenue and Vignes Street:

FR M

7-9

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR June 2019
7.0 Response to Comments

The following provisions shall be included in the TMP:

e Traffic flow shall be maintained, particularly during peak hours, to the degree
feasible.

e Access to adjacent businesses shall be maintained during business hours via
existing or temporary driveways, and residences at all times, as feasible.

e Contractor shall avoid concurrent closures of Cesar Chavez Avenue and Vignes
Street north of LAUS.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based on coordination with funding partners. The Final EIR
project would result in fewer street closures south of LAUS than was reported in the Draft EIR.

Widening of the Alameda Street Bridge

Based on the LADOT’s significant impact criteria, no project-related impacts would occur on Alameda
Street; therefore, widening of the bridge is not required for the proposed project. Caltrans is the entity
responsible for preparation of project study reports and improvements to US-101 on- and off-ramps and
HOV lanes.

Metro appreciates the members of the Little Tokyo community providing written comments on the Draft
EIR and looks forward to continued coordination and communication. On June 8, 2019, the Little Tokyo
Business Association submitted a comment letter to Metro indicating their support for the Final EIR
project.

Key Issue Response OT-3: Public Art and Cultural Enhancement Programs

Pursuant to a motion on behalf of the Metro Board of Directors on March 23, 2017, Metro’s Union
Station/Civic Center Taskforce will establish a volunteer-based, architectural review panel to offer
suggestions and recommendations aimed at ensuring design consistency in and around LAUS that
amalgamates the historic and modern elements of the surrounding area while promoting innovative ideas.
It is anticipated local stakeholders, including the City of Los Angeles, and other design professionals would
participate in the taskforce. The Union Station/Civic Center Taskforce will also develop a comprehensive
community engagement strategy to capture input that is representative of the cultural diversity in the Union
Station service area. As the project engineering and design process moves forward, Metro will provide
updates to the general public through the Link US website related to the establishment of the Union
Station/Civic Center Taskforce.

Key Issue Response OT-4: Adjacent Parallel Tunnels

When the original station was constructed in 1939, the Red Line tunnel was not in place, thereby making
adjacent tunnels a feasible option. With the consideration of preservation of the existing pedestrian
passageway during early stages of project design development, a concourse concept that included
constructing parallel tunnels adjacent to the existing pedestrian passageway was explored. This concept
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would maintain the ceiling, floor, minimum 7-foot-wide portals in the pedestrian passageway, and the
pedestrian passageway itself. The existing ramps and stairs would be demolished to create adjacent
concourses that run parallel to the existing passageway, and the platforms would be shifted and widened
for increased passenger and rail capacity and placement of proper VCEs.

This concept confines circulation and further complicates passenger safety and security, thereby conflicting
with the project objectives. It is also not prudent to build a parallel tunnel adjacent to the existing pedestrian
tunnel because of unacceptable safety or operational problems and impacts on the Metro Red and Purple
Line tunnel below. Additionally, by raising the track grade 15 feet, the vertical angle of the existing ramps
would be in excess of existing standards (e.g., ADA, Section 1.3.4 of NFPA 130, CBC Paragraph 433.3.2.2.3,
and Metro Fire and Life Safety Criteria). For these reasons, adjacent tunnels and/or retention of the existing
pedestrian tunnel is not prudent or feasible.

This concept would have a complicated circulation zone that would not facilitate free-flowing passenger
circulation because it does not produce an open central passenger concourse. Additionally, without the
addition of emergency egress options, passenger safety would not be improved. Finally, this concept does
not enhance passenger amenities due to the limitations of the space.
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7.4 List of Agencies, Organizations, and Individuals that
Commented on the Draft EIR

Agencies, organizations, and individuals that commented on the Draft EIR are listed in Table 7-1.

Table 7-1. List of Agencies, Organizations, and Individuals that Commented on the Draft EIR

Agencies

AGE 1 Pete Cooke — DTSC

AGE 2 Mark A. McLoughlin - CHSRA

AGE 3 Billy Ho - LABOE

AGE 4 Billy Ho - LABOE

AGE 5 Jose Huizar - City of Los Angeles

AGE 6 Ronald Kosinski - Caltrans

AGE 7 Roderick Diaz - SCRRA/Metrolink

AGE 8 Charles C. Holloway - LADWP

AGE 9 Jwalin Champaneria - LADOT

AGE 10 Jennifer Harriger - MWD

AGE 11 Craig A. Steele — RWG Law, on behalf of First 5 LA
Organization

ORG 1 Jessica Lall — Central City Association of Los Angeles
ORG 2 Tom Savio — Los Angeles Union Station Historical Society
ORG 3 Dr. Clyde Tom Williams — Citizens Coalition for a Safe Community
ORG 4 Tom Savio — Los Angeles Union Station Historical Society
ORG 5 Shane Phillips — Central City Association of Los Angeles
ORG 6 David Ikegami - Little Tokyo Business Association

ORG 7 Yukio Kawatami - Little Tokyo Community Council

ORG 8 Paul Dyson — Rail Passenger Association of California
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Table 7-1. List of Agencies, Organizations, and Individuals that Commented on the Draft EIR

ORG 9 James Okazaki - Little Tokyo Community Council

ORG 10 Susan MacAdams — Train Riders Association of California

ORG 11 Kristin Fukushima - Little Tokyo Community Council

ORG 12 Susan MacAdams — Train Riders Association of California

ORG 13 Geoffrey Yamamoto — Parish Pastoral Council St. Francis Xavier Church Japanese Catholic
Center/Maryknoll

ORG 14 Bart Reed — The Transit Coalition

ORG 15 Dr. Clyde Tom Williams — Citizens Coalition for a Safe Community

ORG 16 John Smith — Taxpayers for Reasonable Solutions

ORG 17 Ronald Meyer — Los Angeles Bicycle Advisory Committee

ORG 18 Tom Savio — Los Angeles Union Station Historical Society

ORG 19 Dean Matsubayashi - Little Tokyo Service Center

ORG 20 David Schonbrunn — Train Riders Association of California

ORG 21 Masao Okamoto/David lkegami — Little Tokyo Business Association

Tribal

TRI'1 John Tommy Rosas — Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation

TRI 2 Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation

TRI 3 San Dunlap — Gabrielino Tongva Nation

TRI 4 Adrian Morales — Gabrieleno Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians

Individuals

IND 1 Jason Gallegos

IND 2 Thomas Dorsey

IND 3 Gary Fox

IND 4 Jason Sleisenger
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June 2019

Table 7-1. List of Agencies, Organizations, and Individuals that Commented on the Draft EIR

Comment Number

IND 5

IND 6

IND 7

IND 8

IND 9

IND 10

IND 11

IND 12

IND 13

IND 14

IND 15

IND 16

IND 17

IND 18

IND 19

IND 20

IND 21

IND 22

IND 23

IND 24

IND 25

IND 26

IND 27

Linda C. Samuels
Greg Heet
Leigh Goodwin
Babetti Oy
Celea Brooks
Ellena Mellon
Ines Rodriguez
NA

Okogo Stephanie
Jose Escobar
Matthew Barrett
Andrea Thomas
Allon Percus
Thomas Dorsey
Andrew Fox
Ryan Yates
James Tyner
Dominic Soo
Scott Garner
Matt Ruscigno
Chris Barraza

Kyle Jenkins

Gretchen Anderson
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Table 7-1. List of Agencies, Organizations, and Individuals that Commented on the Draft EIR

IND 28 Benjamin Phelps
IND 29 John Paul Grove
IND 30 Alex Murray

IND 31 Amparo Cebrero
IND 32 Hear Xiu Feng
IND 33 Hui Fang Zhong
IND 34 Maria Martinez
IND 35 Maribel Preciado
IND 36 Myrna Calderon
IND 37 Phu Vor

IND 38 Socorro Lugo
IND 39 Suzane Atia

IND 40 Steven Sharp

IND 41 Ben Hatcher

IND 42 Darren Valenzuela
IND 43 Joshua Blumenkopf
IND 44 Abdul Danishwar
IND 45 William Whitehead
IND 46 Kevin Kay

IND 47 Michael Weinreich
IND 48 Jose Avalos

IND 49 Partho Kalyani
IND 50 Richard Bourne
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Table 7-1. List of Agencies, Organizations, and Individuals that Commented on the Draft EIR

Comment Number

IND 51

IND 52

IND 53

IND 54

IND 55

IND 56

IND 57

IND 58

IND 59

IND 60

IND 61

IND 62

IND 63

IND 64

IND 65

IND 66

IND 67

IND 68

IND 69

IND 70

IND 71

IND 72

IND 73

John Connor
Jesse Silva
Michael Hlebovy
Campbell Sadeghy
Dominic Gonzalez
Spencer Windes
NA

Ryan Sharp
Esteban McKenzie
Timmy Luong
Cary Bellaflor
David Andrew
Nicolas Burrier
David Matsu

John Perry

Kyle Remmenga
Travis Morgan
Kevin Strumpell
Louis Pepi

Doante lvory
Michael Berg
Glenn Zucman

Robert Frampton

FR

@ Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

Table 7-1. List of Agencies, Organizations, and Individuals that Commented on the Draft EIR

Comment Number

IND 74

IND 75

IND 76

IND 77

IND 78

IND 79

IND 80

IND 81

IND 82

IND 83

IND 84

IND 85

IND 86

IND 87

IND 88

IND 89

IND 90

IND 91

IND 92

IND 93

IND 94

IND 95

IND 96

Mike Kaiser
Mildred Mijangos
James Okazaki
James Smith

Sonia Mcintosh
Stephanie Hammer
Mark Johnston
Mark Johnston
Jason Elepano
Michael Frazier
Greg Heet

Alex Mezey

Greg Heet

Alan K Weeks
Stephen Laux

Mike Brady

Karl Lauff

Sarah Cifarelli
Mark Steven Greenfield
Bardsley Bean M.A.
Doug Aihara

Sheryl Hayashi

Eric Reese

FR
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Table 7-1. List of Agencies, Organizations, and Individuals that Commented on the Draft EIR

IND 97 Greg Heet

IND 98 Joanne Kumamoto
IND 99 Kathryn A. Bannai
IND 100 Allison Porterfield
IND 101 Faramarz Nabavi
IND 102 Jaymes Dunsmore
IND 103 Matthew Pearson
IND 104 Mario Anderson
IND 105 Mario Anderson
IND 106 Hank Fung

IND 107 Jim Stutzman
IND 108 Richard Lawson
IND 109 Greg Heet

IND 110 Daryl Gale

IND 111 Linda Quon

IND 112 Karen Constine
Notes:

CHSRA=California High-Speed Rail Authority; DTSC= Department of Toxic Substance Control; EIR=environmental impact report;
LABOE= City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering; LADOT= City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation; LADWP=City of Los
Angeles Department of Water and Power; MWD=Metropolitan Water District of Southern California; NA=not applicable;
SCRRA=Southern California Regional Rail Authority

7.5 Responses to Comments on the Draft EIR

Responses to agencies, organizations, and individuals that commented on the Draft EIR are included
below.
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Agency 1 Comment

Name: Pete Cooke

Agency: Department of Toxic Substances Control
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AGE 1-1

AGE 1-2

AGE 1-3

AGE 1-4

AGE 1-5

AGE 1-1

AGE 1-2

AGE 1-3

AGE 1-4

This comment acknowledges the DTSC's receipt of
the Link US Draft EIR.

The Draft EIR identifies both current and historic
uses of the site that may have resulted in release of
hazardous wastes or substances. Please refer to
Section 3.10, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of
the Draft EIR. The Draft EIR identifies known
contaminated sites and the potential to encounter
contaminated soils or substances within the
project limits. As indicated in Section 3.10, a Phase
| ESA was conducted for the project. This technical
study is provided as Appendix M of the Draft EIR.
The findings of the Phase | ESA are specifically
summarized in Section 3.10.4 of the Draft EIR.

The Link US Phase | ESA evaluates, to the extent
possible within the scope of a Phase | evaluation,
whether the RECs constitute high, moderate, or
low risks to human health or the environment for
the proposed project.

The mechanisms that would require further
investigation and/or remediation are
memorialized in the proposed Mitigation
Measures HAZ-1 through HAZ-8. Mitigation
measures described in Section 3.10.6 of the Draft
EIR provide details related to the Phase Il ESA
(HAZ-2), Contaminated Media Management Plans
and Soil Management Plans (HAZ-1, HAZ-3, and
HAZ-4), and coordination with DTSC for sites with
Land Use Covenants (HAZ-5). The MMRP
identifies agencies with the responsibility for
oversight and compliance for each of these
measures.
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AGE 1-5  Mitigation Measure HAZ-6 (described in Section
3.10.6 of the Draft EIR) includes provisions for
halting work upon discovery of contamination.
Mitigation Measure HAZ-6 will be implemented in
the event that contaminated materials are
encountered unexpectedly.

R o
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Vincant Chio
February 8, 2018
Fage 2

DTSC provides guidance for Preliminary Endangerment Assessment (PEA) preparation,
and cleanup aversight through the Voluntary Cleanup Program (WCP). Fer additional
information on the VCP, phease visit DTSC's wab site ot www. dise. ca gov. I you would
ke to meet and discuss this matler further, please contact me at (818) 717-85866 or

Pete Cookegidisc.ca.gov.
Sinceraly,

Pete Cooke
Site Mitigation and Restoration Program - Ghatsworth Office

of  Govemnors Office of Planning and Research
Siate Clraringhouse
F.0O. Box 2044
Sacramento, Califomnia 85812-3044

Dave Kerearis

Hazardous Waste Managemant Program, Permitting Division
CEQA Tracking

Department of Toxic Substances Conlrol

PO, Box 808

Sacramento, Califomnia 95812-0808

AGE 1-6

AGE 1-6

Comment noted.
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Agency 2 Comment

Name: Mark A. McLoughlin

Agency: California High-Speed Rail Authority
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CALIFORNIA
High-Speed Rail Authority

March 4, 2019

Mr. Vinceni Chio

Link 115 Depusty Project Mansper

Les Angeles Counry Metropalitn Transpanation Awmbarity
Owme Gareway Plaza, M5 95-17-2

Les Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Metro Link Union Station Draft Environmontal Impact Report
Drear br. Chio:

The Califomia High-Speed Rail Authority (Auihority) is responsible for planning.
designing, building and cpernting the first high-speed rail symem in the natioa. The
Anthorily i$ submilting this comment letier in response (o the Link Union Station (Link
US) Diraft Envicenmental lmpact Report (EIR) released by the Los Angeles Counly
Mewopoliian Transporiation Auhority (Mewro) on Janaary 17, 2019, We are providing
these comments as 8 Responsible Apency under the Califarnia Environmental Quality
At {CEQA) and intended user of the Link L' EIR s parl of the Authornily s lead ERERCY
approwal of itz Burbank 1o Los Angeles and Los Angeles to Anaheimn Project Sections.

The Authozity has worked clogely with Metro singe the inception of the CEQA documenl
and appreciates Metro’s work io develop the project in close coondination with
Metralink, LOSSAN, Amteak, and the mysisd Metio Imasportalion modes and bus
pervices that aperase a1 LALS roday 1o ensare that all ianeresis are corsidered in the Drafl
EMR. Aspects of the Link U5 project support the proposed stmewide High-Speed Rail
Project, specilically the Burbank io Los Angeles and Los Angeles o Ansheim Projest
Sectiong, both of which currently have envieonmental clearance disuments under
preparation. Therefoee. it is crithcal that tbe project descriptions for the three prajects are
ciozcly coondinmed 0 there are B0 gaps of condlics betwoen the projects.

Via thiis lemer the Awthosity Is pleased 1o confirm thae the Liak US Proposed Praject as
described in Chapler 2 {Progect Dicscriplion) of the Dvalt EIR. accommodates future higt-
speed rail service throughout the Link LIS project limits, and meets our proposed
operational needs. Thix is & keslament to the strong working relaicnship between dMetio
and the Aubarity a3 planning panners over the years. The Amtbority fully suppons the
Propased Propect Alternative ez described and evaluated in the Drafl EIR and is looking
forward 1o combinuing our chese coordination with. Metro as the CEQA process comiinees

Tra L Sirean, Sales &30, Saceemann, G Wlia o T giidy 30da1 i1 & F (W8] AXFB0TT - whete Bl [0

AGE 2-1

AGE 2-2

AGE 2-1

This comment summarizes CHSRA's
responsibilities with respect to the proposed CHSR
project. Metro, as the CEQA lead agency for the
proposed Link US EIR, acknowledges the CHSRA's
role as a CEQA Responsible Agency as defined by
CEQA Guidelines Section 15381 for the Link US
Project. In Section 1.0, Introduction, EIR Page 1-3
states:

This EIR will be used by Metro to make
decisions regarding project approval and
implementation. It also may be used by CEQA
responsible and trustee agencies (i.e., local
jurisdictions and state agencies) in the event
that permits or discretionary approvals from
these agencies are required for the project.

1.3.1 CEQA Responsible and Trustee Agencies

The information in this EIR may also be used by
other agencies involved with the project that
have a responsibility under CEQA, including
but not limited to, the following:

e Caltrans
e CHSRA
e SCRRA

e  City of Los Angeles

Metro appreciates CHSRA’s comments that
recognize the cooperative working relationship that
has occurred to date between Metro and CHSRA,
as it relates to the Link US project and
accommodating potential future high-speed rail
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AGE 2-2

improvements within the limits of the Link US
project.

Metro appreciates the successful  working
relationship with CHSRA to develop the Link US
plan to accommodate improvements associated
with the planned high-speed rail system within the
limits of the Link US project. Metro acknowledges
this comment that the proposed project meets the
high-speed rail operational needs.

Further, Metro appreciates the CHSRA's full
support of the Link US project as described in the
Draft EIR.
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Mr. ¥Wincenl Chin
Page 2

Berween now and the completion of the Firal EIR, the Authority requests io coordinate with
Meiro regarding the proposed quict zone improvemenis al the Main Stiect at-grade canssing b
eliminae poveniial conllices berween the proposed Link US project and the Authority's Burbank
w0 Lo Angeles Project Scction designs which comemplare modifications at iiis inersection.

The Authodity also understunds that Metro will be pursuing eavironmental clearance of the Link
U8 project under the Mational Environmemal Policy Act (MEPA) The Ambority looks forward vo
working closely with Metro as part of the NEPA process.

Mlodernizing rail operations ol LALS to inchede run-through capability for all services and the
inroduction of kigh-speed radl will expand mebility opilona for Soumbern California residents
and vigitors, increase ridership on Meoro services and other connceting iransportation sorvices,
provide substantial ecomamic henefits for the region theough increased business activity asd
ipurrien, and significaally enhasce lbe polential for lransit-onenled development in the ares.

IT you have any questions reganding this lebier, please cantact me or Michelle Bochm, Southon
Celiformin Kegicnal Direcior, i (213) 302-4507 or michelle. boehm@hsr cogov. The Authonty
lonks forward 1o continued collaboration with Metre on development of the Link US project.

i

Mark'A, McLoughlin

Direciar of Envirenmenital Services
Califomia High-Spood Kail Authonity
(916) S03-6934

mark n o ahlintEher ca pov

o Michelle Boehm, Southern California Regional Director

AGE 2-3

AGE 2-4

AGE 2-5

AGE 2-6

AGE 23

AGE 24

AGE 25

AGE 2-6

Metro will continue to coordinate with CHSRA
regarding proposed safety improvements at the
North Main Street at-grade crossing in order to
minimize, or avoid, potential design conflicts
between the proposed project and the
improvements required to accommodate the
planned HSR system at this location.

Metro recognizes that CHSRA would continue to
work with the federal agency as part of the NEPA
environmental clearance process for this project.

Metro concurs with the benefits of the proposed
project, as identified in this comment.

Comment noted. Metro appreciates the contact
information provided in this comment and will
coordinate accordingly.
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Agency 3 Comment

Name: Billy Hoe

Agency: Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering

R O

7.33 Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR June 2019
7.0 Response to Comments

(THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK)

R O

7.34 Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

oy

25

=1

Summary of Comments on January 2019 - DRAFT -
Environmental Impact Report - Link Union Station

Page: 31

Plurnbar § Augtior SI2146  Subpect Sticky Note
Eladia tohad 10 comment on Figerd £5 1

Date: 2/N7D01S 100608 AM

AGE 3-1

Refer to response to Comment AGE-3-2.
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Page: 33
Ml 1 Author B2 Dobmer Ity Mote Bvata: 2182079 110048 A AGE 3-2
wonid & be possbls 10 wpsrmposs e Blus, green, and eed bmis sk 0% banspanency onfo Fgure £5-27 The would provicle greater clanty,

AGE 3-2

The intent of Figure ES-2 in the Executive Summary
of the Draft EIR is solely to depict the study area
boundary and each segment within the boundary,
which is similar to, but different than, the major
project components shown on Figure ES-3.
Figures ES-2 and ES-3 have different purposes and,
although overlay of colored information is
possible, it will detract from the information
intended to be conveyed for both figures.
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ES4  Project Objectives

hietro identified the Rollowing objectives for implerenting the proposed project:

L Eh-dl, oF traim movernent congtraints resulting from stubsend operation by providing rum-through
service consistent with the Calfornis State Rail Plan (Caltrans H018) and Scathern Califoenia
Optirmined Rall Expangion (SC0RE) Program

L E’o.dc an r.:bir-,"{d PR ECT LOfDOWie dt I.,M‘JEH that i Tumctang I'f' Fricedg e itk -rr\-'l:rfl;\:'
safety elements, ADV aceessibility, and passenger amenities

& Design track and platform nfrastructure at LAUS recessary to accormemodate the plansed H3R
Friteen condistent with Califamia Propesition 1A (High-Speed Rail Act), passed in 2008

« Bhaintain railfiransit sevice and mindmize disruption 1o commuters during construction to the
rmaneTairn erient 'I-u uibyle

& Avoid and mindemize impecld on deaiitive srnoronieental issouros B0 the reanomunm artent feasdle,
nichading. b et limited we, historical imiousces
+» Bonributetoa regional redisction of preerhouse gas (GHG) emissions and vehicle miles rraveled

VM)

ESS Mnticipated Agency Involvement

The following apencies are articipated 1o be invelved during praject development and construction

v Fedenal Rallroad Administration (FRA)

+  Califemia High-3peed Rail Authority {THSRA)

& Southern California Regiconal Rail Authosity (SCRREA)
»  Calilomia Departreent of Tramsnortation (Caltrang)
& Federal Trarmg® Adrurnigiratos [FTA)

s Cityof Log Anpries

& Srare Histose Préserddticn Ofer (SHIPOY

ﬂ Chyol Las Anpeies

Page: 35

7 Mot 1 Agthen I Subrwct Moghight  Dote L8RS 10 0R 14 AM
This. redlfy shou'd be Hiked the "Papode andl Nesd” secho € should gueddy sddne the "whal e you Soerg® and the "k the smonederenis
e beang done” fos Bh progect:

v Mumses & AgtFas EAI A8 Skt HUQRIGRT L LOTRANIR 100 AR
ELhorate  re ChEIe TUITERG CYSTE™ CRACIADN 3 U Rsn SIan? oo, iy e o mertiomeg hrafl; ks

]AGE 33

]AGE 3-4

AGE 3-3

AGE 34

The Executive Summary has been prepared to be
consistent with the content requirements identified
in CEQA Guideline 15123, providing a brief
summary of information from all sections of the
EIR, including Section 2.0, Project Description.
Section 2.0, Project Description, was prepared
pursuant to CEQA Guideline 15124 and contains
the informational requirements set forth in CEQA
Guideline 15124. CEQA does not specifically
require that an EIR provide a description of the
project’s “purpose and need.” However, the
intended purpose and need of the project is
described in detail in Section 2.0, including the
proposed project objectives.

A full description of the capacity constraints
associated with the existing conditions at LAUS
that provide justification for the project is provided
in Section 1.0, Introduction, of the Draft EIR
(Sections 1.1 and 1.2).
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1 Mumibar Agthor BBI1ME  Subct Mighlicht  Cabe 173019 12506 PM
I Ehers & growth i nderthep | demand for egeonal traen® B po. & i worth mentioning boefly Ao, grosth n ndemhip ( demand = oty AGE 3-5
related B the Lo bollel posnd on (R Ind. CegmEh in pubis freresd rdendep and demand + grester Dansd sooeuubdy, reladslty snd sffosncy =
Dhuntrtscal St # Brreabh wefeche e aod VAT Thei d coriistert with helging B dlale and igocd] gemnimend sgendus st here hei
i @i sse indhudlsh Laf(eti

7 Mumisr & Asthesr BA3146  Subgser Highlight  Dabe 2F92079 S5218 AR AGE 3-6
Therid dr@ Sl sl MobdLifie, ikl ) §10m CORRILE A Of thil (Poett thiny shewld e amimed (rom th s -
i Musritsir: § Acctior BAI14E  Submcr Highlet  Date 271972079 505703 A
Hlar b3 Comment in Bullet Pt 87 ]AGE 3.7
i Mumisr, 6 Aagttor, AZTAE  Subgct Mighlioht  Dabe 2NTWV2009 111824 AM
Mo coptdnaton nequined with LS drmy Corps. of Enginesrs?  sny work is bo be done: near the L Raer. they may nesd to be rontacted ]AGE 3-8
j Murbsr 7 Aagthesr: S82146 Sulighct Heghlephl  Dbie 1706720709 S-S5 A
[t ¥anch - parhag you Seans Courty of Led Argetel ]AGE 3-9

AGE 3-5

AGE 3-6

AGE 3-7

AGE 3-8

AGE 39

Yes, Metrolink forecasts significant growth in
ridership/demand through 2040, consistent with
the RTP/SCS. Section ES.1 states the project would
“accommodate future growth and transportation
demands in the region.”

Mitigation Measure TR-3 (discussed in Section 3.3,
Transportation and Traffic, of the Draft EIR) would
help support Metro’s implementation of this
project objective.

See response to Comment AGE 3-4.

USACE is not included in the list of agencies,
because impacts within the Los Angeles River are
avoided by the current design of the Link US
project.

Text in Section ES.5, Anticipated Agency
Involvement, was revised as follows:

e  City County of Los Angeles
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Constrsction [Short-Termi) AGE 3-10 Based on the analysis conducted, upon
5 : G encoed the SCAGMD's dally g implementation of proposed mitigation, impacts
: in the AM or PM peak-hour conditions would not
T ¢ i viould eicaed i B an Wilkia ad result in delays that would be considered
Hon significant per LADOT guidelines. Cesar Chavez
e Avenue and Vignes Street would not be closed at
) the same time. Text in Mitigation Measure TR-1
R was revised as follows to prohibit concurrent
closure of Cesar Chavez Avenue and Vignes Street:
The following provisions shall be included in
the TMP:
Page: 37 ‘ o
— prrrp e g ey e e Traffic flow shall be maintained,
e e g L T ]AGE 3-10 particularly during peak hours, to the
Murmtsr Athor BA 146 Subieer Sticky Mote Dt 2/2803019 103348 AM degree feasible.
SeAsoruicn eckwres. The wes  evsers 8 Eotorely ComCR Such POROUROI Pl v the Daets e 3¢ Wt e Biige MPVCAUISS il ]AGE 3-11 _ .
otertasl destiay wid st e Access to adjacent businesses shall be
maintained during business hours via
existing or temporary driveways, and
residences at all times, as feasible.
e Contractor shall avoid concurrent
closures of Cesar Chavez Avenue and
Vignes Street north of LAUS.
AGE 3-11  Potential impacts to cultural, historic, and
paleontological resources are disclosed in

Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, of the Draft EIR.
Mitigation measures are proposed to reduce
impacts where significant impacts are identified.
Mitigation measures have provisions with
processes for unanticipated discoveries of cultural,
historic, and paleontological resources.
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As discussed in  Section 3.12.7, upon
implementation of Mitigation Measures HIST-5,
HIST-6, HR-1, TCR-1, and PAL-1 through PAL-3,
impacts on archaeological resources, human
remains,  tribal  cultural  resources, and
paleontological resources would be reduced to a
level less than significant.
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AGE 3-12

AGE 3-12

The Draft EIR includes two visual simulations of
the US-101 viaduct from LAUS looking south
(Section 3.4, Aesthetics, Figure 3.4-35) and from
Commercial Street looking north (Section 3.4,
Aesthetics, Figure 3.4-37). Given the existing
urbanized site context, these visual simulations are
adequate to perform the environmental impact
evaluation.

Key views for the travelling public along US-101
were not depicted in the Draft EIR due to the
urbanized environment and heavy presence of
existing transportation infrastructure in this
portion of the study area. Multiple visual
simulations included in the Draft EIR depict the
US-101 viaduct within Caltrans ROW, including
Figures 3.4-35, 3.4-37, (revised in the Final EIR)
and 3.4-39 in Section 3.4, Aesthetics, of the EIR. In
the Final EIR, two additional visual simulations are
included in Section 10.0, Final EIR Project
Supporting  Documentation, that depict the
viewpoint of the travelling public on the US-101
(NB and SB key views).

In Section 3.4, Aesthetics, of the Draft EIR, Page
3.4-44 discloses the addition of new transportation
infrastructure elements to the existing visual
environment south of LAUS, the multiple highway
and railroad-oriented uses within the existing
urbanized visual environment of the study area,
and potential changes to visual character resulting
from run-through track infrastructure. The key
views within Visual Assessment Unit #5 were
evaluated to determine if significant aesthetic
impacts would occur as a result of visual changes
to motorists on the US-101. As noted in Section
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3.4, Aesthetics, of the Draft EIR, on Page 3.4-59,
this segment of US-101 is not a protected scenic
highway and travelers along US-101 may be subject
to a visual change with the introduction of new
run-through track infrastructure.
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AGE 3-14

AGE 3-13

AGE 3-14

The Build Alternative is different and separate from
the proposed project (Draft EIR project and Final
EIR project). Primary differences include the
dedicated lead tracks north of LAUS (not shared
lead tracks) and an at-grade passenger concourse
that would be up to 300 feet wide below the rail
yard. The Draft EIR project is summarized in
Section 2.14 of the Final EIR, and the Final EIR
project, including modifications to the project after
the close of the 45-day public comment period, are
described in Section 2.1.5 of the Final EIR.

The specific details of the Build Alternative are
found in Section 5.4.2 of the Draft EIR. The
Executive Summary is intended to summarize the
major aspects of the proposed project. Since the
Final EIR project resulted in modifications to the
CEQA significance conclusions reported in the
Draft EIR, Table ES-1 includes a summary of
impacts (Draft EIR project/Final EIR project) in a
comparative format.

FR

7-43

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR June 2019
7.0 Response to Comments

AGE 3-15  As described in Section 5.0, Alternatives, on Page
ES.11  CEQA Environmentally Superior Alternative 5.132 of the Draft EIR, the Reduced Historic
dertind For the Impact  Alternative is considered the
A e ihe projec cbjectves Environmentally Superior Alternative. The Reduced
R Historic Impact Alternative would meet all of the
project objectives, with exception of one, because
it does not provide an expanded passenger
concourse at LAUS that is functionally modern
with enhanced safety elements, ADA accessibility,
and passenger amenities.

Thesaboea, tha radhiced o impacl alernative it oo siderad the arronrrentally supanor 25armative
E' 3 alternative would meet all of the prodect obisctives, with eeception of provid nf an eapanded passemger
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AGE 3-16

The information in Table ES-1 (located in the
Executive Summary of the Draft EIR) is for the
proposed project only. The table was renumbered
to Table ES-2 in the Final EIR and was updated to
reflect the environmental impacts and proposed
mitigation measures associated with the Final EIR
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AGE 3-17

See response to Comment AGE 3-10.

FR

7-46

@ Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

1.1 Existing Conditions at Los Angeles Union Station
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AGE 3-18 A new section, Section ES.3, was added to the
Executive Summary of the Final EIR. The text is as
follows:

ES.3 Existing Conditions at Los Angeles Union
Station

LAUS was opened for service in 1939 and is the
central _hub for regional transportation in
Southern California, providing direct linkages
for the Metro rail system (e.g., Red, Purple, and
Gold Lines), Metrolink commuter trains,
Amtrak intercity and long-distance trains, and
Metro and municipal bus systems.

The existing LAUS does not have adequate
operational and passenger capacity to serve
future rail transportation needs. Rail vard
operations and passenger circulation at LAUS
are currently constrained, congested, and
nearing capacity. The combination of limited
throat track and stub-end track capacity, along
with the limited concourse capacity resulting
from the current configuration of the pedestrian
passageway and platforms, restrict Metro's
ability to accommodate the forecasted increase
in _rail and transit service (including
accommodation of the planned High-Speed
Rail [HSR] system) and corresponding increase
in passenger capacity within the existing facility.
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AGE 3-19 The Draft EIR provides a full evaluation of the

CEQA Proposed Project (as described in Section
2.0, Project Description) within Sections 3.2
through 3.13 and Section 4 of the Draft EIR.
Section 5.0 of the Draft EIR provides an evaluation
of: 1) No Project/No Build Alternative; 2) Build
Alternative; and, 3) Reduced Historic Impact
Alternative.

The comment appears to be specific to the Phase A
interim condition, which is Metro’s proposed
project implementation approach, described in
greater detail in Section 2.10 of the Draft EIR.
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AGE 3-20  See response to Comment AGE 3-19.
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AGE 3-21  Addition of the project footprint boundary to this
particular figure would not be appropriate because
the text in the narrative preceding Figure ES-2 and
Figure ES-3 (located in the Executive Summary of
the Draft EIR) does not discuss project related
impacts that would occur within the boundary of
the project footprint.
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AGE3-22 A full evaluation of the run-through track

structures, including the US-101 viaduct, is
included in Section 3.4.5 (see Visual Assessment
Unit #5) of the Draft EIR. As discussed in response
to Comment AGE 3-12, in Section 10.0, Final EIR
Project Supporting Documentation, of the Final
EIR, two additional visual simulations are included
that depict the viewpoint of the travelling public on
the US-101 (NB and SB key views).
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AGE 3-23

A full evaluation of the run-through track structures
south of US-101 is included in Section 3.4.5 (Page
3.4-45) of the Draft EIR. As part of the Draft EIR
project, ltems 3 and 4 were two separate aerial
structures. As part of the Final EIR project, the
Center Street Bridge would transition to an
embankment and both would be common
structures that could accommodate the planned
HSR system.
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291 Track Impravemeants

Throat Segrment

AGE 3-24 In response to this comment, the Final EIR
Section ES-5 of the Executive Summary has been
revised to include a brief summary of the interim,
full  build-out, and full build-out with HSR
conditions as follows:

Based on funding commitments, the project is
proposed under the following two main phases.

L P U R T eeiaieers MG LOiekE wouhd ol T el
oec a3l Trach work com gt ng -C-I rgplacemignd o furmgy
facilitate r gh servioe south of LA Phase A - Implementation of early
- full il d ' it action/interim improvements primarily
o :“,”‘“ e e associated with the regional/intercity rail
I S i e, ’ run-through track infrastructure south of LAUS
T LI L S AR R I TR e and necessary signal modifications, roadway
' N modifications, and property acquisitions to
facilitate new run-through service would occur
in the interim condition (Phase A: 2026)
Page: 156 Phase B — New lead tracks, the elevated rail
B e I e P i o o b SR s e v ]AGE 3-24 yard, and the new modified expanded

passageway would occur in the full build out
condition (Phase B: 2031).

Implementation of the planned HSR system
could occur as early as 2033, and this scenario
is_identified as the full build out with HSR
condition.

It is noted that these are the three build-out years
considered in the EIR based on when infrastructure
is anticipated to be constructed, not options for
proposed infrastructure.
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AGE 3-26

A full evaluation of the run-through track structures
south of US-101 is included in Section 3.4.5 (Page
3.4-45) of the Draft EIR.

The Executive Summary provides a summary of the
impacts of the proposed project (Draft EIR project
and Final EIR project) and is not intended to
provide specific impact details associated with
project alternatives, including the Build Alternative,
which this comment is referring to. Figure 2-67 and
Figure 2-69 (located in Section 2.0, Project
Description, of the Draft EIR) depict the project
phases — specifically Phase A and Phase B of the
project implementation. These figures are not
intended to illustrate differences between project
alternatives; therefore, they do not show the
differences between the proposed project and the
Build Alternative. Section 5.0, Alternatives, of the
Draft EIR contains the impact evaluation details for
each alternative considered.
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AGE 3-28

Correct. Initial  engineering concepts and
evaluation related to the US-101 viaduct
improvements are not anticipated to pose a sight
distance issue for motorists on the freeway. As
discussed in the Link US Traffic Impact Assessment,
Appendix E of this EIR, in Section 8.4, horizontal
stopping sight distance would be improved along
US-101 as part of the project.

Correct.
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]AGE 3-29

AGE 3-29 The following text was added as the last row of
Table 3.2-1 of the Final EIR to address Vision Zero
Los Angeles 2015-2025:

Vision Zero is a City initiative to eliminate all
traffic deaths by 2025. The High Injury Network
identifies where strategic investments will have
the biggest impact in reducing deaths and
severe injuries. Alameda Street, and portions of
Cesar Chavez Avenue and Vignes Street north
of LAUS are part of the High Injury Network.
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Detirect impacts

Oinee eonstnicted, the prowect could enc 1 OO0 Al Ll ¥
providing am economic driver lior such die "

growith) could slio be benelcial by smcour ihod devsloprment pracples and
other initiatves that would advance reere eificent lind wie paterng and irceased mal state values
congisvent with regienal tranapomation and uiban planning goals foe the City of Loa Angeles and the negion
FEFR ¢, Therelom, ¢ dpi TSR L e e

[ —
o & loreg e
tetrod 200 Al regronal i quality | GHG retuction goal [reductisn i

eoTal PRI, § e EyISETYE anG el orented

i and privele vibschs o fer

}AGE 3-30

AGE 3-30 The following text was added to the Final EIR
Section 3.2.5:

Indirect Impacts

Once constructed, the project could encourage
planned residential and commercial infill
development by providing an economic driver
for such development. Indirect impacts on
surrounding land uses (induced growth) could
also be beneficial by encouraging sustainable
neighborhood development principles and
other initiatives that would advance more
efficient land use patterns and increased real
estate values consistent with regional
transportation and urban planning goals for the
City of Los Angeles and the region as a whole.
[nvestment in improved public transit systems
and transit oriented developments would also
contribute toward achieving state and regional
air_quality and GHG reduction goals, and
reduced VMT and private vehicle use for
commuting. Therefore, no impact would occur.
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]AGE 3-31

AGE 3-31

See response to Comment AGE 3-10.
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Mt ey e AGE 3-32  Per the provisions of Mitigation Measure LU-1
(discussed in Section 3.2, Land Use and Planning,
of the Draft EIR), Metro shall implement either
Class Il or IV bike lanes that consist of only

R e S pavement striping and bollards (no additional

! e T 3 right-of-way and no raised median will be required)
g along Commercial Street from Alameda Street to

A ot e Center Street. If additional funding is identified, a

= R S dedicated bicycle/pedestrian bridge over US-101

S . - F— — could be constructed in place of the new bicycle

i it lanes  described above. If a dedicated

ittt e e = bicycle/pedestrian bridge is funded and selected

T e for implementation, the design of this new

Rt e eveirscea L | oo N infrastructure, including potential  aesthetic

e e e treatment and design details, will be coordinated
M Tt with the City of Los Angeles.
(1] O
Page: 244
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Will thare be ate of specdic petterrs. and sssthet frsatmards akerg fhe beiop | pedd brcke B softer 87
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AGE 3-33

See response to Comment AGE 3-32.

FR

7-60

@ Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

o ey

et

i
A ¢ B bk v 1

e
o

i
e Ee s e

e
e e e

el
[y
-

e

e -t
Frrmtre m e e
. B g

[

A
. oot ey b5
s s o b s e

e ——

LT Sy e —

o g b

—

[ ———
e e e

[Far———

[oy—

Fop—

ahorld e Ao g under the “igrefiiande #er migeon” wWilsn

m“i
Page: 248
§ Piumisar: 1 Subgect: iighlight  Date 3F5/2010 2119 M
shiges 41tk e et T (R n e 8 o el cormenien Erad appies. Theoagion B Rgowineg Tatee i no mEGaton n prepesed Then in fecey Them

]AGE 3-34

AGE 3-34 In the Final EIR, text in the “Significance After
Mitigation” column of Table 3.2-2 for Threshold
3.6-A, 3.7-C, and 3.8-A, was revised as follows:

No Impact Lessthan-Significant

Text in the “Significance After Mitigation”
column of Table 3.2-2 for Threshold 3.11-C was
revised as follows:

Less than Significant No-tmpact
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P o gy i AGE 3-35  See response to Comment AGE 3-10.
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Fagure 1,83, Construction Detots and Street Closties

“ AGE 3-36  Cesar Chavez Avenue and Vignes Street are not

> '"_*.-,F) planned to be closed at the same time during the
i . s 4 > construction of bridge improvements. Therefore,
& s oY i either Cesar Chavez Avenue or Vignes Street would

r
A
i A

o W remain open for through-traffic at all times.

ar .
- B, Can knioesd Winery

e Park -

i 5

e ' The comment is correct in that closure of Cesar
. Chavez Avenue is required for bridge work. Figure
3.3-3 was revised to identify the affected portion of
Cesar Chavez Avenue under the railroad bridge as
"Road Closed."
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Page: 333
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AGE 3-37

AGE 3-38

AGE 3-37

AGE 3-38

Key views within each visual assessment unit were
selected based on the presence (or lack thereof) of
visual resources in the study area. Three key
viewpoints were selected to depict infrastructure
south of LAUS, and a thorough consideration of
potential visual changes to motorists on the
US-101 is included in Section 3.4.5 of the Draft EIR.
In the Final EIR, two additional visual simulations
are included in Section 10.0, Final EIR Project
Supporting  Documentation, that depict the
viewpoint of the travelling public on the US-101
(NB and SB key views).

See response to Comment AGE 3-12.
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Link Unios Station = Dwaft DIR Jamuary 2019
34 Agsthetics

Viewwr Croups
EESIDENTS

This viewer group indudes nedidents in the Wilkam Mesd Hormes residential development, the MoZaic
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AGE 3-39  See response to Comment AGE 3-38.
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Page: 515
Murmbar. | AustFar LR 148 SuBgadE Theky Mot Oafe 2282019 W26 00 AM ] AG E 3-40
Tha PLA chould provics & biths B of & Buflee fom the project foctpert o tha case. a 14 mds ouf & appropeists,

AGE 3-40

For the proposed project, since it is located in an
urban environment, the BSA is set to be equivalent
to the project limits (see Appendix I, Natural
Environmental Study (Minimal Impacts), of the
Draft EIR). A buffer is typically added in a natural
environment to assess potential indirect impacts
on biological resources that may be impacted by a
project. For the proposed project, the BSA
boundary was set based on the presence (or lack
thereof) of biological resources that could be
affected by proposed infrastructure and is
consistent with industry standards. Please note
that the Link US Natural Environment Study
(Minimal Impacts) (Appendix | of the Draft EIR)
includes the results of the IPaC, CNDDB and CNPS
database searches that were conducted for the
project (see Appendix A of the NES). The database
searches covered nine USGS quads surrounding
the project area, which is also beyond the
suggested 0.25-mile-radius. The potential for
special-status species known to occur within the
database search area was assessed based on their
habitat requirements and the vegetation
communities present in the BSA (Tables 3-1 and
3-2 of the NES).
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Link Union Station — Dwit EIR Jarvuary 2009

3.8 Hydrology and Water Quality
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AGE 3-41

Exhibits of the drainage sub-areas can be viewed in
Appendix C of the Link US Preliminary LID Report,
Appendix K of the EIR (PDF Pages 81 through 89
of 148).
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AGE 3-42 Table 3.12-6 of the Draft EIR is populated with

resource data obtained from the records of the
SCCIC, the repository that houses Los Angeles
County data on historical resources on behalf of
the California Historical Resources Information
System.  California  Historical ~ Resources
Information System works under the direction of
the California OHP and the State Historic
Resources Commission. For this reason, it is the
industry standard that the information center
provides historical resources data that help to
comprise the baseline conditions for cultural
resources. The SCCIC provided Metro a shapefile
of the location, where a segment of Zanja 6-1 was
physically encountered during construction along
Temple Street, between Alameda Street and Garey
Street. As listed in the Draft EIR Table 3.12.6, the
physical location where a segment of Zanja 6-1 has
been encountered is not within the ADI (it is
approximately 300 meters south and outside of the
area of direct impact associated with the project),
but is identified as being located within the
0.25-mile buffer area.

The information provided by the city as it pertains
to its NavigateLA records, along with other
“as-built  plan” maps, will be taken into
consideration during implementation of Mitigation
Measure HIST-5 (discussed in Section 3.12,
Cultural Resources, of the Draft EIR), which
requires a CRMMP. The CRMMP would include
development of a preconstruction site-specific
sensitivity model.
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Name: Billy Hoe

Agency: Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering
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Link Union Station Draft EIR
Cicy of Lios Amgeies, Bureau of Engineering, Ervironmenital Management Geowp Beview & Comenents
Reviewer: D8k Mo

Execulive Summary comments:

Festiucture Executive Summsmany Sectiom. so il is easier 1o kollow amd cleares for readers who huve no prion kneeadedge of A
the projeet:

Perhaps switch the order of ES2 jnd ES47

1. intro
L. Propect bocation and study area
1 propct puipods s feed [sdab sed e adng)
4, project ovendew | proposed project?

A, Mo build slternative (fais bo meet purpoue and reed)

. Buikd Alternathve [meoc ts ol punpose and need criteria)

©  Reduced Historic Impact Alternative inveets most punpode and need critedia)

i, May bo helphs to spell ook in shorl bulle pomis and n tabular boem, the bey differencoes
between the two build alternatives, and the respective ervirenmental pros and wons of each

Section  alis about the interim, full buld-out, and full bulld-out w/ H3R aption: none of this was mentioned in the
Earduboas Sumiemary. Please provede a bief explanalosn and clanfaatsmn.

~

“Project Objectives” section general comments:

The “Praject Objectives™ sectian is o Bude vague and could wse refimement. Simply put, this section should be called the
Progect purpose and nesd section. It should addréss the follvwing: “what ks being proposed, dnd why it is being dane

Fur example, i Uwe Lulnllf:ﬂll'pulmupeul.iuud u;.uulﬁ‘ Jore there emoeive delay ¥ Are theve safery hazards that
could he corrected with a mever and impeoved design?  Doess the ourrenit facility lack ADd compliant infrastructure?® Ane
slaton capacity sdditions buih n response o meet Hrorwing mass leansm demand, and o ulGmately meel sLate and
reginnal GHG reduction targeis? Or is the proposed project buailt to accommodate the anticipated CAHSR? The
docusment anpwers these questions in the wubsectiens Liter, but the key Bndings [ determinations need to be stated in
thee Executive Summary. J

Bialagical Sactian general caomments:

»  Buological Study Area should cover a 1 mile buller that extends beyorad the project lootprint; we know ths may A
charge the report ax it will capbue amy additional Mora and faung thal may be exislend in Uhe L River b the
eail.

AGE 4-1

AGE 4-2

AGE 4-3

AGE 4-4

o Owerall significance determination may nat change a3 this area is heavily developed and urbanized. Likeliheod of ] AGE 4.5

mmypacting rae f endangered speces shoukd be Birty low.

Cultural f Historic / Palecntological Resources general comments:

~

Histaric recards suggest that there is o patential presence of cultural [ archaeslogical resaurces at the sive; what
cornirection methods will be used? Wil there be any use of TEMs or microtunneling? I histose resources ane bo be
discgvered using these construction methods, they cannot be safely recovered and will be destroyed in the process.
This could potentially result in a dgnificant and unavoidabie impact, even after implementation of feasible mitigatian

measures. | helieve plle driving activities result in the same outeome as well,

March 1, A9
% Ll ra, PO0F 70 Do bouaed e Link i nasn station Dvaft EPR resiew nobed docs

AGE 4-6

AGE 4-1

AGE 4-2

AGE 4-3

AGE 4-4

AGE 4.5

AGE 4-6

The Final EIR has been modified to include
Section ES-3 (see response to Comment AGE
3-18).

The proposed outline of the highlighted text
provided in this comment, as it relates to the EIR’s
discussion of alternatives considered, does not
follow the structure of the environmental
evaluation for the proposed project. All alternatives
are considered in Section 5.0, Alternatives, of the
Draft EIR, and are not part of the proposed project.
A summary of the project alternatives considered
in bullet form is provided in Section ES.10 (now
ES.12) of the Final EIR.

The Final EIR has been modified to include an
excerpt of the interim, full build-out, and full
build-out with HSR conditions (see response to
Comment AGE 3-24).

The project objectives were prepared pursuant to
CEQA Guidelines 15124(b). The primary reasons
for the project are outlined in Section 1.1 of the
Final EIR. A summary of the existing conditions
that provide the basis for the project was also
added to the Final EIR Executive Summary (see
response to Comment AGE 3-18).

See response to Comment AGE 3-40.
Comment noted.

See response to Comment AGE 3-11.
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Agency 5 Comment

Name: Jose Huizar

Agency: City of Los Angeles
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March 4, 2019

Vincent Chio, Link LS Deputy Project Manager
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-17-2
Los Angeles, CA 900]2

RE: Limk US — Dyalt EIR
Drhoar M Chi:

1 am witling regarding the Draft EIR for the Link US propect. Link LIS 18 an exirensely mnportasl pll.l‘]l‘.t'\
for the region that will remenve a Boitleneck i the Southerm Califommia regional mil netwark and upgrade
Umiom Statson to serve the needs of the gresier Los Angeles bagin. While the propect dost mesl many of
s propascd objectives, the LinkUS propect fails to properly “avoid and minimize impacis on sensitive
enviroumental resources to the maximum extent feasible™ ax stated im the Project Objoctives. Specifically,
the project docs not adequately mitkgate the land use, acsthetic, and wraffic impacts caused by the praject
as 1 baid out below ~
Land Use & Flanning h
The prosct by ois own admission will conflict with the City of Loa Angeles Mobility Plam 2035 Policy
2,12 {Walkway and Bikewsy Connections). This policy stages that projects should “design for pedestrian
and hicycle mavel when ochabilitating or mnslalling a new bodge, mmocl or exclusive st
right-ol-way™. LinkUS fails 1o provide safe bicycle and pedestrian access to Unice Station, paticularly
fram Metro's fisture LA River Bike Path and the anca soisth of the US-101 Freeway.

~

Aesthetics b
The run-through track section (Segmenl 3) will construct up 1o 10 railsesd tracks over the US-101
Freeway immedistely south of Union Sttion. This will have a significent visual impact and has pot been
properly mitigated. In the Key Views that Metro ases b0 assess the visual impacts off e progoct (3.4-11),
there are no Key Views ihar assess Sepment 3 fram Boyle Heighis snd other poimis cast. Westbound
traffic on the 110 as well o lse residents of Boyle Heights will sce their views of City Hall and
Dowmlown severely ohstructed by the new run-theough iracks J
Transportation & Trallic 3N
Through §is own asalysis, Metro has concluded ihat there will be substantisl traffic impacts ot local
intoreections, particularty 2t Commercial Street and Garey Street and at Commencial Street and Center
Sareet (99,9 sccond delay In the PM peak howrs). Pam of this delay is dus to Meros design, which
proposes e close Vigees Stroot af Commercial Strect in order o build picrs for the Sogmeont 3 viadocl.
Moseover, failure 1o address the impacts of sdditional eraffic along Alameds Sirect will force pedesiriass,

bicyelists, and vehicles o a comprsted comidor ax they cross ihe [IS-101 Preoway

~

AGE 5-1

AGE 5-2

AGE 5-3

AGE 5-4

AGE 5-1

AGE 5-2

Metro acknowledges and appreciates the Council
District 14 comments on the Link US Draft EIR.
The Link US project has properly addressed
minimization  of  impacts on  sensitive
environmental resources with modifications to the
Draft EIR project and proposed mitigation
measures to minimize those impacts, especially
where significant impacts have been identified
related to land use, aesthetics, and traffic.

Please refer to response to Comments AGE 5-2
through AGE 5-6, as these address environmental
topics. It should be noted that impacts related to
land use, aesthetics, and traffic would be less than
significant with implementation of mitigation
measures.

The Link US project is a regional rail project that
will relieve congestion in our freeway network in
Southern California. The Link US project includes
an active transportation component as a part of
Mitigation Measure LU-1, which includes a new
Class Il bicycle facility on Commercial Street
between Alameda and Center Streets. This
improves the active transportation network in the
Union Station area by completing an east-west
connection in the network. The proposed active
transportation elements would complement new
active transportation corridors on Alameda Street,
from Cesar Chavez Avenue to First Street (to be
constructed by Metro’s Alameda Esplanade and
First/Central Station Improvement Projects), and
on Ramirez/Center Street, from Vignes Street to
First Street (to be constructed by Metro's
First/Central Station Improvement Projects). In
addition, the active transportation elements on
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Commercial Street at the Center Street intersection
facilitates a future potential connection to the
proposed LA River Path Project at Center Street
(should the proposed LA River Path Project include
a Center Street connection). The proposed active
transportation  elements  would  enhance
neighborhood  connectivity with the active
transportation network being constructed on
Center Street/Ramirez Street up to Vignes Street
and to the LAUS East Portal being constructed by
Metro's  First/Central ~ Station Improvement
Project.

In lieu of the at-grade improvements, if additional
funding is identified, a dedicated
bicycle/pedestrian bridge over US-101, connecting
Patsaouras Bus Plaza to Center Street, is also
included as a part of Mitigation Measure LU-1 in
the Final EIR. Staff has been coordinating closely
with the LA River Path Project team, in addition to
the Alameda Esplanade Project and Alameda/US-
101/El Monte Busway Project Study Report teams
to ensure consistency across various planning
efforts.  Coupled with other Metro active
transportation plans and projects in the Union
Station area, the Link US project improvements will
complete the active transportation network that is
integrated with the LA River Path Project.

To further enhance neighborhood connectivity
consistent with the Los Angeles River Revitalization
Master Plan, RIO Overlay District guidelines, LAUS
Sustainable Neighborhood Assessment, City of Los
Angeles Mobility Plan, Connect US, and Metro’s
LA River Path Project, Mitigation Measure LU-1
also includes provisions to upgrade the new Class
Il bicycle facility to a Class IV bicycle facility on
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AGE 5-3

Commercial Street between Alameda and Center
Streets. This would be possible provided that the
City of Los Angeles will approve a minimum lane
width of 10 feet, removal of street parking on
Commercial Street to accommodate a Class IV
bicycle facility on pavement striping, and bollards
with no raised median to avoid additional ROW
acquisition. The Class IV bicycle facility would also
require Caltrans approval where Commercial Street
intersects the existing on- and off-ramps. Due to
the funding constraints on the Link US project, the
Class IV bicycle upgrade is only feasible if City of
Los Angeles is agreeable to work with Metro to
ensure that the cost increase due to the upgrade
from Class Il is kept at a minimal.

If additional funding is identified, a dedicated
bicycle/pedestrian bridge over US-101 could be
constructed in place of new bicycle facilities along
Commercial Street. The Link US project provides
safe bicycle and pedestrian access to Union
Station. The proposed active transportation
infrastructure and connection points with other
active transportation projects in and around LAUS
is shown as Attachment A at the end of the
responses to AGE 5.

The new US-101 run-through track bridge structure
will be designed with improved visual quality.
Metro will continue to identify additional funding
and/or savings in coordination with the City of Los
Angeles to construct and/or apply aesthetic
treatments to the US-101 viaduct structure.

Impacts disclosed in Section 3.4, Aesthetics, of the
Draft EIR are based on the presence of protected
scenic vistas, scenic resources, including scenic
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highways, and the existing visual character and
quality in the project study area. From views east of
the Los Angeles River, some changes to the visual
character in the study area may occur, although any
visual change associated with  proposed
run-through track infrastructure is anticipated to be
nominal, because the proposed run-through track
infrastructure would extend across US-101 and
would resemble similar ~ transportation
infrastructure (i.e., Gold Line, US-101, Silver Line)
currently present and operating in the study area.

The thresholds for determining significance of
potential aesthetic impacts are explained on Page
3.4-30 in Section 3.4, Aesthetics, of the Draft EIR.
Metro  does acknowledge the  proposed
run-through track infrastructure would introduce
new visual changes to the study area; however, no
protected views or scenic resources are present in
the study area, and the visual quality for Segment 3
(Visual Assessment Unit 5 in the Draft EIR) was
determined to be low due to the presence of the
US-101 and local roadways with overhead power
lines, railroad infrastructure, commercial /industrial
buildings, parking areas, and vacant lots. Due to
the overall lack of visual resources present in the
study area, impacts relative to aesthetics were
determined to be less than significant.
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AGE 5-4

Two  additional  viewpoint locations  were
considered in the Final EIR (Key View #5d and Key
View #5e) based on comments received on the
Draft EIR. In the Final EIR, two new visual
simulations are included that depict the viewpoint
of the travelling public on the US-101 (NB and SB
key views). Any obstruction of views to City Hall
and downtown Los Angeles, although minimal,
would not be considered a significant impact
requiring mitigation, as no protected views or
scenic resources would be affected. As depicted in
the simulation provided in Section 10.0, Final EIR
Project Supporting Documentation, of the Final
EIR, views of City Hall and downtown Los Angeles
would be partially obstructed for drivers on the
US-101 depending on lane location and height of
vehicle. Views of City Hall and downtown Los
Angeles from the Boyle Heights community,
located at a higher elevation than the US-101 and
further east of this viewpoint, are anticipated to be
less obstructed than for drivers on the US-101 from
the two viewpoints considered. The proposed
design of run-through track infrastructure will be
reviewed by both Caltrans and the City of Los
Angeles. All applicable codes and ordinances
would be met or exceptions would be sought
during the final design process.

See response to Comment AGE 5-5f.

The Alameda Street corridor was analyzed for
trafficimpacts in Link US Traffic Impact Assessment
(Appendix E of the EIR) and Section 3.3,
Transportation and Traffic, of the Draft EIR (see
Figure 3.3-1 and analysis in Section 3.3-5). Based
on the LADOT's significant impact criteria, there
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would be no project-related significant impacts to
the Alameda Street corridor (see Page 3.3-38 and
3.3-39 of the Draft EIR).

Based on ongoing coordination with the project
stakeholders and in an effort to reduce project
impacts, Metro proposes to remove the loop track
component from the proposed project in the Final
EIR. With the removal of the loop track, the
modified run-through track alignment shifts north
of Commercial Street, and therefore, the
realignment of Commercial Street is no longer
required and the intersection of Vignes Street and
Commercial Street would remain open to vehicular
traffic. Furthermore, the Final EIR project would
avoid the previously-identified operational traffic
impact at the intersection of Garey Street and
Commercial Street. Hence, this significant and
unavoidable impact was removed in the Final EIR.
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| EH FAR
| [ : gru Dpst
) 1 Mt
Through implementation of ibe following mitigation measanes, Metro could substaniially reduce the |:"'d]
ase, aesibetic, and radlic inspacts caused by the project

* Comstred @ dedicated bicycle and pedestrian bridge from the future LA River Bike Path il‘i‘-B]
Usion Station 1o allow riders and pedesirians to access the Metro and Regional Rail neteorks

® Copstnstt & Class | bike path or Class 4 protected eycle racks on Commercial Street wwwn]
Alameda Stroct and Comler Sirodt

# Install ;m‘k.umn. lightimg, wider sidewalks, and streel trees on Conmarcial, Vignes, Center, and
(rarey Streets on porisons nonb of Deoommun Smect

# Emure Segmoent 3's emhankment has wertical retaining walls in order fo maximize the remaining
land for the comstruction of housing or other communily-supporied wscs

® Performs a Strocture Type Selection Report, ss requited by Caltrans, and wtilize o different
wiraciare type for ibe Scgment 3 viaduct ibad wall hawe a thmner dock in onder %o presaive vitws
of Downtown and City Hall from Bayle Helghts, while at the samne tinse mainiaising sccess at the
Cenner Suneet and Vignes Street intersection

®  Create a Desipn Advisosy Commaiites made up of bocal stakehalders and design professionals 1o ]
imlorm the Segment 3 viaduc: design

® Croate a Public An Advisory Comminies made up of local stskeholders and artists that will ]
enanre there is a robust poblic ant compomsent for the Segment F section

#  Widem Alanseda Street between the B Monse Busway snd Commercial Swmeet and reconfigure the ")
El Monse Busway entrance to provide two dedicated right tom lanes and two dedscated throwgh
lames from noethbound Alameda Streel to the El Monie Butway while alie cosmecting the
nerthern and southern portioss of the Alameda Esplanade by constrocting o Class | bicycle path
betwieen the two segments ~

1 aim pleased 06 soc that Metno is moving forwsnd with the LiskUS peoject as it will dramstically rmprove R
connectivity im the region. Howewver, | am concerned that Metro has nodt fislly evalisated snd mitigated the
tmnpacts af the project on the adjacent communities, particulardy Listle Tokyo and the Arts Distract. | urge
yoai 10 implement the mitigation messures. listed above in anrder to ensure thal the 'prl.gr:l: enaxtmizcs the
bencfits to the public and the Sowthern Califernla region. Should you bave further questions, please do nat
hesitmte to comtect Edna Degollade from my office at il il ¥,

4

Sincercly,

/m’%r.\
o

Jose Hurar
Councilmembsr, 14tk Distrct

AGE 5-5

AGE 5-5a
AGE 5-5b
AGE 5-5¢

AGE 5-5d

AGE 5-5e

AGE 5-5f

AGE 5-5¢

AGE 5-5h

AGE 5-6

AGE 5-5

AGE 5-5a

AGE 5-5b

AGE 5-5¢

AGE 5-5d

AGE 5-5e

AGE 5-5f

See response to Comment AGE 5-5a through AGE
5-5h.

See response to Comment AGE 5-2 and AGE 5-5c.
See response to Comment AGE 5-2.

With the project modifications described in the
Final EIR, both Vignes Street and Garey Street will
not be affected by the Final EIR project. For the
portion of Commercial Street between Alameda
Street and Center Street, pedestrian lighting, wider
sidewalks, and street trees would not be precluded
by the proposed infrastructure located north of
Commercial Street.

To avoid impacts to Commercial Street in the
interim condition, the embankment would be
supported with vertical retaining walls.

As part of the Caltrans Encroachment Permit
process, a Project Report and Advance Planning
Study are under preparation. A Structure Type
Selection Report would be prepared subsequent to
the preparation of the Advance Planning Study.
The engineering and safety elements of the
structures in addition to other civil, property,
access, and aesthetic features of the structure(s)
will be further addressed and analyzed in the
preliminary engineering and final design.

Pursuant to a motion on behalf of the Metro Board
of Directors on March 23, 2017, Metro’s Union
Station/Civic Center Taskforce will establish a
volunteer-based, architectural review panel to offer
suggestions and recommendations aimed at
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AGE 5-5¢

AGE 5-5h

ensuring design consistency in and around Union
Station that amalgamates the historic and modern
elements of the surrounding area while promoting
innovative ideas. It is anticipated that local
stakeholders, including the City of Los Angeles,
and other design professionals associated with the
neighborhoods surrounding Union Station would
participate in the taskforce. The US-101 viaduct
would meet the vertical clearance requirements of
the El Monte Busway and US-101 (16.5 feet
minimum clearance) and the loading requirements
per Metrolink, Amtrak, and CHSRA standards. In
coordination with the City of Los Angeles and
Caltrans, Metro will construct and/or apply
aesthetic treatments to the US-101 viaduct
structure to establish its presence as a signature
infrastructure improvement. Metro will continue to
coordinate with the City of Los Angeles to identify
additional funding to further enhance the aesthetic
treatments of the US-101 run through track bridge
structure.

Metro will convene an Artist Selection Panel. The
panel will be comprised of visual art professionals
from the community to ensure that all artworks will
be created specifically for their transit site.

As noted in response to Comment AGE 5-4,
Alameda Street between US-101 and Cesar Chavez
Avenue does not have any project-related
significant impacts, as per the significant impact
criteria stated in the LADOT's Traffic Impact Study
guidelines. Therefore, no mitigation measures are
required of the project on Alameda Street.
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AGE5-6  Metro appreciates the Council District 14 office
providing comments on the Link US Draft EIR.
Applicable updates to the mitigation measures
were made where feasible and reasonable, based
on the extent of project-related impacts.

I-JQ @ Metro
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Agency 6 Comment

Name: Ronald Kosinksi

Agency: California Department of Transportation
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION P
METRICT 7

108 8. MAR STREET, SLITE 100
LS ANGELES, CA. 00012 [PRry S—
PROIKE (213} ROT.00E

FAX (213} B97-0300
T 711
L

March &, 2019

Jeanat Cwans

Sanlor Exscuthe Officar

Program kManagementiHegicnal Rad
Katna

One Gatewsy Plaza
Lows Anvgetes, CA BI012

Dear Ms. Owens,

Thank yeu for the invditaton o commant an ihe Draft Emdronmantal impact Report (EIR) far L ink )
WUriion Station (US] proposed by the Los Angeles County Melropolitan Transportation Autherity
(Metra). As a Responsible Agendcy, the Calformia Depanment of Trarsporation (Caltrans) has
revid'sed the Draft EIR in an effon o advanos tha anvironmanial revisw process for this project
The main cmponant of this projecd propises 1o conatnee! an owshead il bridge stnechune
axtanding from Los Angales Linisn Statian (LAUS), stending ever US-101 and tarminating cnto
Commercial Streel wilhin the City of Los Angeles, The Link US projsc) abo proposes
modficatons (o It pAsseNger GONCOUrss within LALS and M laad wracks approaching the
radyard. The Draft EIR |3 prepaned in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act

(CEQA) and Callrans Spprockabos thi oppartunily b provice thi Tolliring com mdnls 2
E5. Exvcutive Summary )
Unger ES. 12 Argas of Conbrovorsy, pakeenioiogical resourons o axist within e projoct ara

and shoukd be mentioned within this section. J
1.0 Introduction N

In1.1.2 Limited Passenger Concourse Capacity, the slalemenL, “waler draing down slaireays and
rimmpes bo plationn” seems incomecd, Il Soeoms morg aorrecd 1o stabe. “walor drains down stairways
and ramps from platform” o “water draing down slaineays and ramps 10 PASEANDE CONCOLISH."
Ploasy consider revising (his senlenoe for clarilying purposes. J

2.0 Project Description h
N is vncloar whalher the modifications proposed in the projects Bsled in 2.1.3 were laken inlo
congideration when analyzing the implemantation of the Link US project. Provide clafication,

Wilhin Siection 2.8 4 Strectural Imgrovements, a rendering of the strecture over US-101 s ot )
shown, although renderings are shown for other groposed structures. Callrans recommends that
o visual be provided within the environmental document o belier Blusiate the proposed work
since this struchune is a major componant of Link US and will impact various agonces and he
genaral public. -

Firit £ 0480, Be KBrS0E. FERFAET 80 $FLST FIPRISUR O STHET
0 s e ng ) ey aed Sealeifp

AGE 6-1

AGE 6-2

AGE 6-3

AGE 6-4

AGE 6-5

AGE 6-1

AGE 6-2

AGE 6-3

AGE 6-4

Metro appreciates Caltrans’ review of the Draft EIR
in accordance with provisions of CEQA Guideline
15096(d).

Metro  recognizes that Quaternary older
(Pleistocene) deposits and the Puente Formation
underlie portions of the project site, and that these
formations have high paleontological potential for
occurrence in proximity to the RSA. However,
paleontological resources are not identified as a
potential area of controversy based on prior
comments received by agencies and the public
during the course of project
development/preparation of the Draft EIR. The EIR
does identify the potential for paleontological
resources to be encountered during construction
and mitigation measures are proposed to address
their potential presence (see Draft EIR Section
3.12, Cultural Resources).

For clarification, the text in Section 1.0,
Introduction, on Final EIR Page 1-2 has been
modified as follows:

The current configuration of the pedestrian
passageway causes ponding during rain events
(rainwater runoff currently drains down
stairways and also down the ramps that provide
passenger access up to the rail platforms)

Draft EIR Section 2.1.3 describes how the
previously approved project, as well as changed
circumstances, have culminated in the current
design for the Link US project. All the modifications
listed in Section 2.1.3 were taken into
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consideration in developing the current conceptual
design.

The Draft EIR includes two visual simulations of
the US-101 viaduct from LAUS looking south
(Section 3.4, Aesthetics, Figure 3.4-35) and from
Commercial Street looking north (Section 3.4,
Aesthetics, Figure 3.4-37). Given the existing
urbanized site context, these visual simulations
were adequate to perform the environmental
impact evaluation in the Draft EIR.

Key views for the travelling public along US-101
were not depicted in the Draft EIR due to the
urbanized environment and heavy presence of
existing transportation infrastructure in this
portion of the study area. Multiple visual
simulations included in the Draft EIR depict the
US-101 viaduct within Caltrans ROW, including
Figures 3.4-35, 3.4-37 (revised in the Final EIR),
and 3.4-39 in Section 3.4, Aesthetics, of the EIR. In
the Final EIR, two additional visual simulations are
included in Section 10.0, Final EIR Project
Supporting Documentation, that depict the
viewpoint of the travelling public on the US-101
(NB and SB key views).

The key views within Visual Assessment Unit #5
were evaluated to determine if significant aesthetic
impacts would occur as a result of visual changes
to motorists on the US-101. As noted in Section
3.4, Aesthetics, of the Draft EIR, on Page 3.4-59,
and within Section 10.0, Final EIR Project
Supporting Documentation, of the Final EIR, this
segment of US-101 is not a protected scenic
highway and travelers along US-101 may be subject
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to a visual change with introduction of new
run-through track infrastructure.
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AGE 6-6

AGE 6-7

AGE 6-8

AGE 6-9

AGE 6-10

AGE 6-11

AGE 6-12

AGE 6-13

AGE 6-14

AGE 6-15

| ) ) NE— —

AGE 6-6

AGE 6-7

AGE 6-8

AGE 6-9

Table 3.1-1 was revised to include complete
sentences within the second column of the table.
For the portion of the table on Page 3.1-7 that was
commented on, text was revised as follows:

Section 3.10: Hazards and Hazardous
Materials

Threshold 3.10-H: This threshold is Fhreshold
identified as requiring no further analysis. The
project is located in an urban area and wildfire
risk is low. The project study area is not located
within a State Responsibility very high fire
hazard severity zone (CAL Fire 2007).

The Link US Traffic Impact Assessment, provided as
Appendix E to the Draft EIR, provides separate
tables depicting the LOS for each of the scenarios
analyzed: 1) the no project; 2) the 2031 plus
project; and 3) the 2040 plus project conditions. At
the request of the commenter, a new table that
shows LOS comparison between Existing and Plus
Project Conditions was added to Section 10.0,
Final EIR Project Supporting Documentation, of
the Final EIR.

In response to this comment, Metro provided a
copy of the MOU to Caltrans on April 10, 2019.

Portions of streets will be vacated as part of the
project, as indicated in the EIR. A street vacation is
a type of easement in which a government
transfers the ROW of a public street, highway, or
alley to a private property owner. The use of the
term “street vacations” is also common amongst
governmental agencies and has the same meaning
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AGE 6-10

AGE 6-11

AGE 6-12

AGE 6-13

AGE 6-14

as “vacate” in the context of the EIR text referenced
in this comment.

Metro will coordinate closely with Caltrans
throughout the development of the Construction
TMP and the potential temporary closures of any
Caltrans facilities.

See response to Comment AGE 6-5.

The analysis of visual changes from the Draft EIR
project, as experienced by drivers along the
US-101, is provided in Section 3.4, Aesthetics, of
the Draft EIR, on Page 3.4-45 and is based on the
description of run-through tracks for the Draft EIR
project as provided in Section 2.0, Project
Description. An analysis of visual changes from the
Final EIR project as experienced by drivers along
the US-101 is provided in Section 10.0, Final EIR
Project Supporting Documentation, of the Final
EIR.

Text in the first sentence of Section 3.7, Biological
Resources, of the Final EIR, was corrected as
follows:

This section provides an evaluation of the
proposed project in relation to existing
biological resources within the biological study
area (BSA).

SCC is not used. SSC is defined in Section 3.7.4
under Wildlife Species.
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AGE 6-15  All construction work would take place above the
surface of the North Main Street Bridge and would
not involve the discharge of dredged or fill material
into the Los Angeles River. Therefore, no permit
would be required under Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act. However, Metro will coordinate with the
USACE to verify that no other permits or agency
approvals would be required.
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AGE 6-16

AGE 6-17

AGE 6-18

AGE 6-19

AGE 6-20

AGE 6-21

AGE 6-22

AGE 6-16

AGE 6-17

AGE 6-18

Contaminants listed in the Phase | are
incorporated into Table 3.8-2 in Section 3.8,
Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR.

It is important to note that the 180-day expiration
for Phase | ESA reports specified in the ASTM
E1527-13 protocol is specific to Superfund liability.
Since the issues in the project study area and
vicinity do not include CERCLA (which established
Superfund) sites, the expiration is not applicable.
This Phase | ESA was prepared to assist with
design decision-making, and as such, was never
intended to provide CERCLA liability protections.

Metro will update the parcel-specific Phase |
documents within 180 days of property acquisition,
as part of the real estate due diligence process.
These parcel-specific efforts will include site
reconnaissance on each parcel, including
reconnaissance of buildings and building interiors.
Any parcel-specific Phase | documents performed
in the future would benefit from the project-wide
Phase | ESA, as well as the follow-up Phase Il work
required per Mitigation Measure HAZ-2.

Mitigation Measure HAZ-5 was revised as follows:

HAZ 5: LUC Sites and Coordination with the
DTSC: Prior to construction on properties with
a LUC, Metro shall coordinate with the DTSC
regarding any plans specified in HAZ 4,
construction activities, and/or public outreach
activities needed to verify that construction
activities on properties with LUCs would be
managed in a manner protective of public
health and the environment.
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AGE 6-19 The following measures were added to Table
3.10-1, in Section 3.10, Hazards and Hazardous
Materials, in the Final EIR, under the federal and
state headers, where appropriate.

Clean Water Act - The Clean Water Act sets
regulations intended to be protective of the
water quality in the nation’s waterways. The
SWRCB implements and enforces the federal
Clean Water Act, as well as additional State
regulations. Plans developed for this project,
such as Best Management Practices and
Contaminated Materials Management Plans,
will provide procedures that comply with the
Clean Water Act and SWRCB regulations for
protecting water quality.

Cal/OSHA (CCR Title 8) - Cal/OSHA sets and
enforces regulations related to safety in the
workplace. Plans that will be developed during
the course of this project, Health and Safety
Plans in particular, will comply with Cal/OSHA

regulations.

CCR Title 22 and Title 27 - Title 22 of the
California Code of Regulations sets regulations
related to the identification and proper
handling and disposal of hazardous wastes.
Title 27 of the CCR sets regulations related to
solid waste disposal. The handling of waste that
will occur during the course of this project will
comply with the regulations set forth in Titles
22 and 27, as they relate to the storage,
handling, identification, transportation, and
disposal of both non-hazardous and hazardous
wastes.
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AGE 6-20 A Phase | ESA was conducted for the project, and

Clean Air Act - The Clean Air Act sets
regulations intended to reduce air pollution and
protect air quality. CARB implements and
enforces the federal Clean Air Act, as well as
additional state regulations. The SCAQMD
manages air quality regulations in all of Orange
County and parts of Los Angles, San
Bernardino, and Riverside Counties. Plans
developed for this project, particularly AQMPs,
will comply with the Clean Air Act, as well as
state and local regulations.

the findings are incorporated in the Draft EIR,
Section 3.10. See also Draft EIR Appendix M. The
Phase | ESA investigative process included the
ASTM  mandated elements, including site
reconnaissance, review of regulatory records
(including review of existing Phase | and Phase |l
reports for the project footprint), historical data
research (such as aerial photographs, Sanborn
maps, and City Directories), and limited interviews
with regulatory agency project managers.

Metro has made every attempt to avoid potentially
contaminated sites in the design based on where
contaminated areas are known to occur within the
project footprint. Given the nature of the project
study area, Section 3.10 of the Draft EIR (Hazards
and Hazardous Materials) has reported that:

e The proposed project could result in the
accidental release of hazardous materials and
wastes during routine transport.
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e The proposed project may encounter
contaminated soil or groundwater during
excavation.

e The proposed project has the potential to
create a hazard to the public or the
environment through accidental release of
hazardous materials into the environment.
The project study area contains 35 RECs
(known issues of concern) and 7 properties
with land use restrictions (due to the
documented presence of hazardous waste
impacts).

As discussed in Table 2-2 of the Final EIR, the Final
EIR project would result in similar impacts,
although the magnitude of impacts is reduced.
Mitigation Measures HAZ-1 through HAZ-8
(described in Section 3.10.6 of the Final EIR) are
proposed to mitigate the above mentioned
potential impacts to a level less than significant.
These mitigation measures provide contractors
with guidance on the safe methods to excavate,
transport, and dispose of contaminated soil, in
conformance with all federal, state, and local
regulations for the handling of hazardous wastes.
Mitigation Measure HAZ-3 was modified as part of
the Final EIR to include a requirement that any soil
imported to the site for backfill be certified clean
prior to use.

With regards to the location and history of the
former Aliso Street Manufactured Gas Plant, this
site is well documented and included in this
project’'s Phase | ESA. The soil contamination
associated with this site, as well as naturally
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occurring crude oil seeps, were included as REC,
with a high risk of presenting a hazardous waste
impact to the project. The risks to the project
presented by sites documented in the Phase | ESA
will be evaluated through a Phase Il ESA sampling
and analysis program (Mitigation Measure HAZ-
2). The Phase Il investigation results will direct the
development of procedures for the protection of
public health, worker health and safety, and the
proper handling and disposal of impacted soil.
Furthermore, the Draft EIR documents sites with
known contamination that will require coordination
with  the DTSC for characterization and
redevelopment (Mitigation Measure HAZ-5).
Metro will prepare and implement Hazardous
Materials ~ Management  Plans and  Sail
Management Plans based on the Phase Il ESA
investigation results and coordination with the
DTSC (Mitigation Measures HAZ-1, HAZ-3, and
HAZ-4).

As presented in Section 3.10.7 of the Final EIR,
upon implementation of Mitigation Measures
HAZ-1 through HAZ-8, impacts related to hazards
and hazardous materials would be reduced to a
level less than significant.

The likely presence of hazardous materials, such as
lead based paint and asbestos containing
construction materials, is well documented and
expected. In accordance with Mitigation Measure
HAZ-8 in the Draft EIR, surveys for lead and
asbestos containing materials will be conducted on
man-made structures prior to demolition. These
materials will be handled in conformance with all
federal, state, and local regulations. As presented
in Section 3.10.7 of the Final EIR, upon

FR

7-99

(M)

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

AGE 6-21

AGE 6-22

implementation of Mitigation Measures HAZ-1,
impacts would be reduced to a level less than
significant.

Mitigation for project-related impacts is provided
in Section 3.10.-6 of the EIR.

This comment notes that Caltrans, a CEQA
Responsible Agency, will need to issue an
encroachment permit for the project and that a
portion of Archaeological Site P-19-001575
(CA-LAN-1575/H) extends into the state-owned
ROW. Metro recognizes that Caltrans, as the state
agency with jurisdiction over the resource, will
need to adhere to PRC 5024 and will need to
submit the documentation to the SHPO.

Metro, as the CEQA lead agency, has identified this
resource as potentially eligible, identified the
potential for significant impacts, and identified
Mitigation Measure HIST-6 (discussed in Section
3.12, Cultural Resources) in the Draft EIR to reduce
impacts on this resource to a level less than
significant.

Metro and the FRA have consulted with the SHPO
regarding the identification and evaluation of
Archaeological Site P-19-001575
(CA-LAN-1575/H). In order to facilitate SHPO
review under PRC 5024(f) and 5024.5, when
Caltrans is ready to consult with the SHPO
regarding the significance determinations of the
newly  encountered features  within  the
Caltrans-owned ROW and the impacts of the Link
US project on the portion of the site that is
considered a state-owned resource, Metro will
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support Caltrans with the documentation needed
for this consultation that includes:

e A copy of the FRA determination of the
Archaeological Site P-19-001575
(CA-LAN-1575/H) for eligibility for NRHP and
the letter of concurrence received from the
SHPO on this determination

e Copies of the Link US Draft EIR and
supporting documentation that describe the
proposed action for the SHPO to understand
the proposed work and how it might affect
Archaeological Site P-19-001575
(CA-LAN-1575/H).  Additionally, ~this
documentation includes a description for the
Native American consultation conducted by
Metro to date, as it pertains to this historical
resource/tribal cultural resource. Finally, this
documentation will include the mitigation
measures developed for this resource that
include HIST-05 and HIST-06, TRC-1, and
HR-01 that mitigate the impacts to a level less
than significant.

Metro recognizes per PRC 5024.5(d) that, prior to
issuing the encroachment permit for the project
that Caltrans, the state agency with jurisdiction
over the resource, will need to consult with SHPO
to ensure that “prudent and feasible measures that
will eliminate or mitigate the adverse effects” are
provided.
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AGE 6-23

AGE 6-24

AGE 6-25

AGE 6-26

AGE 6-27

AGE 6-28

AGE 6-29

AGE 6-30

AGE 6-23

AGE 6-24

Comment noted.

The acronym for CRMMP, as defined in the Table
of Content, Acronyms and Abbreviation section in
the Draft EIR on Page xviii, was revised as follows:

CRMMP Cultural Resource Mitigation and
Moenitering Management Plan

The acronym, as defined in the Executive Summary
of the Draft EIR notes for Table ES-1, on Page ES-
Ixxxiii, was revised as follows:

Notes: AB=Assembly Bill; BMP=best
management  practice;  Caltrans=California
Department of Transportation;

CARB=California  Air  Resources  Board;
CBC=California Building Code; CCR=California
Code of Regulations; CDFW=California
Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife;
CEQA=California Environmental Quality Act;
CFR=Code of Federal Regulations;

CGP=construction general permit;
CHC=Cultural Heritage Commission;
CHSRA=California High-Speed Rail Authority;
ClH=Certified Industrial Hygienist;
CRMMP=Cultural Resource Mitigation and
Menitoring Management Plan;
DTSC=Department of Toxic Substance Control;
EIR=environmental impact report;
ESA=environmental site assessment;

HABS=Historic American Buildings Survey;
HACLA=Housing Authority of the City of Los
Angeles; HMMP=Hazardous materials
management plan; LABOE=Los Angeles
Bureau of Engineering; LADOT=City of Los
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Angeles  Department of Transportation;
LAHCM=Los Angeles Historic-Cultural
Monument; LAUS=Los Angeles Union Station;
LOSSAN=Los Angeles-San Diego-San Luis
Obispo; LUC=Land Use Covenant;
MBTA=Migratory Bird Treaty Act;
MQOU=memorandum of  understanding;
NAHC=Native American Heritage
Commission; NOx=nitrogen oxides;
NPDES=National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System; OHR=Office of Historic
Resources; OSHA=Occupational Safety and
Health  Administration;  PAH=polynuclear
aromatic hydrocarbon; PMP=Paleontological
Mitigation Plan; PRC=Public Resources Code;
ROW-=right-of-way; RWQCB=Regional Water
Quality Control Board; SCAQMD=South Coast
Air Quality Management District;
SCORE=Southern California Optimized Rail
Expansion; SCRRA=Southern California
Regional Rail Authority; SWPPP=stormwater
pollution  prevention  plan;  TMP=traffic
management plan; TPH=total petroleum
hydrocarbons; UBC=Uniform Building Code;
USFWS=United States Fish and Wildlife
Service; WB=westbound:; WEAP=worker
environmental awareness program

The text of Mitigation Measure HIST-5 in the
Executive Summary of the Final EIR (Table ES-1)
and in Section 3.12, Cultural Recourses was revised
as follows to correct for erroneous addition of a
third “M”:

Archaeological Monitoring: The CRMMMHP

CRMMP shall identify monitoring locations and
protocols based on the final design and
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potential impacts. Metro  shall  retain
archaeological monitors who will be supervised
by a qualified archaeologist who meets the
Secretary of  Interior's Professional
Qualification Standards in Archaeology and
experienced in analysis and evaluation of the
types of material anticipated to be encountered.
All archaeological monitors shall be trained in
the types of materials they may encounter. The
CRMMP shall rely on an Occupational Safety
and Health Administration-qualified
determinations in regards to the safety of
monitoring locations and the potential for
contaminated soils or other hazards.

Text in the “Proposed Mitigation Measures”
column of Table 3.2-2 for Threshold 3.12-B and E
was also revised as follows:

HIST-4: Archaeological Site CA-LAN-1575/H —
Preparation of a Cultural Resource Mitigation

and Menitering-Management Plan

HIST-4: Archaeological Site CA-LAN-1575/H —
Preparation of a Cultural Resource Mitigation

and Menitering-Management Plan

AGE 6-25 The text of Mitigation Measure HIST-5 was revised
in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, of the Final EIR
and the “Proposed Mitigation Measures” column
of Table ES-1 in the Executive Summary of the Final
EIR, as follows:

Archaeological Monitoring: The CRMMP shall
identify monitoring locations and protocols
based on the final design and potential
impacts. Metro shall retain archaeological
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monitors who will be supervised by a qualified
archaeologist who meets the Secretary of
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards
in Archaeology and experienced in analysis and
evaluation of the types of material anticipated
to be encountered. All archaeological monitors
shall be trained in the types of materials they
may encounter. The CRMMP shall rely on an
Occupational Safety and Health
Administration-qualified  determinations in
regards to the safety of monitoring locations
and the potential for contaminated soils or
other hazards.

Native American Monitoring: The CRMMP
shall identify Native American monitoring
locations and protocols based on the final
design and potential impacts. Metro shall
retain Native American monitors consistent
with the requirements detailed in Mitigation
Measure TCR-1. The CRMMP shall rely on an
Occupational Safety and Health
Administration-qualified determinations _in
regards to the safety of monitoring locations
and the potential for contaminated soils or
other hazards.

Worker Environmental Awareness Program
Training (WEAP): A qualified archaeologist
shall be retained to prepare a cultural
resource-focused WEAP training that shall be
given to all ground-disturbing construction
personnel to minimize harm to Archaeological
Site CA-LAN-1575/H and any previously
undiscovered archaeological resources. Topics
to be included for WEAP training shall be
identified in the CRMMP. All site workers shall
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AGE 6-26

be required to complete WEAP Training, with a
focus on cultural resources, including
education on the consequences  of
unauthorized collection of artifacts, and a
review of discovery protocol. WEAP training
shall also explain the requirements of
mitigation ~ measures  that must  be
implemented  during  ground-disturbing
construction activities in archaeologically
sensitive areas.

The text of Mitigation Measure HIST-5 was revised
in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, of the Final EIR
and the “Proposed Mitigation Measures” column
of Table ES-1 in the Executive Summary of the Final
EIR, as follows:

HIST-5 Archaeological Site CA-LAN-1575/H:
Preparation of a CRMMP: Prior to construction,
Metro's qualified archaeologist shall develop a
CRMMP that includes the treatment and
management for known historical resources,
determines thresholds of significance for each
of the feature types that may be encountered,
and the process for treating unanticipated
discoveries. The CRMMP shall contain a robust
research design, a data recovery plan, a
monitoring plan for sensitive areas, and a plan
for the analysis and long-term curation of
archaeological materials recovered during
construction. The CRMMP shall detail the
discovery protocol if human remains and/or
funerary objects, sacred objects, and objects of
cultural patrimony are encountered and shall
include a plan for reburial in an appropriate
location. The CRMMP shall be consistent with
the Secretary of Interior’'s Standards and
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AGE 6-27

Guidelines for Archaeological Documentation
and the California Office of Historic
Preservation's  Archaeological ~ Resources
Management.

The text of Mitigation Measure HIST-5 was revised
in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, of the Final EIR
and the “Proposed Mitigation Measures” column
of Table ES-1 in the Executive Summary of the Final
EIR, as follows:

HIST-5 Archaeological Site CA-LAN-1575/H:
Preparation of a CRMMP: Prior to construction,
Metro's qualified archaeologist shall develop a
CRMMP that includes the treatment and
management for known historical resources,
determines thresholds of significance for each
of the feature types encountered, and the
process for treating unanticipated discoveries.
The CRMMP shall contain a robust research
design, a data recovery plan, a monitoring plan
for sensitive areas, and a plan for the analysis
and long-term curation of archaeological
materials recovered during construction. The
CRMMP shall detail the discovery protocol if
human remains and/or funerary objects, sacred
objects, and objects of cultural patrimony are
encountered and shall include a plan for
reburial in an appropriate location. The
CRMMP shall be consistent with the Secretary
of Interior's Standards and Guidelines for
Archaeological ~ Documentation and  the
California Office of Historic Preservation’s
Archaeological Resources Management Report:
Recommended Contents and Format.
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The text of Mitigation Measure HIST-5 was revised
in the Table ES-1 and 3.12-84 as follows:

Archaeological Reporting: All archaeological
reports shall meet the requirements set forth
for reporting in the CRMMP and be submitted
to Metro.

e Evaluation and Data Recovery Reports:
Where archaeological evaluation and data
recovery are required, the results shall be
documented in an evaluation and data
recovery report. This document shall
summarize the evaluation efforts and
data recovery results. For each site or
feature that undergoes data recovery, the
report shall be prepared in accordance
with the guidelines established by the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Archaeological Documentation and the
Office  of  Historic  Preservation’s
Archaeological Resource Management
Reports.

AGE 6-28  The text of Mitigation Measure HIST-5 was revised
in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, of the Final EIR
and the “Proposed Mitigation Measures” column
of Table ES-1 in the Executive Summary of the Final
EIR, as follows:

The CRMMP shall include, at a minimum, the
following:

e Efforts to Preserve and Protect in Place:
The CRMMP, per CEQA Guidelines
15162.4(b)(3), shall attempt to avoid
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AGE 6-29

impacts ~ on  Archaeological  Site
CA-LAN-1575/H and preserve in place
any areas where significant components
of Archaeological Site CA-LAN-1575/H
are known to exist, if feasible.

The text of Mitigation Measure HIST-5 was revised
in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, of the Final EIR
and the “Proposed Mitigation Measures” column
of Table ES-1 in the Executive Summary of the Final
EIR, as follows:

The CRMMP shall include, at a minimum, the
following:

e Efforts to Preserve and Protect in Place:
The CRMMP, per CEQA Guidelines
15162.4(b)(3), shall attempt to avoid
impacts ~ on  Archaeological  Site
CA-LAN-1575/H and preserve in place
any areas where significant components
of Archaeological Site CA-LAN-1575/H
are known to exist.

e Development of a Preconstruction
Site-Specific ~ Sensitivity Model: Final
design feature location and the respective
level and depth of ground disturbance
shall serve as the basis for impacts on
known locations of previously recorded
archaeological features. Comparison with
historic maps for the area shall identify
specific site features buried within the
project study area, if any. Further, specific
geotechnical boring results and past
archaeological reports that identify depth
of fill shall determine the level of
sensitivity to encounter archaeological
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AGE 6-30

remains  for  each  construction
component. A three-dimensional model
or other relatable graphic depiction shall
be created to assist Metro with the
interpretation of potential archaeological
impacts.

The text of Mitigation Measure HIST-5 was revised
in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, of the Final EIR
and the “Proposed Mitigation Measures” column
of Table ES-1 in the Executive Summary of the Final
EIR, as follows:

The CRMMP shall include, at a minimum, the
following:

e Efforts to Preserve and Protect in Place:
The CRMMP, per CEQA Guidelines
15162.4(b)(3), shall attempt to avoid
impacts ~ on  Archaeological  Site
CA-LAN-1575/H and preserve in place
any areas where significant components
of Archaeological Site CA-LAN-1575/H
are known to exist.

Development of a Preconstruction Site-Specific
Sensitivity Model: Final design feature location
and the respective level and depth of ground
disturbance shall serve as the basis for impact
on known locations of previously recorded
archaeological features. Comparison_of final
design feature location with “as-built plans”
especially as they relate to US-101 with—and
historic maps for the area shall identify specific
site features buried within the project study
area, if any. Further, specific geotechnical
boring results and past archaeological reports
that identify depth of fill shall determine the
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level of sensitivity to encounter archaeological
remains for each construction component. A
three-dimensional model or other relatable
graphic depiction shall be created to assist
Metro with the interpretation of potential
archaeological impacts.
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AGE 6-31

AGE 6-32
AGE 6-33

AGE 6-34

AGE 6-35

AGE 6-36

AGE 6-37

AGE 6-38

AGE 6-39

AGE 6-40

AGE 6-41

AGE 6-31

The text of Mitigation Measure HIST-5 was revised
in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, of the Final EIR
and the “Proposed Mitigation Measures” column
of Table ES-1 in the Executive Summary of the Final
EIR, as follows:

HIST-5 Archaeological Site CA-LAN-1575/H:
Preparation of a CRMMP: Prior to construction,
Metro's qualified archaeologist, herein defined
as_a person who meets the Secretary of
Interior's Professional Qualification Standards
in Archaeology and experienced in analysis and
evaluation of the types of material anticipated
to be encountered, shall develop a CRMMP that
includes the treatment and management for
known historical  resources, determines
thresholds of significance for each of the
feature types encountered, and the process for
treating  unanticipated  discoveries.  The
CRMMP shall contain a robust research design,
a data recovery plan, a monitoring plan for
sensitive areas, and a plan for the analysis and
long-term curation of archaeological materials
recovered during construction. The CRMMP
shall detail the discovery protocol if human
remains and/or funerary objects, sacred
objects, and objects of cultural patrimony are
encountered and shall include a plan for
reburial in an appropriate location. The
CRMMP shall be consistent with the Secretary
of Interior's Standards and Guidelines for
Archaeological ~ Documentation and the
California OHP's Archaeological Resources
Management.
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AGE 6-32

AGE 6-33

The text of Mitigation Measure HIST-5 was revised
in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, of the Final EIR
and the “Proposed Mitigation Measures” column
of Table ES-1 in the Executive Summary of the Final
EIR, as follows:

Archaeological Monitoring: The CRMMP shall
identify monitoring locations and protocols
based on the final design and potential
impacts. Metro shall retain archaeological
monitors who will be supervised by a qualified
archaeologist whe—meets—the Secretary—of
" . . .

. ; ‘ . -
to-be-encountered. All archaeological monitors
shall be trained in the types of materials they
may encounter. The CRMMP shall rely on an
Occupational Safety and Health
Administration-qualified  determinations in
regards to the safety of monitoring locations
and the potential for contaminated soils or
other hazards.

WEAP is defined on Page xxi of the Acronyms and
Abbreviations section of the Draft EIR, is first
introduced in the Notes for Table ES-1 in the
Executive Summary, and in its first use in
Mitigation Measure HIST-5 in Section 3.12,
Cultural Resources, on Page 3.12-83. No change is
warranted.

The text of Mitigation Measure HIST-5 was revised
in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, of the Final EIR
and the “Proposed Mitigation Measures” column
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AGE 6-34

of Table ES-1 in the Executive Summary of the Final
EIR, as follows:

Consulting Tribes under AB 52 for the project
shall have the opportunity to review and
comment on the Draft CRMMP. Provisions
within the CRMMP may include arrangements
with tribal representatives, for example, to
respectfully reinter tribal resources on site if
practicable.

Caltrans shall have the opportunity to review
and comment on the Draft CRMMP.

The text of Mitigation Measure HIST-6 was revised
in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, of the Final EIR
and the “Proposed Mitigation Measures” column
of Table ES-1 in the Executive Summary of the Final
EIR, as follows:

Development of a Public Participation or
Outreach Plan: Prior to construction, Metro
shall develop a public outreach and educational
plan that includes continued consultation and
input from Native American Tribes consulting
under AB 52, cultural resource professionals
including but not limited to qualified
archaeologists, historians, and/or architectural
historians, and other potential stakeholders
such as local historic societies. The plan may
include visual/educational exhibits or murals
within ~ LAUS, the development of an
educational telephone application, or other
published or digital educational material that
may be used to inform the public regarding the
significance of Historic Chinatown or earlier
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AGE 6-35

use and sacredness of the area as it relates to
Native Americans.

The text of Mitigation Measure HIST-6 was revised
in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, of the Final EIR
and the “Proposed Mitigation Measures” column
of Table ES-1 in the Executive Summary of the Final
EIR, as follows:

Development of a Public Participation or
Outreach Plan for P-19-001575
(CA-LAN-1575/H): Prior to construction, Metro
shall develop a public outreach and educational
plan that includes continued consultation and
input from Native American Tribes consulting
under AB 52 and other potential stakeholders.
The plan may include visual/educational
exhibits or murals within LAUS, the
development of an educational telephone
application, or other published or digital
educational material that may be used to
inform the public regarding the significance of
Historic Chinatown or earlier use and
sacredness of the area as it relates to Native
Americans.

AGE 6-36  Three new rows in Table 3.12-1 (located in Section

3.12, Cultural Resources, of the Final EIR) were
added to include relevant CEQA and PRC Section
5024 (f) as follows.

CEQA, Title 14 CCR Section 15064.5 - Section
15064.5 directs lead agencies to determine
whether cultural resources are historically
significant resources.
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AGE 6-37

AGE 6-38

CEQA, Title 14 CCR Section 21084.1 - A project
with an effect that may cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource is a project that may have a
significant effect on the environment.

PRC 5024(f) - This section requires that state
agencies (Caltrans) must provide notification
and submit documentation to the State
Historic Preservation Officer early in the
planning process for any project having the
potential to affect state-owned historical
resources on our eligible for inclusion in the
Master List of State-Owned Properties. Under
this provision, the state agency requests the
SHPQO comments on the project.

This project is subject to CEQA and to the extent
that a federal or local law or plan affects the
identification, evaluation, mitigation, etc. of a
resource, or helps to fill in the gap where CEQA
does not provide guidelines, than it is also included
in Table 3.12-1 (located in Section 3.12, Cultural
Resources, of the Final EIR).

Section 3.12.2, Gabrielino Ancestors, has been
revised as follows

Gabrielino Ancestors

The project study area is on lands that were
once inhabited by the FengvaGabrielino, also
known as the ielineTongva. The
TFengvaGabrielino come from a Uto-Aztecan (or
Shoshonean) group that likely entered the Los
Angeles Basin as recently as 1500 BP from the
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southern Great Basin or interior California
deserts. However, it is also possible that they
migrated in successive waves over a longer
period of time beginning around 4000 BP. It
has been proposed that the Uto-Aztecan
speakers displaced local Hokan occupants of
the southern coast (Appendix N of this EIR), as
Hokan language speakers in the area are
represented by the Chumash to the north and
the Dieguefio to the south. Much of the review
of the FengvaGabrielino presented here is
based on William McCawley’s book, The First
Angelinos (Appendix N of this EIR).

The FengvaGabrielino lived in an area of more
than 1,500 square miles and included the
watersheds of the Los Angeles River, San
Gabriel River, Santa Ana River, and Rio Hondo,
as well as the southern Channel Islands. There
were at least 50 residential communities, or
villages, each with 50 to 150 individuals. Each
community consisted of one or more lineages
associated with a permanent territory
represented by a permanent central settlement,
with associated hunting, fishing, gathering, and
ritual areas. A typical settlement had a variety of
structures used for daily living, recreation, and
rituals. In the larger communities, the layout
was a little more intricate, characterized by a
ritualistic or sacred enclosure that was
encircled by the residences of the chief and
community leaders, around which were smaller
homes of the rest of the community.
Sweathouses, cemeteries, and clearings for
dancing and playing were also common at
larger settlements (Appendix N of this EIR).
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TengvaGabrielino subsistence was inclusive of
many surrounding resources, including forest,
water, and mountain animals. These included
mule deer, pronghorn, rabbits, small rodents,
freshwater and maritime fish and shellfish, sea
mammals, snakes, lizards, insects, quail and
mountain sheep. Botanical resources included
native grass seeds, pine nuts, acorns, berries,
and fresh greens and shoots. Food resources
were managed by the chief, who was in charge
of food reserves, and families were known to
keep aside rations for times when resources
were less abundant. A complex trade network
among themselves and their neighbors made
the TFongvaGabrielino among the most
materially wealthy of California’s native groups
(Appendix N of this EIR).

The FongvaGabrielino were artistic people who
had many forms of cultural materials, including
beads, baskets, bone and stone tools and
weapons, shell ornaments, wooden bowls and
paddles, and steatite ornament and cooking
vessels (Appendix N of this EIR). These items
were also traded frequently, and with the
Chumash, who often exchanged Olivella shell
beads as currency for Tongva goods.

Many tribal accounts reported that a 60-foot-tall
sycamore tree known as El Aliso was a place for
important gatherings of tribal elders and
traders of the Yangna community. The tree was
located approximately 250 feet south-southeast
of the southeast corner of LAUS. Masters
(2012) identified the location as 150 feet
northeast of the intersection formed by
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Commercial Street and Garey Street, south of
US-101, now believed to be a raised island
adjacent to a US-101 on-ramp.

Today, the FengvaGabrielino continue their
traditions in Southern California, with an
approximate  representation  of 2,000
individuals. The project footprint is located
north of the historically documented village of
Yangna (or group of villages forming the village
community of Yangna).

Text has been revised on Page 3.12-22 as follows:

Metro is continuing consultation with the
Gabrielene Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians
— Kizh Nation, the Gabrieleno/Tongva San
Cabriel Band of Mission Indians, the Tongva
Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation, and the
Cabrielino Tongva Nation regarding CEQA
historical resources and TCR per CEQA, as
amended by AB 52. The one archaeological site
within ~ the  ADI,  Archaeological  Site
CA-LAN-1575/H, is being treated as a TCR
under CEQA. Information and comments
received from Native American tribes and
individual regarding tribal resources or
historical resources is summarized in the Link
US Cultural Resources Impact Assessment
Report (Appendix N of this EIR). To date, the
information  gathered  from  the tribal
consultation  does  not indicate  that
Archaeological ~ Site  CA-LAN-1575/H  has
cultural values other than those associated with
NRHP/CRHR Criterion D/4 (discussed below).

Text has been revised on Page 3.12-43 as follows:
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Chairman Andrew Salas of the Gabrelene
Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians — Kizh
Nation addressed the significance of the area in
a letter dated June 15, 2016:

AGE 6-39 "Masters 2012" has been added to Section 8.0,
References, of the Final EIR as follows:

Master, Nathan. 2012. El Aliso: Ancient
Sycamore Was Silent Witness to Four Centuries
of L.A. History. Accessed December 10, 2016.
https://www.kcet.org/shows/lost-la/el-aliso-an
cient-sycamore-was-silent-witness-to-four-cent

uries-of-la-history

AGE 6-40 The text in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, of the
Final EIR, has been revised as follows:

Archaeological Site CA-LAN-1575/H

Archaeological ~ Site  CA-LAN-1575/H  was
determined NRHP eligible under Criterion D by
FRA with SHPO concurrence on September 27,
2018, and is automatically eligible for the
CRHR. The period of significance for Link US
archaeological materials is Late Prehistoric
Period (AD 1000) to AD 1940, which
encompasses  Native American  cultural
remains and cultural materials deposited up
until the demolition of the Original Los Angeles
Chinatown and subsequent completion of
LAUS.

The recent field survey for Link US did not result
in observations of any remnants or indications
of Archaeological Site CA-LAN-1575/H. The
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AGE 6-41

recorded area of the site is completely covered
by buildings, structures, and pavement;
however, based on previous investigations of
the site, Archaeological Site CA-LAN-1575/H is
present within the ADI under the current urban
landscape and, therefore, the potential for the
ADI to yield buried historic and prehistoric
archaeological resources is considered high.

Recent construction work for the Metro Union
Station/Patsaouras Plaza El Monte Busway
Station project, which encompasses areas
within or immediately adjacent to the Link US
ADI, is ongoing. Archaeologists have recently
encountered multiple archaeological features
and human interments (of which at least one
has been identified as prehistoric in nature)
within Caltrans right-of-way that appear to be
related to the University Medical College shown
on the 1894 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map of Los
Angeles and potentially associated with
Archaeological Site CA-LAN-1575/H (Harper,
Caprice. 2019. Conversation with Nina Delu,
Los Angeles, California. 4, 2019). Although
documentation and evaluation regarding the
exact nature and spatial location of these
potential site features is pending, these recent
finds confirm the high sensitivity of the ADI for
the historic period landscape that may be
associated with the American Period (1850s to
1971) components of Archaeological Site

CA-LAN-1575/H.

See response to Comment AGE 6-40, where recent
information regarding the archaeological site, as it
pertains to the recent Patsaouras Plaza studies, is
introduced, and the fact that it may extend into the
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ROW is discussed. It is not appropriate to add the
suggested information to Section 3.12, Cultural
Resources, of the Draft EIR, Page 3.12-37, as the
baseline information from the three projects is
used based on projects that are completed, and
where the known connections to the site have been
established. These three projects were considered
within the evaluation of the eligibility of the site.
Metro agrees with the comment that any relevant
information regarding the site should be
incorporated into the creation of the CRMMP
prepared for this project, assuming the completion
and availability of the evaluation of the newly
discovered features in the ROW, found during
construction of  the Metro Union
Station/Patsaouras Plaza El Monte Busway Station
Project. Metro is coordinating consistency in the
preparation of management plans for Metro Union
Station/Patsaouras Plaza El Monte Busway Station
Project and the Link US project.

See response to Comment AGE 6-40 for the
additional detail that has been added to Section
3.12 regarding the archaeological site.
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AGE 6-42

AGE 6-43

AGE 6-44

AGE 6-45

AGE 6-46

AGE 6-47

AGE 6-48

AGE 6-42  The text in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, of the

AGE 6-43

AGE 6-44

Final EIR, Section 3.12.5 has been revised as
follows:

Archaeological Site CA-LAN-1575/H

Archaeological Site CA-LAN-1575/H extends
throughout the parcel boundaries of LAUS and
likely extends farther, as evidenced by recent
discoveries made during the construction of
the Metro Patsaouras Plaza Busway project that
appear to extend the site farther both south and
east from the LAUS parcel boundary and into
the Caltrans ROW. If the discovered features in
Caltrans ROW are found to contribute to the
significance of CA-LAN-1575/H, the portions of
the site that extend into the ROW would be
considered a state-owned historical resource
that needs to be treated in accordance with PRC
2024,

As noted in Mitigation Measure TR-1 (Section 3.3.6
of the Draft EIR), closures will be coordinated with
Caltrans and other entities.

A quiet zone is not part of the proposed project;
however, the project does include safety
improvements at the North Main Street Bridge to
facilitate future implementation of a quiet zone by
the City of Los Angeles. The project-related noise
and vibration impact evaluation does not assume
a quiet zone is in place. Future implementation of
a quiet zone is anticipated to result in a cumulative
noise reduction benefit.
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AGE 6-45

AGE 6-46

The potential for cumulative impacts associated
with hazardous materials is disclosed in Section
4.0, Cumulative Impacts, of the Draft EIR. For
clarity, the text on Page 4-29 of the Final EIR was
revised as follows to state that disturbance would
occur on parcels proposed for acquisition:

Release of Hazardous Materials into the
Environment

Implementation of the proposed project would
require construction related disturbances on
properties parcels proposed for acquisition
with known potential for hazardous materials
exposure, as discussed in Section 3.10,
Hazards and Hazardous Materials.

In the Draft EIR, all proposed modifications/safety
improvements to US-101 and roadways south of
US-101 were the exact same for the proposed
project and the Build Alternative. In the Draft EIR,
these US-101  mainline modifications/safety
improvements were discussed in Section 2.9.6.
Based on the proposed modifications to the
proposed project in the Final EIR, the
modifications and safety improvements that would
be implemented on the US-101 Main Line were
adjusted.

The following highway modifications/safety
improvements within the Caltrans ROW would be
implemented as part of the Final EIR project as
discussed in Section 10.0, Final EIR Project
Supporting Documentation, of the Final EIR:
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US-101 Main Line

e Improved median and shoulder
horizontal clearances

e Increased horizontal stopping sight
distance to provide required design
speed

e Increased shoulder widths for enhanced
horizontal clearance and safe refuge
area for disabled vehicles

e Increased lane widths for reduced
sideswipe collisions

e Improved lane geometry to provide
increased comfort speed for existing
superelevation

e Increased tangent length between
reversing curves for improved drivability
(greater distance between curves allows
the driver to see the upcoming
horizontal curve, prepare for the curve
ahead, and adjust driving/steering
accordingly)

Alameda Street Off-Ramp (Northbound)
e Increased deceleration length

e Standard ramp exit diverge angle
(provides standardized exit geometry
matching driver expectations for safe
exits)

e Increased shoulder width for enhanced
horizontal clearance and safe refuge
area for disabled vehicles
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e Increased weaving length, which
provides for safer exit from US-101

Commercial Street On-Ramp (Southbound)

e Increased shoulder widths for enhanced
horizontal clearance and safe refuge
area for disabled vehicles

e Increased inside lane width for
improved truck driveability and reduced
sideswipe collisions

Vignes Street On-Ramp (Northbound)

e Increased weaving length, which
provides for safer merges onto US-101

In early 2019, a weaving analysis was prepared to
determine the operational benefits of the proposed
modifications/safety improvements along US-101.
Since the proposed improvement measures are
related to safety, sight distance and driver comfort,
the results of the weaving analysis suggest that
there will be no change in the operations along the
freeway. The weaving analysis was provided to
Caltrans, April 10, 2019.

In regards to a queuing analysis at the off-ramps
serving the project, the project would not add
enough peak hour traffic to any off ramp that would
cause the queue lengths to measurably increase. As
discussed in Section 7.5.4 (page 120) of the Traffic
Impact Assessment, the project would enhance
regional mobility by increasing regional/intercity
rail capacity by 60% and would accommodate a
new HSR system. The resulting automobile trip
generation of the project is minimal with the only
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project component that generates vehicular traffic
being the 160,000 square feet of transit passenger
serving retail for 52,000,000 (200,000 x 52 weeks
x 5 days) annual passengers by 2040 and 30,400
square feet of office space. As presented in Table
2-3 of the Draft EIR, total daily train movements
(revenue and non-revenue) through LAUS are
estimated to increase from 233 trains per day to
830 trains per day by 2040. In the Draft EIR, the
project would generate 40 vehicular trips in the
morning peak hour and 127 vehicular trips in the
afternoon peak hour. Approximately 48% of these
trips  would use the freeway system to
approach/depart the LAUS site, but the
accumulation of project trips on any single freeway
segment or interchange ramp system is dispersed
among the numerous freeways that serve the site.
In terms of off-ramp usage, project trips would use
the following off-ramps to approach the site:

Ramp Peak Hour Project Trips
AM PM
SBSR 110 & Hill 3 6
EB US 101 & Broadway 2 1
EB US 101 & Commercial 3 2
WB US 101 & Vignes 3 6
WB US 101 & Alameda 3 6

None of these hourly project trip flows would be
sufficient to cause off-ramp queue lengths to
measurably increase (refer to bold text above).
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AGE 6-47

AGE 6-48

Therefore, the queuing analysis was not conducted
at the off-ramp intersections.

No significant impacts that would cause major
operational impacts were identified for the US-101
mainline or at any of the ramp intersections. The
proposed improvements along ramps are related
to safety and driver comfort and there is no change
in the capacity or current operations at any of the
ramps as part of the project.

See response to Comment AGE 6-11.

A description of all proposed BMPs within the
Caltrans ROW will be identified in the Project
Report and Joint Permitted Use Maintenance
Agreement.
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March 4, 2018
Page T

Within the Direct Impacts — Cperations for Threshedd 3.8-C stabes, “The runoff associated with

the US-101 owerhead viadec! would nof excesd the capacily of the tributary Caltrans system AGE 6-49
below”. The amaunt of additioral stormwater unoll needs 1o be dischosed in the EIR and tha B
project repo.

Thank you for the apparunity 1 comment cn this preject prier to submitting an application, W
ekt forward o youl fesponse and (e oNgoINg eoOrAnAlion BEDVDEN Cur SGENCIAS &5 & MEANRS
e & e effective pommit apphcalion process. il you have sny questions abautl this biter, please | AGE 6-50

eonlact Lowdas Onega, Seniar Envronmental Planner af Lourdes orenafidat &3 qov,

Deputy Dislrict Director
Division of Envvironmental Planning

AGE 6-49

AGE 6-50

The runoff to the US-101 main line s
approximately 2 cubic feet per second and would
be canceled out by reduction of equal
measurement along US-101. This can be found in
the Link US Preliminary LID Report (Appendix K of
the EIR) and the Link US Water Quality Assessment
Report (Appendix | of the EIR). This information
will also be incorporated into the project report.

Thank you for your review.
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Agency 7 Comment

Name: Roderick Diaz

Agency: Southern California Regional Rail Authority/Metrolink
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E SOLITHIERM Cal IFORHEA, PEQICRAL MAL AUTHOITY

METROLIMNIK.

TR Vlahive Wikl Sislle (00 Los Angeles, SA GO01T

o ral ik B e i

March 4, 2018

Mr. Vincent Chia

Link Uinion Station (Link U5) Deputy Project Manager
One Galoway Plaza, MS 99-17-2

Los Angeles, CA 80012

RE:  Link US = Draft Environmantal Impact Repor (DEIR)

Dear Mr. Chio

oparatians in and out of LAUS,

following:

1. Genaml

2, Imnsporation and Traflic Impacts Section

The Southern California Regional Radl Authorily (SCRRA) has received and reviewed the DEIR
for thi proposad Link US propect at Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS), As a Coopaeraling
Agency in the project and one of the primary railread oparators ol LAUS, we thank you faor tha
opporunity (o provide written comments on key issues relativi to SCREAS Matrolink aperations
within the project limits, We appreciate the continued working relationships betwaan our
agencies and other stakeholdars in this very imponant projct thal will transform tha rail

Ganaral areas needing sdditional caordination with SCRRA or analysis in the DEIR include the

a. SCRRA has praviously submitted in early January 2019 datailed comments on
the various slaments of design and sections of the Administrative DEIR that wa
received in December 2018 prior to releasa of the public document. W will
continue working collaboratively with Melro lo ensune our comments an
adequately Addressed prior o release of the Final EIR on the project

AGE 7-1

AGE 7-2

J \

#. Minimizing construction impacts while maintaining or improving current on-time

parformance (OTP) will be especially critical to the success of this project and s
one of our most significant concems ralaled 1o the Link US Project. Mitigatian
Maasure TR-3 (Prepare Rail Operations Agresments and Tompoarany
Construction Servica Plan) describes soma of tha required mitigations nesded
Much detail in implementation of mitigation measures 1o maintain reliable sérvice
remaing fo ba defined. Oparations simulations at sach stage of conatruction with
o gpecific service plan to properly deling conatruction impacts in detal are
nagdad, Furtharmons, & Temporary Construction Service Plan should be
developed by Metro, approved by SCRRA, and implemented with proper
mitigation mandtoring. W look forward to working together to minimize ihoss
impacts for the continued sucesss of our sarvica,

AGE 7-3

AGE 7-1

AGE 7-2

AGE7-3

Metro appreciates SCRRA's comments that
recognize the cooperative working relationship that
has occurred to date between Metro and SCRRA,
as it relates to the Link US project and Metrolink
operations within the limits of the Link US project.

Metro is in receipt of the comments provided on
the Administrative Draft EIR. Metro provided
written responses to all comments provided on the
Administrative Draft EIR in a matrix format on
February 22, 2019. As noted in the responses,
comments and suggested feedback were
incorporated into the Draft EIR where applicable.
The Metro project team will continue to work
closely with SCRRA as part of the Final EIR process.

Metro acknowledges SCRRA's concerns related to
construction impacts and maintaining current
on-time performance during construction. Prior to
construction, Metro and the construction
contractor will coordinate closely with rail
operators to develop a detailed construction plan.
Clarifications were made to Mitigation Measure
TR-3 (discussed in Section 3.3, Traffic and
Transportation, of this EIR) as follows in response
to the comment received:

TR-3: Prepare Rail Operations Agreements—and
Temporary Construction Service-Staging Plan:

During final engineering design and prior to
construction, Metro shall establish—+ail
i prepare a
memorandums of understanding with each
current rail operator, including but not limited
to Metrolink SCRRA, LOSSAN and Amtrak, to
outline  mutually agreed upon on-time
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performance goals ebjectives to be achieved
throughout construction, and how construction

sequencing and railroad operational protocols
would be incorporated into applicable
construction documents (plans and
specifications)—and—implemented—to—maintain
the-mutually-agreed upon-on-time performance

Prior to construction, Metro and the
construction contractor shall prepare detailed
construction—phasing temporary construction
staging plans for each phase of construction
that i } }

the contractor would implement to maintain
mutually agreed upon on time performance
goals ebjectives while minimizing impacts on
pedestrians and passengers at LAUS. Prior to
construction, Metro and the construction
contractor shall also coordinate with current rail
operators to ensure that any rail-to-bus or rail-
to-rail  connections  are  uninterrupted

throughout construction establish—temporary
construction—detours—for—passengers—that

transfertimes. Detailed construction—phasing
plans temporary construction staging plans
shall be deemed acceptable by the current rail
operators  prior to commencement of
construction activities that could reduce on-
time performance.

Throughout the duration of construction,
Metrolink SCRRA shall participate in weekly
construction coordination meetings to ensure
that i
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-placeto-achievethe mutually agreed upon on
time performance is_met-and-shall-coordinate
it 0 .
Haplement—changes—to—means—and—methods
. . ;

An Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
was prepared for the project that outlines the
entities involved with implementation and
oversight of all mitigation measures in the Final
EIR, including Mitigation Measure TR-3.
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AGE7-4  Seeresponse to Comment AGE 7-3.
Link LIS DEIR
Pago 2 ) )
_ = - AGE7-5  Metro appreciates the successful working
relationship with SCRRA to develop the Link US
b. It will be very importani to ansure that Mitigation Measure TR-3 also analyze and plan, in conjunction with SCRRA's implementation
provide safe podestrian routes and minimize travel times for rail and bus f the SCORE P All rel findi d
passangers making connections within the station during construction and full AGE 7-4 of the rogram. relevant findings an
Bulld out. analysis outcomes have been incorporated into the
project thus far and will continue in the future as
3. Oparafional Analysis isi i
@, Over the noxt nine months, SCRAA will be undertaking a detailed operations more ana|y5|s IS prowded.
planning exercisa for the Southerm Califernia Optimized Rail Expansion (SCORE)
Program that will look al (lure oparating strategles. crawing and infrastructurs . . . .
needs to maximize our cperations throughout the system utilizing run-through AGE 7-5 AGE 7-6 Metro will continue to coordinate with SCRRA
capabilities. Wa look forward o aharing this anahsis wilh you and olbar rega rd|ng opera“ons and the proposed prOlect |n
stakpholdars and request that Metro incorporate this analysis in the analysis of ' . )
the Link US project 1o identify additional investments and revisions to operaing order to fulfill the needs of all rail operators durmg
siraiagles neaced construction and operation of the project. Metro
4, SCRRA Design Standards will also continue to coordinate with SCRRA
a. Given the significant impact of Link US to the operation of the rail system, there di desi dard d desi .
are areas that sUll require coordination and aalisiactory resciuion bayond the regarding design standards and design exceptions
current planning phase for the complete Link US concept to be fully accepted by i i i )
SCRRA. There ans design axceptions in the curment design which cannol be AGE 7-6 to prOVIde for thOFOUgh deS|gn reviews
considerad final uniil SCRRA has completed a more thorough design review anc
approval, We are committed to working with all stakeholdens to finalize tha R ;
design 1o fulfill the neede of all operators during construction and through final ACE 7-7 Comment noted. Metro appreciates the contact
bulld-out, information provided in this comment and will
Thank you again for providing us with the opportunity to comment on this impartant coordinate accordingly.
fransportation project. Wa lcok forerarnd to our continund participation with Meira in the planning
and design of Link US and to realizing the many benafits to the traveling public. AGE 7-7

Should you have any questions, please feel fron to contact me ol (213) 452-0455 or via e-mall
at dinzrgscrra. rat

Sincaraly,

Fvetudll) TP F

Rodarick Diaz

Director, Planning and Developrrant

Co  Stephanie Wigging, Chiel Operating Officer, SCRRA
Eliga Kenovs, Dapuly Chisl Oparating Oificer, SCRREA
Darrell Maxey, Chief Operating Officer, SCRRA
Elizabath Lun, Dep. Chief Operating Officer, Planning & Preject Delivery, SCRRA
Juglin Fenalll, Dirsclor Enginearing & Construction, SCRRAA
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Agency 8 Comment

Name: Charles C. Holloway

Agency: Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
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DWP

Water & Power

CUSTOMERS FIRST

1.

Los Angeles T
Department of g g

Cyvahi - HE, Ve Frapaan

Pt Iyt ]
Chwistman T W wny

[

B [ medobaa. Lr ooty

Diped 4, WAEAR il Hlrs

March 4, 2019

Mr. Vincant Chio

Unk US Deguty Preject Manager

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transporiation Authority
One Galewsy Plazs, MS 69-17-2

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr, Chio

Subject. Comment Letber Regarding the Link Union Station Project

The Los Angebes Departmant of Water and Power (LADWP) is pleased of the spportunity o
provide commant on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Link Unian Station
Project. The mission of LADWP i to provide clasn, relinble water and power to tha City of

Los Angeles. In réviswing the DEIR, the LADWP has detemingd that The project may have
impacis to the Waber Systom infrastructure’operations and respactfully submits the comments
bslenar

COMMENTS

Fage 3.11-1Z of Section 3.11.5 Ervironmental Impacts

Under the discussion on *Direct Impacts-Operations ” @ siates that the prejeciad waler
dernand i5 500 AFY. The CEQA wading agency shall verily if this project’s waber

demand is subjected to Calfomnia Waler Code Sections 1081010815 for a Water Supply
Assessment (WSA)L J
An LADWP recycled water pigeline may be in conflict with the Link Union Station Project )
area as depicied in the DEIR. The Dowrtown Water Recycling Projoct (DTWRP) includes
the Installation of approvimately 10 miles of 16-inch guctile iron pipeline throughout the
diewrrieran rgion. This Final Emdironmental Impec Report for the DTWRP was cedified

Im June 2016, with tha cartfiad alignment running on \Vignes Strest and heading north an
Bauchel Streat. LADATP 5 also oonddanng an aleimdabivg aligienen which wiild conlenus
on \ignes Strest 1o Raminez Strest, cross the US-101 freeway to Canter Strest, and than
veer west on Tempie Sireet. The majonty of the DTWIRF will be installed using cut and cover
melhods, havwever [acking and bonng may be necessary at special crossings. The DTWRP
Iz eurrantly in dasign and i anticipated to start conslruction in 2021. A general alignment of
balh e cartifeed aligrmant for the projecd, and the allemalive alignement cumantly under
conskdaration can be seen below:

WA ruew Sreet oo Asgrien, Calforws W00 2000 suaing sorean B0 R TP 10 Mg C8 BORMM-RITG

AGE 8-1

AGE 8-2

AGE 8-3

AGE 8-1

AGE 8-2

Thank you for providing comments to the Link US
Project Draft EIR. The following responses shows
the project will not have impacts to the water
system infrastructure/operations, as outlined in
the responses below.

The Draft EIR included an evaluation of two
concourse  options:  above-grade  passenger
concourse with new expanded passageway
(Proposed Project); at-grade passenger concourse
(Build  Alternative). For the purposes of
determining an estimate of water demand for the
Draft EIR, the at-grade passenger concourse was
used as a basis for the estimate because it was the
larger of the two concourse options considered
and therefore the estimate would be more
conservative. The estimate was derived by
identifying the required fixture units per code, then
determining the peak gallon per minute estimate
for the total building load (310 gallon per minute),
and converting this quantity to acre feet/year
(500.4 AFY).

The proposed project in the Final EIR has been
revised to remove the above-grade concourse and
include a modified version of the new expanded
passageway below the rail yard. This change has
reduced the scope and scale of the project
described in the Draft EIR and resulted in a
significantly reduced water demand. In addition,
the water demand calculation has been revised to
consider the project's incremental increase in
water demand based on projected ridership and
phased implementation of the Link US project.
Based on Metro's 2010 Water Action Plan that
includes an estimate of actual water usage per
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AGE &-3

passenger (0.48 gallons), the existing or baseline
(2016) water demand is 20 AFY for the existing
regional/intercity rail passengers, including a
5-percent contingency for employees, tourists and
other individuals who use the proposed modified
expanded passageway but are not passengers. The
Link US project’s incremental addition of water use
would occur over 20 years as the number of
forecasted train trips and associated ridership at
LAUS incrementally increases. Based on the
horizon years considered in the Final EIR, the
revised water demand estimate is as follows:

e 2026 — Phase A (without the new modified
expanded passageway) — 25 AFY (5 AFY over
baseline condition)

e 2031 — Phase B (with the new modified
expanded passageway) — 30 AFY (10 AFY over
baseline condition)

e 2040 (Full build-out and 20-year horizon year)
— 47 AFY (27 AFY over baseline conditions)

Therefore, Metro does not believe preparation of a
water supply assessment is necessary to support
the Final EIR conclusion of a less than significant
impact related to water use. Metro will continue to
coordinate with LADWP as the Link US project
advances to preliminary engineering design phase.

Thank you for the information regarding the
LADWP-planned recycled water pipeline as part of
the DTWRP. Portions of the proposed water
pipeline alignment on Center Street and Vignes
Street do cross the Link US Draft EIR project
footprint. On Vignes Street, the Link US project will
reconstruct the existing railroad bridge and does
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not require modification to Vignes Street or
construction of any columns within Vignes Street.
Metro will coordinate with the LADWP to ensure
that the proposed Downtown Water Recycling
Project is not impacted by the future construction
of the Vignes Street bridge.

In the Draft EIR, lowering and realignment of
Center Street were required to accommodate the
new viaduct and retained fill structures for the
run-through tracks. This would have had significant
impacts to any subsurface utilities within Center
Street. However, the Final EIR includes a revised
alignment of the run-through tracks that avoids the
lowering or realignment of Center Street. The Final
EIR track alignment requires construction of two 8-
foot diameter columns within Center Street,
between Commercial Street and US-101. These
columns will likely be located within a proposed
median of Center Street and within a proposed
traffic island located between the southbound
through-lane and the right turn lane at the
intersection of Center and Commercial Streets. In
order to accommodate these two columns, any
subsurface utilities located within the footprint of
the column foundations (likely cast in drilled hole
caissons) will need to be relocated or realigned.

On, April 24, 2019, the Link US project team met
with LADWP staff to present the conceptual design
of the Link US project on Center Street and discuss
how the Link US project would interface with the
proposed reclaimed water pipeline project. At the
meeting, LADWP agreed to evaluate the feasibility
of rerouting the proposed water line to avoid
conflicts. The Link US project team will continue
regular coordination with LADWP staff throughout
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the preliminary design of the two projects to ensure
compatibility.
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AGE 8-4 Comment noted.

ACE 8-3
Contd.

If the DTWRF wag nol included in pour planning., the LADWER would like o odvise of
ihe potential construciion conflicts assoclated with tha Link Uinien Station Project

If you have any questions reganding the above comments, please contect Mr. Brian Gonzalez, AGE 8-4
of mry stafl, &l (213) 367-2612 or via email al Lrkngoensebs il mom.

Sincerely,
Vace pCarte £
Ll

BiG:gn
o Me, Brian Gonzake
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Agency 9 Comment

Name: Jwalin Champaneria

Agency: Los Angeles Department of Transportation
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AGE 9-1

AGE 9-2

AGE 9-3

AGE 9-4

AGE 9-5

AGE 9-6

AGE 9-7

AGE 9-8
AGE 9-9

AGE 9-1

AGE9-2

AGE9-3

As identified in the footnote on Page 2-28 of
Section 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR,
the year 2040 corresponds to the horizon year and
corresponding service goals and objectives of
multiple statewide plans and mandates. Using year
2040 as the horizon year was agreed to by LADOT
based on the MOU executed at the start of the
project (see Appendix A of the Draft EIR Appendix
E, Link US Traffic Impact Study).

The loss of parking is not required to be evaluated
under CEQA; however, based on the design of the
Draft EIR project, parking loss would occur
primarily along Commercial Street, between
Vignes Street and Center Street. In the Draft EIR,
the buildings that use the parking spots along the
south side of Commercial Street were proposed for
acquisition; therefore, no impacts would occur.
The impacted parking would not need to be
restored.

For the Final EIR project, the buildings that use the
parking spots along the south side of Commercial
Street would not be acquired, although loss of
parking may still occur if restriping is implemented
in conjunction with implementation of Mitigation
Measure LU-1. As discussed above, loss of parking
is not required to be evaluated under CEQA.

Mitigation Measure TR-1 (discussed in Section 3.3,
Traffic and Transportation, of this EIR) includes a
30-day prior to construction requirement.

See response to Comment AGE 9-2 regarding
parking.
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AGE9-4

AGE9-5

AGE 9-6

AGE9S-7

AGE9-8

AGE 99

The list of study intersections was agreed to by
LADOT based on the MOU executed with Metro.

The configurations outlined on Page 49 of the Link
US Traffic Impact Analysis (Appendix E of the Draft
EIR) are based on the LAUS Forecourt and
Esplanade Improvements Project, which were
approved by approved by the City of Los Angeles.

The 0.2-percent increase in annual traffic growth is
based on the SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS traffic model
and was agreed to by LADOT based on the MOU
with Metro for the project.

The TMP required as part of Mitigation Measure
TR-1 (discussed in Section 3.3, Traffic and
Transportation, of this EIR) includes requirements
for preparation of specific detour routes to
appropriately illustrate the need at this location.

No designated haul routes exist south of US-101.
Staging areas are located directly adjacent to
US-101. The Final EIR project also includes
removal of some staging areas that were previously
proposed in the Draft EIR.

Please see response to Comment AGE 9-8.
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AGE 9-10

AGE 9-11

AGE 9-12

AGE 9-13

AGE 9-14

AGE 9-15

AGE 9-16

AGE 9-17

AGE 9-18

AGE 9-19

AGE 9-20

AGE 9-21

AGE9-10

AGE 9-11

AGE9-12

AGE9-13

AGE9-14

The information presented in the Link US Traffic
Impact Assessment (Appendix E of the Draft EIR) is
based on the Final EIR for the Forecourt Esplanade
project. The lane configuration assumed along
Alameda Street is also shown in Figure 7-1 in
Appendix E of the Draft EIR.

A new figure was added to Section 2.9.6 of Section
2.0, Project Description, of the Final EIR, depicting
these improvements.

In the Draft EIR, the intersection of Garey Street
and Commercial Street (Intersection #2) was
identified as a location where a significant and
unavoidable impact would occur because
implementation of mitigation in the form of new
lanes to increase capacity of the intersection would
require ROW where there are current limitations.

The project-related impacts at the Garey Street and
Commercial Street intersection disclosed in the
Draft EIR are avoided in the Final EIR. It should be
noted that based on the changes to the Final EIR
project design, the realignment of Commercial
Street is no longer proposed. The significant and
unavoidable impact at this intersection is avoided
with the Final EIR project.

See response to Comment AGE 9-2.

As part of the Draft EIR project, the intersection of
Center Street and Commercial Street was proposed
to be closed during construction, and traffic would
have been diverted via detours as part of the TMP
required by Mitigation Measure TR-1. Therefore,
discussion of the LOS during construction at this
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AGE9-15

AGE9-16

AGE9-17

AGE9-18

location is not relevant to the environmental
impact evaluation. Traffic control will be provided
to accommodate existing traffic at the intersection
in accordance with the TMP required by Mitigation
Measure TR-1 (discussed in Section 3.3, Traffic
and Transportation, of this EIR). This intersection
is intended to remain open during construction.

Based on Figure 1-1 of the Downtown Design
Guide, the project is not within one of the
applicable highlighted districts.

See response to Comment AGE 9-4.

Comment noted. The majority of Phase A
construction activity would occur in Segment 3,
south of LAUS. When Phase B is constructed, the
run-through infrastructure south of LAUS would
have already been in place. See Section 2.10 of the
Draft EIR.

The Garey Street and Commercial = Street
intersection serves as the entrance/exit to US-107;
therefore, a viable alternative route in the study
area is not available west of the Los Angeles River.
Some traffic would use the adjacent ramps at Los
Angeles Street, although diversion of traffic onto
other adjacent ramps such as Los Angeles Street
would be limited due to high congestion along
Alameda Street. Therefore, the diverted traffic
would not be significant that would result in a
change in LOS results to negate the significant
impact identified for this intersection in the Draft
EIR.

It should also be noted that based on the changes
to the proposed project in the Final EIR, the
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AGE9-19

AGE 9-20

AGE 9-21

realignment of Commercial Street is no longer
proposed and significant and unavoidable long-
term impacts at this intersection would not occur.
This  previously-identified  significant  and
unavoidable impact was removed in the Final EIR.

The provisions of Mitigation Measure TR-1
(discussed in  Section 3.3, Traffic and
Transportation, of this EIR) are adequate to
mitigate impacts to level less than significant, as
shown in Section 8.5.1 of the Link US Traffic Impact
Assessment, Appendix E of the Draft EIR. For
instance, the detours and installation of CCTV
cameras will enable LADOT to monitor traffic in
real-time allowing them to manually adjust signal
timing in order to address any queuing and other
operational issues that may occur during
construction. This type of provision in the measure
results in improvements to traffic operations
during construction.

Yes, the median would be the variable element of
the roadway to maintain the other minimum
widths for travel lanes and cycle tracks depicted in
the figure. At the time when infrastructure
improvements associated with Mitigation Measure
LU-1 are selected by Metro (in coordination with
the City of Los Angeles), a map of pedestrian
and/or bicycle improvements would be available
for distribution.

Comment noted. See response to Comment
AGE 9-3.
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AGE 9-22

AGE 9-23

AGE 9-24

AGE 9-25

AGE 9-22 Comment noted.

AGE9-23 The traffic signal would be installed upon
implementation  of the run-though  track
infrastructure as part of Phase A (2026).

A new bullet was added as the last provision of
Mitigation Measure TR-1 (discussed in Section
3.3, Traffic and Transportation, of this EIR) to
include the suggested addition, as follows:

e Contractor shall avoid  concurrent
closures of Cesar Chavez Avenue and
Vignes Street north of LAUS

AGE 9-24 Comment noted.

AGE 9-25 Comment noted.
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Agency 10 Comment

Name: Jennifer Harriger

Agency: Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
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March 18, 2019

Mr. Vincent Chio

Link 1% I‘.ILTN.H}- Pl'njm.'l ‘.w
One Coleway Plaza

Muil Siwop 99-17-2

T.oz Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. (Chio:

Motie: ol .I\i.i'lh“ﬂ}'
of w Droft Eovirormental tmpact Keport for the Link Unics Fiation Project

The Metropalitan Waler District of Southcem Califormia (Metropolitan) has reviewsed the Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIK) for the proposed Link Union Station Project (Praject).
The Project would transform Union Station from a “stube-end tracks ciation™ into a “ron-through
tracke station” with a new aboveground passenger concouwrse and sccommodie fulure growih
and transportation demands in the region. As described in the Nodice of Avalability, key
COMpomsis of the ij,wl gl an gpﬁ.u',,wd ol with a pew lead I.mc.'l, pasEnger
platicems on sn elevaicd mil vard, and run-through tracks over the US-101 frecway. As an
adjacent landmamer and poteniinlty sffected responsible public agency, Metropolitan appreciases
Loz Angeles County Metropoliten Trensponation Awtherity (Metra) saff mesting with us in
September 2018 about the Project during preparation of the DEIR and the oppomanity 1o
comment on the DETR.

Metrapdlilan previously prowidal commenls on (he Progect m June 2016 (copy attached) m
response to the Motice of Preparation for the DEIR stating that the Project’s continued planming
and ETR analysis should consider tramsportation and vehicle circulation on the Union Station
internal roadways, emenpeney service provider sceess 1o Metropolite's Headguarers Building
(HOE), amdd safety and structurl issoes relaied to constraction of the Project’s improvements in
proxumily 1o the building. As stmicd in the keticr, the HOQB is located adjacent o the southem
boundary of Union Stadon, east of the First SLA building, and narth of the 101 Freeway. The
il ding is an approcimately 522 82-square-foot, concrete-frame smacture consisting of o 12-
mory high-rise tower with an atisched flve-story wing. Two subterrancan parking levels provide
T66 vehicle parking spaces distribuled amongst the HOD's occupants and for Metropoliton's fleet

TO0 ML Mlarvet Bt s Angeies, Casinrsin 90017 » Mailing Addresse B 4153, Lon Asgaien, Coniemia B00540153 + Talaphoss {33 M 70000

AGE 10-1

AGE 10-1

Comment noted. Please see responses to the NOP
comments provided in June 2016 (Comments AGE
10-5 through AGE 10-7).

Metro  understands  the  importance  of
transportation, vehicle circulation, and emergency
access on the internal roads in LAUS campus and
appreciates the continued coordination with MWD
during the planning and environmental clearance
process. Metro shall work and coordinate with
MWD, a key neighbor on the LAUS campus, during
the preliminary engineering and final design
phases of the Link US project on any proposed
changes to internal vehicle circulation on the LAUS
site. Metro shall maintain emergency access
around the LAUS campus during and after
construction and any emergency access provisions
throughout the LAUS site subject to approval of the
local Fire Department prior to construction.

See response to Comment 10-3 for a description of
proposed infrastructure in the vicinity of the MWD
facility in the Draft EIR, and the modifications to the
project proposed in the Final EIR.
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AGE 10-1
Contd.

AGE 10-2

AGE 10-3

AGE 10-2

AGE 10-3

The Link US project will permanent close the
internal roadway adjacent to the Gold Line tracks
between the MWD building and Mosaic
Apartments, to create a new public open plaza
(West Plaza) which will help transform Union
Station to a world-class transit station destination.
Metro will support MWD in its efforts to work with
the City of Los Angeles to potentially transfer the
public space requirement (as part of the Alameda
District Specific Plan) from the MWD courtyard to
the new West Plaza. It should be noted that the
Link US project does not modify the west internal
roadway (on the Alameda Street side) and
therefore direct access from MWD to Cesar Chavez
Avenue via the west internal roadway shall remain
in its current state. The following text was added
under Threshold 3.3-E  in  Section 3.3,
Transportation and Traffic.

Direct Impacts — Operations

Emergency access would be maintained from
Patsaouras Transit Plaza which would provide
emergency and fire lane access to the eastern
side of LAUS. No modifications to the internal
access road on the west side of LAUS would
occur; therefore, direct access from MWD to
Cesar Chavez Avenue via the west internal
roadway shall remain in its current state.

The comment is correct in that aerial mapping
used for the figures in the Draft EIR (including
Figure 2-6 in the Draft EIR) appears to depict the
MWD building and associated fee property within
the project’s permanent impact boundary. This is
mainly due to the angle/projection of the aerial
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photograph relative to the conceptual design
depicted on the figure(s). The Link US project will
not impact the MWD building basement walls,
foundation system, and building tiebacks. Based
on the conceptual design of the Link US project,
the proposed new West Plaza will require the
permanent closure of the internal access road on
the east side of the MWD building and
modification of the existing access road adjacent to
the MWD building. Any future new commercial
developments on the LAUS site beyond the
transportation improvements, including the new
West Plaza and the new run-through tracks
structure, are not part of the Link US project and
will be addressed in a separate environmental
document.

The access road that provides vehicular access to
the First 5 LA Headquarters, La Petite Academy,
and MWD building (Figure 2-8), proposed as a
construction access road in the Draft EIR, was
removed from the Final EIR project. The primary
access to the rail yard would be from the east side
of LAUS and the northern entrance point to the
LAUS campus along Cesar Chavez Avenue that
provides current access to the baggage handling
building parking lot.

FR

7-157

@ Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

Tl T Tt vl TR el TR T Ol B FTnEi ol 8 Sl

Mr. Vincent Chia
Page 3
March 18, 2019

Wi appreciue 1he continued opporunily 1o provide inpul o your planning process and we look
forward to receiving fistare documentation cn this Project. 1T you have any quesiions reganding
this letter or the comments herein, please comtact Mr. Alex Marks ai (213) 217-7629 or via cmail
at AMarkerEnmwdh2o.com.

Very trully yours,

(}wn f— ol 4%
Jennifer Harriger,
Manager, Environmental Flanning Section

AMam
Share Poire Link | fwlon Stsnoe Progecs RETR

Enclosures

AGE 10-4

AGE 10-4 Comment noted.
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June 18, 2014 Via Ebectronie Mail

My, Mark Dierking
Commupity Relatlons Manager
One Cateway Plazs

Mail Stop 90-13-1

Log Angebes, CA 90012

Dear Mr. ﬂil.'.ll:irlp

Nabice of Preparation
o 4 joinl Eavironamental Inapg

Thee Metropolitan Water District of Southem Califomis (Meropolinan) reviewed the MNotie of
Preparation (MOP} of a joint Envirenmenial Impact Heport/Baviroamenial Impact Sustemerd
(EIR/EIS) for tha propased Link Undon Station Project (Link US or Project), The Los Angeles
County Metropalitan Transponation Austhority (Metro) will be the Lead Agency under the
Califorsia Exvireamestal Quelity Act (CEQA) and the Federal Railraad Adminiseraibon (FRAY
the Lead Agency under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). As an adjscent
lanubgepyer and potentially affected responsible public agency, we appreciate the opponanity 1o
coemmend oa the Link US prodect and NOP for the EIR/ELS.

s viaced in e NOF, hMetro and the FRA have identifiest ihe Link US project a5 a critical
ranRspOnation project to respond o forecast Hdership sncreases in the region. Mero b proposing
Link US to transform Union Station from » “stub-sed tracks station™ into u “nan-throuph irackes
station™ while increasing cperational capacity io mest the demands of the hroader rail systen. As
part of the Profect, each of ihe Link US build slternatives will potentially scoommodsie the
constraction of up o foer High Speed Rail macks snd up o twe High Spead Rail platfosms,

Mebropolitan is a public agency and reglonal water wholealer. It is comprised of 26 member
public agencies serving about 19 million people in portions of Six counties in Scuthem
Califomia. inchuidng Los Anpeles. Metropoliean's mission is w provide i 5,200 squace mile
service apes uith adeqisate and seliable supplies of high-guality water to meet peasent and future
needs In an envircamentally asd coveumically responsible way. Metropotitan’s Hesdquarters
Bullding (HOB} is Kcabel sdjacent to the sowtbern boundary of Unlon Suation, cast of the First
SLA budlding, and north of the 100 Freeway. The building is s appronimately 522, 882-squars
fspt, eoncrete-franse swvucture consistiag of & 12-stury high-rise lower with an attached five-siory
The cecupants of the HOB Enclude approximately 240 Metropaliten sifl, 200 tenants, and
frequent visitors including Metropolitan's Beard of Directors and the public. An exhibit depicting
our HOQB and Metropolitan®s wssociaed foe property and permanent sasements in nelation to
Metra's Linion Stathon (nder eaisting conditions) is enclosed for your reference. J

T K nmachs Sreet, Low Angeles, Calfoms F00IT « Maling Address Do SILED Lis Avepties, (e AW0084-§1 50 » Tdephona (7130 21746000

AGE 10-5

AGE 10-5

Comment noted.
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{/V- .le;’yjt;i]y yours,

(&

THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

Mr. Mark Dierking
Page 2
June 28, 2016

lssues of importance to Metropolitan that should be considered during Metro and FRA's
continued project planning and analysis of the environmental impacts in the EIR/EIS include
transportation and vehicle circulation on the Union Station roadways that provide ingress to and
cgress from the 1QDB via Cesar Chavez Avenue and Alameda Street and emergency service
provider access to the building. Metropolitan is also concemned abont safety and structural issues
related to construction of the Prujeel’s improvements in proximity to the HOQB, which should be
considered in the Project’s planning and analyzed in the EIR/EIS, Consequently, the Link US
improvements should avoid impacts to the HOQB's basement walls, foundation system, and
building tichacks. Additionally, construction and operation of the Link US improvements should
not unreasonably interfere with access to Metropolitan's HQB by our employees, tenants, and
visitors.

We appreciate the opportunity to provide input to your planning process and we look forward to
receiving future documentation on this project. For further assistance, please conlzcl Mr, Alex
Marks at {213) 217-7629.

Deirdre West
Team Managet, Environmental Planning Team

AMfam

EFT Iob # 20160620FXT

Enclosure: Exhibit depicting Metropolitan's Headquanters Building and associated foe propeny and permanent
ensements in e project vicinity

ce: Ms. Stephanie Perez

AGE 10-6

AGE 10-7

AGE 10-6

AGE 10-7

Please refer to response to Comment AGE 10-1
through AGE 10-3.

The Link US project will avoid impacts to the MWD
building, including the underground parking
structure, basement walls, foundation system, and
building tiebacks. The temporary construction
impacts and permanent impacts associated with
the closure of the internal access road on the east
side of the MWD building will be coordinated very
closely with the MWD to minimize or avoid
impacts to MWD facility and operations. The
access road that provides vehicular access to the
MWD building (Figure 2-8) proposed as a
construction access road in the Draft EIR was
removed from the Final EIR project.

Comment noted.

FR

7-160

@ Metro



June 2019

Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

Comment Letter AGE 10, Attachment A
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Agency 11 Comment

Name: Craig A. Steele

Agency: RWG Law, on behalf of First 5 LA
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AGE 11-1  Comment noted.
Craig A Stesle
IIRWG s A AGE 11-2 Comments received on the Draft EIR and
i I extestegbrirpin.om LB ch e responses to comments are included in this
LAW section of the Final EIR. RWG Law has been added
to the distribution list and will be notified of all
future notices and updates related to the project.
Please refer to responses to comments below.
March 4, 2019
AGE 11-3  The comment provides context with respect to the

VA ELECTRONIC BMAIL UNEUNIONSTATIONE METRD. NET
AND LS. MAIL

Vincent Chio

Link Uinion 51ation Deputy Project Manager
Metre Headguariers.

O Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop M5 99-17-2)
Los Angeles, Californda 90012

R: Metra's Link Union Station Project Dralt Ervironmental Impact Report
Dear Wir. Chio:

This firm represents the Los Angeles County Children and Familes First Proposition 10
Commission, also known as First 5 LA, On behalf of First 5 LA, we have reviewed the Draft
Ervirenmental Impact Report [State Clearinghouse MNo. 2006051071), dated lanuary 2019
{"DEIR"), which was prepared for Metro®s proposed “Link Union $tation” Praject (the “Project®).

Pleade inchude First 5 LA"S comments on the DEIR inte the record of this Project and incorporate
the comments and responses to our comments into the Final EIR. Additionally, please provide
responses, all future notioes and dirculated documents to this office.

First 5 LA is a public entity that owns and ccoupies a building and property on the Union Statien
campis, in which mast of the agency’s over 100 full time stafl members and operations are
housed to canry out public functions, First 5 LA's baibding and property located at 750 North
Alameda Street, at the southwest corner of the Union Station campus, includes a parking lot with
dedicated spaces for employees and guests. The parking lot also houses a transformer and other
support Bacilities for First 5 LA'S building, First 5 LA hosts numercus public meetings and business
conferences in the bullding every month, with a significant number of public attendees. In
addition, consistent with the agency’s statutory public purpose of improving the lives of young
children and their families, First 5 LA leases a portion of the ground lloor to a childeare Tacility,
La Petite Academy, where a lessee operator cares for approximately 75 very young children five
days & week. The childeare facility includes an accredited Pre-K and early learning program and

AGE 11-1

AGE 11-2

AGE 11-3

RICHARDS WATSON GERSHON

location of the First 5 LA building on the LAUS
campus at 750 North Alameda Street, adjacent to
US-101 mainline and on-/off- ramps, and also
notes the current activities that take place at the
facility. It is also noted La Petite Academy holds a
lease for an accredited Pre-K early learning
program.
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AGE 11-4 Operational Noise and Vibration. Figure 2-8
Vincent Chio P &
Barchii. 3619 Page | 2 (located in S'ect|o'n.2‘0, Project Descr|pt|on, ofthe
Draft EIR) identified the location of La Petite
a separate outdoor play area for the children, who range from infants to age 5, adjacent to First AGET1-3 Academy SI mply as a prESChOOVdaycare fac'l'tY~
5 LA parking kot Contd. This figure has been updated in the Final EIR to
R e e bl R s e o Y |denF|fy the name of the preschool/dgycare facility
are aware, have virtually ignored the presence of First 5 LA and its childcare center on the Uinicn as First 5 LA Headquarters - La Petite ACadem}’.
Station campus. Last summer, we previously provided some similar comments on the Notice of The facility, as identified in Figure 2-8 of the Draft
Preparation for Metro's West Santa Ana Branch [“WSAB®) project, which also failed to note the EIR idered | Il . tal Ivsi
presence of First 5 ILA's offices and a childcare center within mere yards of the proposed project. ! vyas CQHSI ered in a en\(lr'onmen a ana ysis
The same oversight in this DEIR makes portions of the DEIR analysis flawed, as noted below, contained in the Draft EIR, as it is located adJacent
because CEQA, the SCAOMD, and CARE all consider childcane centers to be “sensitive receptors.” AGE 11-4 to where a construction access road was proposed
While the DEIR identifies and analyzes smpacts to schools and other tentitive receplons ower & X .
mile from the Project site, it ignares the childcare center that has existed on the Unian Station in the Draft EIR. In response to comments raised
campu Tof well ower & decade, The st 14 edpecially cgregious béciute the DEIR propoies that by the firm representing First 5 LAY modifications
the street adjacent to First 5 LA's building, the childcare center and the playground, will be a .
condtruction acoess route, This will expods emplopess, visitors and fénsitive childrén to to the proposed prOJeCt Were made af-'ter Draﬂ: EIR
extraordinary and unacceptable noise, air quality, traffic and hazard impacts throughout the pub|IC review. As described in Section 7.2, the
lengthy construction period. J existing access road adjacent to the First 5 LA
A5 a leading public child advocacy entity, First 5 LA s supportive of efforts to enhance family. ) building is no longer proposed for use during
friendly transportation options for populations across Los Angeles County, in a way that has a construction, and was removed from the proposed
pasitive impact on the envirenment, Enhanced rail transit has the potential to do that for many ; : :
under-served communities across the County, 50 we want to be clear that First 5 LA does not project in the Final EIR.
necessarily oppose the goals of the Project. Howewer, the Project as proposed, and as
insufficiently-analyzed in the DEIR, will have a significant impact on First 5 LA's building, its Although La Petite Academy and the First 5 LA
emgployees, visitors and mission, and the children and families served by the childcare center. As AGE 11-5 buildi ifically identified b .
the awner of this building, First 5 LA has a fiduciary redponsibility to the taxpayers and the public uilding are not specitically identifie y name in
to protect the asset. Any activity that encroaches upon of creates a detrimental impact on the Section 3.5, Air Quality and Global Climate change,
value of the building and propeny would be problematic, and ny unmitigatled Mmpacts on First ; : : :
5 LA's staff, visitors and the children they serve would be unacceptable. Further, although not of the Draft EIR or th? Link US Air Qua/’tY/C,/’mate
specilically called sut in the DEIR, First 5 LA would oppose any attempt by Metro 1o acquine any Chaﬂge and Health Risk Assessment (Append ix G of
portion of First 5 LA's building or grounds for any purpase. J the Draft EIR), they are included in the dispersion
we believe that the DEIR in its owrrent form falls to comply with the requirements of the ) mOdelmg' that was CondUCtEd t(? ?Valuate the
California Erwironmental Quality Act (Pub. Res. Code §§ 21000, et seq.), and the State of construction and operational emissions. Please
California Guidelines for the Calfornia Environmental Quality Act [14 Cal. Code Regs. §§15000 et refer to response to Comment AGE 11-27 for a
seg. ). For those reasons, and as detailed below, the DEIR must be revised and recirculated to AGE 11-6 - .
provide the public and decision-makers with a meaningful opportunity to review, anakyze, and dESCI’IptIOH of the short-term construction and
offer comment on the additional information that must be disclosed and the additional long-term operational health risks at the La Petite
AR RLITIRE T i s e 7 Academy and First 5 LA building. The cancer risks
of the proposed project in the Draft EIR are below
1 The Cabfornia Erarcnmental Cuality Act and the State Guidebnes are collectively refemed to as “CEOA" and the the 10-in-1-million threshold, per the results of the
State Gusded wlerred to as the "CEOA Guidelings. * . . . .
i r—— ERERCN—— dispersion modeling conducted, and impacts are
less than significant.
RICHARDS WATSON GERSHON
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FTA/FRA guidance provides for a screening level
assessment,  which  provides  conservative
distances beyond which analysis of operational
(i.e., not construction-related) noise and vibration
impacts are not required because the likelihood of
impact is low. The screening distance for noise-
sensitive receptors located behind rows of
buildings is 375 feet. The First 5 LA building and
the associated preschool/daycare are located
behind rows of buildings (i.e., historic LAUS and
Metropolitan Water District headquarters) at a
distance of 650 feet from the project, which
exceeds the screening distance. Due to the
distance from the project and the presence of
intervening structures, the preschool/daycare was
acknowledged and depicted on Figure 2-8 of the
Draft EIR for site context purposes, although the
preschool/daycare is not required by FTA/FRA
guidance to be analyzed as a potentially affected
sensitive receptor in Section 3.6, Noise and
Vibration, of the Draft EIR.

The Draft EIR did not identify or include an analysis
of noise and vibration impacts at schools located
greater than 1 mile from the project. Instead, the
Draft EIR evaluated noise and vibration levels at a
public elementary school (Ann Street Elementary
School), since this is the public school that is
located nearest to the proposed project. This public
school is located at a similar distance from the
project as the First 5 LA building, approximately
650 feet from the nearest tracks. Analysis at Ann
Street Elementary School identified that there
would be less than significant impact due to
construction or operation of the proposed project.
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Other than the preschool/daycare, the remaining
occupancy of the First 5 LA building is an office
building and is not considered noise- or vibration-
sensitive, per FTA/FRA guidance. Because the First
5 LA building is beyond the screening distance for
land uses located behind intervening buildings for
noise and vibration impacts and because, other
than the preschool/daycare, the building is not
noise-sensitive per FTA/FRA, the building was not
identified in the Draft EIR as a sensitive receptor
that requires an analysis of operational noise and
vibration impacts. Although the First 5 LA building
is located outside of the screening distance, in
order to address this comment, Metro has
provided data on the significant and unavoidable
construction noise impacts presented in the Draft
EIR, analyzed operational noise and vibration
impacts at the property, and updated text and
figures in the Final EIR to provide clarifications.

This analysis comprehensively responds to First 5’s
concerns raised in this comment. Figure 3.6-4 and
Tables 3.6-7 and 3.6-8 (located in Section 3.6,
Noise and Vibration, of the EIR) were updated in
the Final EIR to acknowledge the location of the
First 5 LA building. Section 3.6.4 of the Final EIR
was updated as follows to clarify the presence of
intervening buildings between the rail yard and the
First 5 LA building, which is related to the FTA/FRA
screening distance requirements, and identifying
the location of La Petite Academy at the First 5 LA
building.
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Project Study Area and Noise-/Vibration-
Sensitive Sites

The following discussion provides a description
of the noise- and vibration-sensitive land uses
where sensitive receptors in the project study
area (Category 2 and 3 land uses) occur. The
receptor locations are used for predictions and
represent a cluster of sensitive receptors, which
is consistent with FTA/FRA guidance and
regulations. The noise analysis area includes
those noise-sensitive areas within the screening
distance, or 750 feet, of the proposed
alignment where no buildings are present and
375 feet for areas where intervening buildings
are present. Because vibration attenuates more
quickly with distance, the vibration analysis is
substantially smaller; therefore, it includes only
those vibration-sensitive land uses and
structures within 100 feet of the alignment.

Figure 3.6-4 identifies the noise- and vibration-
sensitive land uses where sensitive receptors in
the project study area (Category 2 and 3 land
uses) occur, and community noise and
vibration measurement locations for modeled
receivers. The receptor locations are used for
predictions and represent a cluster of sensitive
receptors, which is consistent with FTA/FRA
guidance and regulations. Noise- and vibration-
sensitive land uses include William Mead
Homes, Metro Senior Housing, Mozaic
Apartments, One Santa Fe Apartments, a
daycare/elementary  school  (Ann  Street
Elementary), a_preschool/daycare at La Petite
Academy (First 5 LA Headquarters) and a park
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(i.e., athletic fields at the William Mead
Homes). Two jails are also located within the
analysis area; however, there are no outdoor
uses at these jails. For this reason, the jails were
evaluated for indoor noise exposure from the
proposed project (i.e., sleep disturbance).

Construction noise and vibration. Construction
noise and vibration, including proposed
construction routes, were assessed for areas near
LAUS, including the First 5 LA building and the
associated preschool/daycare. The name of each
individual tenant of every building near the station
is intentionally not identified in the Draft EIR's
construction noise and vibration analysis. Instead,
construction noise and vibration impact conditions
are generally assessed at areas within a specified
distance (see Table 3.6-13 in Section 3.6, Noise
and Vibration, of the Draft EIR). Section 3.6, Noise
and Vibration, of the Draft EIR describes the areas
that would be subject to construction noise and
vibration impacts and Mitigation Measures NV-2
and NV-3 (discussed in Section 3.6, Noise and
Vibration) are proposed to reduce these impacts.
These mitigation measures would be applicable to
the work and construction access that was planned
in the Draft EIR adjacent to the First 5 LA building
and the associated preschool/daycare. However,
even after implementation of Mitigation Measures
NV-2 and NV-3, construction-related noise and
vibration impacts would remain significant and
unavoidable.

As discussed earlier in this response, the existing
access road adjacent to the First 5 LA building is no
longer proposed for use during construction.
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AGE 115

The commenter's support for the capacity
enhancements  are  acknowledged.  Metro
recognizes the important work First 5 does to
support families in Los Angeles County.

No encroachment into, or permanent acquisition
of, the First 5 building or grounds is proposed. The
proposed project evaluated in the Draft EIR
included use of an adjacent access road for
construction purposes, but that access road is no
longer part of the project.

The project is not anticipated to cause detrimental
effects on property values; however, as noted in the
comment letter, the project would enhance
family-friendly ~ transportation  options.  In
accordance with CEQA, mitigation measures are
identified in the Draft EIR to reduce significant
impacts to the extent feasible. Consistent with the
comments provided, as disclosed on page 3.6-56
of Section 3.6, Noise and Vibrations, the Draft EIR
does indicate that, although construction-related
noise impacts would be reduced through
implementation of Mitigation Measures NV-2 and
NV-3, impacts would remain significant and
unavoidable. Similarly, as disclosed on page 3.5-58
of Section 3.5, Air Quality and Global Climate
Change, the Draft EIR does indicate that although
construction-related air quality impacts would be
reduced through implementation of Mitigation
Measures AQ-1 and AQ-2 (described in Section
3.5, Air Quality and Global Climate Change, of the
EIR), construction emissions would exceed
SCAQMD’s daily criteria pollutant, and LSTs and
impacts would remain significant and unavoidable.
The Metro Board of Directors would be required to
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adopt the Statement of Overriding Considerations
for any significant and unavoidable impacts
resulting from the proposed project, should the
Board of Directors decide to approve the project.

The comments related to the adequacy of the Draft
EIR have been considered and addressed in
responses to comments AGE 11-1 through AGE
11-34. The criteria for recirculation, as set forth in
CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5, have not been
met. Furthermore, no substantial evidence was
provided to support the claim that the Draft EIR
should be recirculated.
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Vincent Chio

March 4, 2019 Page | 3

W offer the following specific comments on the DEIR:

1. Figure E5-2 includes the First 5 LA building (not labeled) within “Segment 2.° Figure E5-3
appears to leave the boundary short, Which is correct, or what explaing the difference?

1. As outlined in Section E5-7, will First 5 LA be one of the public entities with which Metro
intends to enter inta a third party cooperative agreement? If so, First 5 LA would expect to rely
on a legally adequate Final EIR for its Board to consider in conjunction with apgroval of such an
agreement and should be identified in the DEIR.

3. With regard to Mitigation Measure TR-1, the construction TMP must maintain continuous
public acoess to First 5 LA's public building and parking spaces, as well as public access to MWD's
building and public parking, from Alameda for public buineid and, edpecially, public mestings.
This access should be unimpeded by construction traffic and closwres.

4, Mitigation Measure AQ-3 impermissibly defers the study and mitigation of operational air
guality impacts. The idea that Metro and rail operators will sither implement new rail technology
or reduce rail traffic if annual reports reveal air quality exceedances, b unrealistic. The DER
forecasts rail activities post-project and should be able to model and forecast air quality im pacts
post-project. The air quality impacts can be modeled and mitigated before construction. Once
construction has been completed, Metro and rail operators hawe no incentive to comply with AQ-
3.

5 In threshold 3.5-F the Greenhouse Gas impacts analysis is incomplete and conclusory,
especially given the DEIR"s failure to adequately analyze post-project emissions from significantly
increased rail traflic and more padsengers and workers on the site.

. Thresholds 3.6- A through C, inclusive, and the accompanying text in the DEIR, fail te
analyze the impacts of noise and vibration on First 5 LA's buslding In general, and the sensitive
receplors in the childeare center. Further, the mitigation measures thal purpart 1o mitigate
significant Impacts by requiring avoldance, not using pile drivers “where feasible,” and employing
standards such as “as far away as possible”™ or using the “Tewest streets possible™ does not
mitigate the impacts of moise and vibration. What happens when it is not feasible to avoid the
wse of pile drivers? What happens when such equipment must be wsed in close proximity to
other users? The proposed mitigation ts vague and unenforceable, and these impacts should be
listed as significant and unavoidable,

7. Wnder threshold 3.6-D, and in the enwironmental analysis, every listing of sensitive
receplors in the project vicinity must note and analyze the childcare facility at First 5 LA location,
likely the closest sensitive receptor facility to the Project.

8. Under Threshold 3.9-A and Mitigation Measure GEQ 1, suggesting the future Project
design 1o comply with site-specific recommendations from the Geotechnical Report is

AGE 11-7

AGE 11-8

AGE 11-9

AGE 11-10

AGE 11-11

AGE 11-12

AGE 11-13

AGE 11-14

RICHARDS WATSOMWN GERSHOMN

AGE 11-7

AGE11-8

AGE 119

As indicated in Section ES.2 of the Executive
Summary of the Draft EIR, Figure ES-2 depicts the
project study area, which encompasses the extent
of environmental study associated with potential
direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts from
implementation of the project. As indicated in
Section ES.3 of the Executive Summary of the Draft
EIR, Figure ES-3 is intended to focus on illustrating
the proposed project components. These figures
were prepared to convey two different purposes,
one for the overall study area, and one just to show
the general location of major project components.

Metro does not anticipate any project approvals
required by First 5 LA that would necessitate a
third-party ~ cooperative  agreement to be
established with First 5 LA.

The LAUS internal access road adjacent to the First
5 LA building will not be closed for construction of
the project. The TMP required as part of Mitigation
Measure TR-1 (described in Section 3.3,
Transportation and Traffic, of the EIR) would
require the contractor to maintain safe and
continuous access to public facilities throughout
the duration of construction.

Please also see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

The use of the existing access road adjacent to the
First 5 LA building is no longer proposed for use
during construction.
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AGE 11-10 Section 3.5, Air Quality and Global Climate

Change, of the Draft EIR and the Link US Air
Quality/Climate ~ Change and  Health  Risk
Assessment (Appendix G of the Draft EIR) both
quantify the potential air quality, climate change,
and health risk impacts associated with the rail
operations at LAUS. In no way does Mitigation
Measure AQ-3 (described in Section 3.5, Air
Quality and Global Climate Change, of the Draft
EIR) defer implementation of mitigation due to the
requirement for the provisions of the mitigation to
be included on Metrolink funding and/or operating
plans with Metro. This mitigation measure
establishes specific performance standards to
address air quality impacts associated with the
development of each phase of the project. Annual
emissions inventories would be conducted to
determine the point in time that the impacts are
anticipated to occur based on current train
schedules. The advanced technology provisions of
the mitigation measure would be applicable when
impacts are anticipated based on actual train
movements through LAUS.

Mitigation Measure AQ-3 is proposed to ensure
that all air quality and health risk impacts are
properly mitigated based on quantitative results of
criteria pollutant emissions and diesel pollutant
concentrations in the project study area associated
with  actual/current  train  movements and
corresponding pollutant concentrations through
the year 2040. If the operators are not able to
mitigate the future impacts, the proposed
increases in  rail  operations cannot be
implemented. CEQA requires Metro, as the lead
agency, to implement reasonable and feasible
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mitigation measures to reduce project impacts,
and the provisions of Mitigation Measure AQ-3
align with the regional and statewide projections
for implementation of emerging technology.
Furthermore, because the requirements of the
mitigation measure would be incorporated into
funding and/or operating plans, expansion of
regional /intercity operations would be contingent
upon meeting the provisions of the measure.

Section 3.5, Air Quality and Global Climate
Change, of the Draft EIR and the Link US Air
Quality/Climate  Change and  Health  Risk
Assessment (Appendix G of the Draft EIR) both
quantify the GHG emissions associated with
construction and operation of the proposed
project. Page 3.5-51 in Section 3.5, Air Quality and
Global Climate Change, of the Draft EIR identifies
the activities associated with project operations
that could directly or indirectly contribute to the
generation of GHG emissions. The Link US Air
Quality/Climate  Change and  Health  Risk
Assessment  (Appendix G of the Draft EIR)
calculated GHG emissions for the following
operational activities:

e (Cas, electricity, and water use
e Solid waste disposal
e Motor vehicle use

e Train emissions

The operational emissions include passenger,
worker, and rail activities.
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AGE 11-12 See response to Comment AGE 11-4. Consistent

with the comments provided, as disclosed on page
3.6-56 of Section 3.6, Noise and Vibration, the
Draft EIR does indicate that, although
construction-related noise impacts would be
reduced through implementation of Mitigation
Measures NV-2 and NV-3, impacts would remain
significant and unavoidable. The Metro Board of
Directors would be required to adopt the
Statement of Overriding Considerations for any
significant and unavoidable impacts resulting from
the proposed project, should the Board of
Directors decide to approve the project.

Although the building is located outside of the
screening analysis area for which to analyze
operational noise and vibration impacts, Metro has
elected to analyze operational noise and vibration
impacts at the property to comprehensively
respond to First 5’s concerns. See Table 4-5 of the
2018 FTA Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment
Guidance Document for operational noise impact
thresholds. Project operational noise and vibration
levels were predicted at the La Petite Academy
playground using these thresholds and the same
methods described in Section 3.6, Noise and
Vibration, of the Draft EIR. Although the office area
of the First 5 property is not noise-sensitive per
Table 4-3 of the FTA/FRA guidance, if it were, the
predicted noise levels for the playground would be
similar to those experienced at the exterior of the
First 5 LA building.

The following sections, figures, and tables in
Section 3.6, Noise and Vibration, of the Draft EIR,
were edited to address this comment:
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e Second paragraph of Section 3.6.4

e Figure 3.6-4
e Table3.6-7
e Table3.6-8

Vibration from trains operating on the nearest
tracks to the First 5 LA building were calculated
assuming no building coupling loss at the La Petite
Academy playground. According to FTA/FRA, this
location would have a vibration impact threshold of
75 VdB and the predicted vibration levels would be:

e Gold Line Light Rail Transit on Track 1,
located 650 feet away — 35 VdB

e Commuter, Intercity, or Long-Distance
Passenger Rail on Track 3, located 710 feet
away — 47 VdB

e High-Speed Rail on Track 3, located 710 feet
away — 34 VdB

Consistent with the findings of the FTA/FRA
screening level assessment, there are no significant
operational noise or vibration impacts to the First
5 LA building predicted as a result of implementing
the proposed project.

CEQA requires that potential impacts be mitigated
to the extent feasible. With respect to construction,
the Draft EIR identifies mitigation measures to be
implemented that can and will reduce overall noise
and vibration impacts during construction. Metro
recognizes that complete avoidance of certain
construction methods, such as pile driving, is not
possible; therefore, mitigation is proposed to
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AGE 11-14

minimize these activities where feasible, but it is
not possible to completely eliminate these
construction impacts in order to implement the
project.

See response to comment AGE 11-4 and AGE
11-12.

Additionally, at approximately 650 feet (with
intervening  buildings) from the project's
operational noise and vibration sources, La Petite
Academy is not the nearest noise-sensitive
receptor, because the Mozaic Apartments and
William Mead Homes are both located closer to the
proposed project infrastructure. The Mosaic
Apartments and the William Mead Homes are also
both located in direct line of sight to the proposed
project,

The text of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 (described
in Section 3.9, Geology and Soils, of the Draft EIR)
was revised to mitigate the risk of seismic ground
shaking and ground failure, including settlement
and liquefaction. Mitigation Measure GEO-1 was
revised as follows, to include the suggested
additions of the commenter.

GEO 1: Prepare Final Geotechnical Report:
During final design, a final geotechnical report
shall be prepared by a licensed geotechnical
engineer (to be retained by Metro). The final
geotechnical report shall address and include
site specific design recommendations on the
following:

e  Site preparation

e Soil bearing capacity
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e Appropriate sources and types of fill
e Liquefaction

e Lateral spreading

e Corrosive soils

e Structural foundations

e Grading practices

The recommendations shall mitigate the risk of
seismic_ground shaking and ground failure,
including settlement and liquefaction. In
addition to the recommendations for the
conditions listed above, the report shall include
results of subsurface testing of soil and
groundwater conditions, and shall provide
recommendations as to the appropriate
foundation designs that are consistent with the
latest version of the California Building Code
(CBC), as applicable at the time building and
grading permits are pursued. Additional
recommendations shall be included in that
report to provide guidance for design of project-
related infrastructure in accordance with Metro
Rail Design Criteria, Manual for Railway
Engineering, California High-Speed Train
Project Design Criteria, California Amendments
to the American Association of State Highway
and Transportation Officials Load and
Resistance Factor Design Bridge Design
Specifications, and applicable local city codes
(Appendix L of this EIR). The project shall be
designed and constructed to comply with the
site-specific recommendations as provided in
the final geotechnical report to be prepared.
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incomplete.  Mitigation Measure GEO 1 must be revsed to state that the project shall be
designed and comstructed to comply with the geotechnical report , and that the
recommendations. must mitigate the risk of sessmic ground shaking and ground Tailure, including
liguefaction, from the project to a level of insignificance. There is no performance threshold
listed, so we assume the intent is that the risks will be completely eliminated. For reference, see
the mone specific and enforceable language of Mitigation Measure HAZ-2: “Metro shall
implement the Phase Il ESA findings.”

9. Fer Threshold 3.9-C, see the comment above refating to Threshold 3.9-A

10, Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 should be revised to explicitly prohibit the storage,
containment and daposal of harardous materials on and off-sie in any area that & in close
promimity to any residences, offices and sensithve receptors, induding the First 5 LA offices and
childcare facility.

11 Threshald 3.10-C notes the risk of various hazards with % mile of an existing or proposed
school, First 5 LA's office and childcare Facility i physically on the Project site according to Figure
E5-2, and certainly within X mile of the Project site. Neither is noted or analyzed in the DEIR,

12 Threshold 3.10-E notes that construction activities could inerfere with emergency
redponde and access. Construction activitied may interfere with emergency sgrsss, as well, and
the TMP needs to address this, especially for First 5 LA™ employees, invitees, and the childcare
facility. Public meetings with significant attendance are held regularly in First 5 LA"s bailding. as
well a3 in MWD's building on-site. Neither of those populations are noted or analyzed in the
DEIR. How will construction activities impede emergency acoess and evacuation for meeting
attendees in addition to employees and children being cared for at the childcare center?

13, Figure 1-8 incorrectly labels the entire First 5 LA building as “La Petite Academy.” It
should be corrected to note that the building is First 5 LA™ headquarters with a portion uied as
a childcare facility. Gien the label, however, the DEIR™ otherwiie compléte failure to mention
andfor analyze the fmpacts on First 5 LA and La Petite Academy b even more confusing.

14 Figure 2-8 shows that the driveway and only vehicular sccess point to First 5 LA's building,
incheding parking lot and drop-off area for childcare, is proposed 1o be a construction access paint
route. What ane the anticipated nolse and vibration, traffic, air quality, safety and other impacts
of this scheme on First 5 LA and the childcare center?

15, Apsthetics section 3.4 - The addition of tall new terminal structunes has the poasibility of
substantially degrading the views over the Union Station campas, in the context of the historic
structures that currently exist, as well as the scenic vista toward the north and the east past Union
Station to the San Gabriel Mountains. Figure 2-18 shows dramatic abowe-ground new
construction of massive terminal structures 70-90 feet high, Yet no visual impacts ane identified?
will this proposed structure comply with applicable height limits?

AGE 11-14
Contd.

AGE 11-15

AGE 11-16

AGE 11-17

AGE 11-18

AGE 11-19

AGE 11-20

AGE 11-21
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AGE 11-15

AGE11-16

AGE 11-17

AGE 11-18

See response to Comment AGE 11-14.

The HMMP, developed in fulfillment of Mitigation
Measure HAZ-1 (described in Section 3.10,
Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the Draft
EIR), will be prepared to be protective of public
health and the environment by detailing proper
detection, handling, storage, sampling, and
disposal procedures for impacted soil. The nature
and extent of hazardous materials that would be
encountered during project construction would be
evaluated prior to construction via the Phase Il ESA
required as part of Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 in
the Draft EIR. Potential hazardous materials will be
evaluated on a case-by-case basis.

As noted in the evaluation under Threshold 3.10-C,
based on the health risk assessment conducted for
the project, the DPM emissions associated with
the short-term construction activities would not
result in an increased cancer risk (i.e., would not
exceed the SCAQMD's 10-in-1-million threshold)
at any school within 0.25 mile of the project (see
Section 3.5, Air Quality and Global Climate
Change). This evaluation, conducted in support of
Threshold 3.10-C, would also apply to other similar
daycare facilities and childcare centers within the
0.25-mile buffer, such as La Petite Academy.

The use of the existing access road adjacent to the
First 5 LA building is no longer proposed for use
during construction. This access road was
removed in the Final EIR.

As discussed in Section 3.10, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials, of the Draft EIR, without
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mitigation, interference with emergency response
and access (synonymous with egress) could occur
during construction and this is therefore
considered a significant impact. Evacuation during
an emergency could also be affected in a similar
manner. The TMP required as part of Mitigation
Measure TR-1  (described in Section 3.3,
Transportation and Traffic) will address emergency
response for all affected roadways, including the
LAUS internal access road adjacent to the First 5
LA building that was previously proposed for use in
the Draft EIR in addition to designated evacuation
routes in the project study area. It should be noted
the internal access road adjacent to the First 5 LA
building will no longer be used during construction
of the proposed project. The mitigation will
mitigate the impacts to less than significant.

Figure 2-8 (located in Section 2.0, Project
Description) was updated to indicate “First 5 LA
Headquarters — La Petite Academy.” See response
to comment AGE 11-4 for the background
reasoning on inclusion of this office building in the
environmental analysis.

The use of the existing access road adjacent to the
First 5 LA building is no longer proposed for use
during construction. See response to Comments
AGE 11-4 and AGE 11-12.

Construction noise and vibration impacts and
mitigation measures are addressed in Section 3.6.5
and Section 3.6.6 of the Draft EIR.

Continuous construction noise and vibration
monitoring required as part of Mitigation Measure
NV-2 will help to address any exceedances of
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temporary noise thresholds from construction that
are identified in Section 3.6, Noise and Vibration,
of the Draft EIR. Consistent with the comments
provided, as disclosed on page 3.6-56 of Section
3.6, Noise and Vibration, the Draft EIR does
indicate that, although construction-related noise
impacts  would be  reduced  through
implementation of Mitigation Measures NV-2 and
NV-3, impacts would remain significant and
unavoidable.

See also responses to Comments AGE 11-9, AGE
11-10, AGE 11-11, and AGE 11-18 for a discussion
of traffic and air quality impacts disclosed in the
Draft EIR.

With regard to consistency with the historical
character of LAUS, Section 3.12 of the Draft EIR
has disclosed that at this early stage of project
design, the elevated portion of the above-grade
passenger concourse as part of the proposed
project evaluated in the Draft EIR may include a
modern design element over the rail yard, which is
incompatible with the historic fabric and other
character-defining features of LAUS. Based on the
design of the proposed project in the Draft EIR, as
described on page 3.12-75 of the Draft EIR, this is
considered an indirect impact that is significant
and, even with implementation of mitigation
measures, the impacts would remain significant
and unavoidable.

Based on the modified proposed project updates
contained in this Final EIR, indirect impacts
resulting from the proposed canopy structure(s)
would still result in a significant and unavoidable
impact.
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In regard to applicable height limits, as discussed
in Table 3.2-1 (located in Section 3.2, Land Use and
Planning) of the Draft EIR, Metro is authorized by
the State of California to develop its property under
its enabling legislation (AB 152) and Public Utilities
Code 3063 1a.
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March 4, 2019 Page | 5

1B, Page 3.3-37 estimates traffic growth based on new retail and office commiercial square
footage. Almaost 200,000 square feet of new retail and office space is proposed to be added to
an already dense campus in an already dense and congested urban core. Trips generated are
“assurmed” to be BO% mass transit, based on a 2011 survey. Why has the 2011 survey not been
updated? More information is nreeded on this survey and why it is presumed to still be valid.
How will the B0% “assumption” be enforced? What measures or project elements are included
to make sure that the wehicle trip generation figures are not dramatically under-counted?

17.  The proposed use of the internal roadway immediately adjacent to First 5 LA's main
business entrance for construction access will create, at a minimurm, significant traffic, noise and
hazard impacts. Those impacts are not analyzed or adequately mitigated. First 5 LA's access must
be available throughout, including acoess to the parking bot,

18, Insection 3.4 - Aesthetics, the DEIR should identiby First 5 LA™ corner of the Union Station
property as a “visual assessment unit,” and assess the impacts of the proposed project from that
location. Thit i eipecially true from the third floor of the First 5 LA building, where a unique
open deck is a significant amenity for public and organizational events that will be adversely
impactied by view changes, The dosest “visual astedsment unit™ anabyzed is 4a, and the view
Impacts from grownd bevel at a park across Alameda and up the street from First 5 LA will be
significantly different than the view impacts at First 5 LA's building, especially from the upper
floors. Mote that key view 4a is looking up at the fagade of Union Station, where no significam
view of the proposed structures can realistically be seen due to the angle of the view (see Figures
3.4-30 throwgh 33, inclusive). A view from the third floor of First 5 LA, looking over the entire
Union Station campus and not blocked by the existing fagade, is unique and should be evaluated
as such, Figure 3.4-37 begins to show how massive and inconsistent with existing architecture
the new structures will be. This calls into question the adequacy of the assthetic anabysis.

13, Darect assthetic impacts from construction ane deemed insig nificant because they will be
“temporary.” Those who live, work, and own property in the area are unlikely to agree with that
assessment in conniclion with a massive, mulli-year construction project. Construction-related
aesthetc impacts must be deerned to be significant, and adequate mitigation measures must be
applied,

0, Onpage 3.4-57, note that the views from First 5 LA's offices are somewhat similar to the
types of views the residents of Mosaic Apartments enjoy, but would be reversed and seen
primarily from offices facing north and east, including the third floor cutdoor deck. Without
sdequate visual analysis, First 5 LA must disagree with the unsupported characterization that
view impacts are insignificant because the new construction will likely look better than existing
conditions. Without an adequate visual comparison or other evidence, the DEIR's conclusion in
this regard is conclusory and not supported by evidence,

AGE 11-22

AGE 11-23

AGE 11-24

AGE 11-25

AGE 11-26

RICHARDS WATSON GERSHON

AGE 11-22 At the onset of the project in 2016, the 5 year old

AGE 11-23

survey was the most recent and available data to
use. The results of the survey are still valid and
appropriate for use because the existing conditions
at LAUS have not changed substantially, with
exception of greater ridership. In 2016, LADOT
approved the use of this survey for use in the traffic
analysis. The 80 percent assumption associated
with the use of the 2011 survey, and the rest of the
traffic impact methodology was proposed for
approval to LADOT via the MOU (not
enforcement). The MOU is provided as Appendix
A to the Link US Traffic Impact Assessment,
Appendix E of the Draft EIR. The 80 percent transit
credit assumption is from a Market Study prepared
by a consultant to Metro (Concord Group), and is
provided as an element of the MOU. This study
concluded that LAUS could support up to 189,000
square feet of retail without adding any new
vehicular trips to the station. Therefore, the
analysis in Section 3.3, Transportation and Traffic,
of the Draft EIR and in Appendix E, Link US Traffic
Impact Assessment assumes 20 percent of the trips
would be from the employees and delivery trucks
to support these retail uses. Enforcement or long-
term measures to track actual vehicular trips
generated is not proposed as part of the project.

See responses to Comments AGE 11-4 and AGE
11-16.

Please also see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.
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The use of the existing access road adjacent to the
First 5 LA building is no longer proposed for use
during construction.

As discussed in Section 3.4, Aesthetics, on page
3.4-6 of the Draft EIR, visual assessment units are
focused on the most visually dominant features of
the project, and it is not feasible to analyze all of
the views from which the project would be seen.
Although the third floor of this particular office
building in downtown Los Angeles has a unique
deck that serves as an amenity, these semi-private
views do not provide a sightline of a protected
scenic vista. The elevated rail yard with elevated
portion of the concourse as part of the proposed
project in the Draft EIR would be shorter than
some of its surrounding buildings, including the
Metro Headquarters building. In the Final EIR, the
proposed project does not include an elevated
portion of the passenger concourse. Impact
conclusions for Aesthetics in the Draft EIR remain
unchanged as a result of the project modifications.

Metro does acknowledge views of major project
elements would be different from various vantage
points throughout the project study area, with
some viewers experiencing a greater magnitude of
visual change. However, the impact analysis in the
Draft EIR is based on the presence (or lack of)
visual resources in the project study area.

See response to Comment AGE 11-21.
As discussed above, the use of the existing access

road adjacent to the First 5 LA building is no longer
proposed for use during construction. For this
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reason, potential aesthetic impacts anticipated at
this location would be less than reported in the
Draft EIR.

Based on the project implementation approach
described in Section 2.10 of the Draft EIR, the
major project elements would be constructed at
different times. Construction activities would
include materials staging, equipment use, and
signage to secure the staging and active
construction areas. Construction is temporary and
construction-related equipment and staging areas
would be removed after the completion of
construction activities. As described in Section 3.4,
Aesthetics, the temporary nature of proposed
construction activities would not degrade the visual
character or quality of the area that currently
contains an existing transportation corridor, heavily
used rail yard, freeway corridor, and
manufacturing/industrial land uses. Due to the low
visual quality of the surrounding area, and the
temporary duration of construction activities,
impacts in the Draft EIR were determined to be less
than significant.

It should also be noted that the Draft EIR does
acknowledge significant aesthetic impacts during
construction, and Mitigation Measure AES-2
(described in Section 3.4, Aesthetics, of the Draft
EIR) is proposed to reduce significant impacts
associated with light and glare to a level less than
significant.

Views from the Mozaic Apartments consist of an
active rail yard and the Metro Headquarters
building, among other aspects in and around
LAUS. A full evaluation of potential visual impacts
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throughout the limits of the project study area,
including preparation of visual simulations and
artist renderings that support the impact analysis,
is provided in Section 3.4.4 of the Draft EIR. See
response to comment AGE 11-24.
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AGE 11-27 Although La Petite Academy and the First 5 LA
8 Y
Vineint Chio building are not specifically identified by name in
March 4, 2019 Page | & ) 8 . P . y y .
Section 3.5, Air Quality and Global Climate
1. Figure 3.5-1 and the bext on page 3.5-14 fails to identify the La Petite Academy childcare Change, of the Draft EIR or the Link US Air
center located on the first floor of First S LA building and serving dozens of young children every Quality/Climate ~ Change and  Health  Risk
day. This & concerning given the project’s apparent intent to use the internal street directly :
adjacent to the outdoor playgrownd for construction traffic. This omission is perplexing, since AGE 11-27 Assessmen.t, Appenc.hx G Of the Draft' EIR, they are
First 5 LA's building ks labeled “La Patite Academy” in Figure 2-8. This omission akso calls into included in the dispersion modeling that was
question the analysis of noise, traffic and hazard impacts, among others. Please analyze the conducted to evaluate the construction and
impacts on this sensitive receptor location and re-circulate. . . . . .
operational emissions. The dispersion modeling
22, Similarky, it inexplicable that First 5 LA's offices and the childeare center are not included was conducted using the American Meteorological
in the analysis of “closest land uses to the project™ depicted in Table 3.5-30 *modeled cancer Society and EPA Regulatory Model' and covered
risks.” Utah Street Elementary School, located over 1.5 miles from Union Station, was analyoed. . . ; ; )
¥et the DEIR utterly fails to examine a variety of impacts on the childcare facility that has been AGE 11-28 the entire project area, including the La Petite
located on the Union Station campus for over a decade, The DEIR analyzes impacts on workers Academy and the First 5 LA bu||d|ng The resuhs of
at the Men's Central Jail, over ' mile from the project site, yet omits the workers at First 5 LA, the di . deli ted in the Final
literally within a few feet of the project and the proposed construction route. All of the tables in € ISper.SIOl"I moae lng ar? repor ed n € Il’?a
Section 3.5 should be revised with updated analysis and mitigation, and recirculated. EIR, relative to the location of the La Petite
; Academy and the First 5 LA building. As shown in
23.  The DEIR's conclusion regarding objectionable odor impacts as a direct result of . . .
construction is inadequate and undupported by any evidénce, It alone substantial evidence, *It Tables 35-30 thl’OUgh 35-40 n SeCthl’] 35, Alr
won't happen very often, and when it does it won't happen to that many people” is not a valid AGE 11-29 Quality and Global Climate Change of the Final
lewel of anabysis under CEQA. Local residents, workers and children are not likely to agree, Please . L .
iy ciinoliatiahy sl misy il nmcasand il witigaion. EIR, W|'thout mitigation,  the ' short-term
construction and long-term operational health
4, Fiatr?:a-fr'* a';d t!"“-‘ iﬂt:mﬂar_lﬁ";a'jahlsii are i“;;f'{luﬂiﬁb_'-'f::_ﬂ_ they ignare the risks at the La Petite Academy and the First 5 LA
presence of a daycare facility on the Linion Station campus. Section 1.6 is deficient in its entirety - . .
for failures to evaluate impacts on these sensitive receptors. Please identify whether First 5 LA AGE 11-30 bU||dmg are |ES§ th.an the South Coast Air Quallty
building will experience significant noise and vibration impacts from heavy construction activties Management District’s thresholds and, therefore,
.am-d whether the :hl!dr.en In the :hlldc?ne center are suhl..e_ct to any additional or different less than signiﬂcant. Implementing l\/litigation
impacts. If so, how will impacts at the childcare center be mitigated?
Measures AQ-1 through AQ-3 would further
25 It is impossible to understand from the conchusory text how Metro believes that reduce the health risks.
otherwise significant impacts lrom construction noise and vibration will be mitigated to a level
of insignificance by using “noise and vibration-reduding measwres™ during construction “when
possible.” Mitigation measure NV-2 specifically states that trucks are to be rerouted 1o impact See responses to Comments AGE 11-4 and AGE
the “fewest residences” when necessary, But the conclusion here, and elkewhene in the DEIR, 11-12 (noise and vibration) AGE 11-16 (hazards)
that impasing a significant ervironmental impact on fewer people without materially changing AGE 11-31 ) ' ’
the nature of the impact on those people makes the impact insignificant is inconsistent with and AGE 11-18 (trafﬂc)~
CEQA. What is the specilic number of residences that constitutes “few encugh® such that a
significant Empact magically becomes insignificant? How will the “fewest™ number of residences oL
be determined? Is a significant ervironmental impact on one residence still significant even Please also see the summary of modlﬂcgnons. to
thaugh it impacts “fewer” than oeiginally planned? the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
) p
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The criteria for recirculation as set forth in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5 have not been met.

See response to Comment AGE 11-27. As
discussed in response to Comment AGE 11-27,
although La Petite Academy and the First 5 LA
building are not specifically identified in Section 3.5
of the Draft EIR or Appendix G of the Draft EIR, they
are included in the dispersion modeling that was
conducted for the construction and operational
emissions. The results of the dispersion modeling
are included in Appendix E to the Link US Air
Quality/Climate  Change and  Health  Risk
Assessment (Appendix G of the Draft EIR). The
tables in the Draft EIR that list the emission
concentrations and the associated cancer risks for
the project’'s construction and operational
emissions were updated in the Final EIR to report
the results of the dispersion modeling that was
conducted in the La Petite Academy and First 5 LA
building area. These results indicate that the cancer
risks at La Petite Academy and the First 5 LA
building are below the 10 in 1-million threshold per
the results of the dispersion modeling conducted
(see updated Tables 3.5-30 through 3.5-40) of the
Final EIR). The criteria for recirculation as set forth
in CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 have not been
met.

SCAQMD's odor impact threshold is based on
their Rule 402, Nuisance. Rule 402 includes the
following text:

“A person shall not discharge from any source
whatsoever such quantities of air contaminants or
other material which cause injury, detriment,
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nuisance, or annoyance to any considerable number
of persons or to the public, or which endanger the
comfort, repose, health or safety of any such persons
or the public, or which cause, or have a natural
tendency to cause, injury or damage to business or

property.”

As discussed in Section 3.5.5 of the Draft EIR, the
construction odors will be short-term and limited
in extent at any given time. Therefore, the odor
impacts associated with construction equipment
would not impact a considerable number of
persons for an extended period of time.

The use of the existing access road adjacent to the
First 5 LA building is no longer proposed for use
during construction. See response to Comment
AGE 11-4 regarding the analysis of construction
noise.

Table 3.6-13 in Section 3.6, Noise and Vibration, of
the Draft EIR identifies the types of equipment that
would be anticipated in each segment of the
project study area. The First 5 LA building is located
adjacent to an internal LAUS access road in
Segment 2 of the project study area (Concourse
Segment) that was proposed as a construction
access route for water trucks and haul trucks in the
Draft EIR. The sound levels for set distances from
construction equipment are all discussed in
Table 3.6-13. As indicated in Section 3.6, Noise and
Vibration, of the Draft EIR, even with
implementation of Mitigation Measures NV-2 and
NV-3, impacts would remain significant and
unavoidable. Metro is prepared to work with
property owners near the station during
implementation of the required mitigation
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measures to reduce potential construction-related
impacts to the extent practicable. However,
consistent with the comments provided, as
disclosed on page 3.6-56 of Section 3.6, Noise and
Vibration, the Draft EIR does indicate that,
although construction-related noise impacts would
be reduced through implementation of Mitigation
Measures NV-2 and NV-3, impacts would remain
significant and unavoidable.

See response to Comments AGE 11-4 and AGE
11-30.

The Draft EIR includes a conservative level of
evaluation to determine if project-related impacts
would be significant based on the current location
and type of land uses where noise-sensitive areas
are located and the changes to physical conditions
in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section
15126.2. The receptor locations are used for
predictions and represent a cluster of sensitive
receptors, which is consistent with FTA/FRA
guidance and regulations. Impact determinations
in the Draft EIR are made based on the FTA/FRA
guidance and regulations using the language of the
CEQA thresholds. Specifically, Threshold 3.6-D was
considered to determine if the proposed
construction activities would result in “a
substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels existing without the project.”
Based on the evaluation conducted, construction-
related noise would be considered a significant and
unavoidable impact, even after implementation of
Mitigation Measures NV-2 and NV-3 (described in
Section 3.6, Noise and Vibration, of the Draft EIR).
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26. Mitigation Measure NV-2 requires the construction of “temporary nolse walls™ or “plles
of excavated materials™ between noisy activities and noise-sensitive receivers.  The childcare
facility at First 5 LA"s building is 8 nolse-sensitive receiver. First 5 LA will not accept the
construction of “temporary notse walls™ or “plles of excavated materiak™ adjacent to its building
to protect against the noise from the proposed construction access route and project
construction. Metro should make other plans that do not expase sensitive young children on our
site to excessive and prolonged exposwre to significant noise and vibration. Further, and
additionally, “temporary noise wals” would unacceptably impair access to First 5 LA's offices,
public meeting spaces, and parking lot.

27.  On page 3.10-9, note that & Beensed childeare center exists within a few hundred feet of
the project site and should be included in the list of schools and similar sensitive wses,

The alernatives analysis should nclude an anabyiis of impacts 1o First 5 LA and the childcare
center, similar to the other nelghboring uses that have been included. This is the only way First
5 LA and its stakeholders will be able to determine whether an alternative project should be
favored.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the DEIR. Flrst 5 LA looks forward 1o Metro's
responses and to our concerns being addressed in a revised and recirculated document, Please
cantact me if you have any further guestions.

Very truly you

']
o

I
Craig A Steele
Legal Counsel
First 5 LA

ee:  John Wagner, First 5 LA

12188 DOOT\22TIN08 1 doc.
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AGE 11-32 The use of the existing access road adjacent to the

AGE 11-33

AGE 11-34

First 5 LA building is no longer proposed for use
during construction. Temporary noise walls or
piles of excavated material would not be placed
adjacent to the First 5 LA Headquarters building,
or otherwise impede access.

The location of a childcare center has been noted.
This site will be considered and included in the
HMMP, as informed by the results of the Phase
site investigation that is a requirement of
Mitigation Measures HAZ-1 and HAZ-2 (described
in Section 3.0, Hazards and Hazardous Materials,
of the Draft EIR).

Comment noted.
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Name: Jessica Lall
Organization: Central City Association of Los Angeles
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CCA

CRNTRAL CITW
ASSOCIATHON

lansary 25, D019

Fhullip A Washinglon
CEQ, Los Angeles Metro
Ovve Gateway Maza

Los Angeles, TA 90012

Rei Link US EIR and At-Grade, Abowe-Grade, and Hybrid Concourse Options
Dear I, Washingion,

Esmablished in 1924, Central City Asseciation (CCA) Is committed ta advancing policies that
enhance Downtown Lot Angeles” vibrancy and incraade inveitment in the region, CCA
represents more than 400 businesses, trade associations, and nonprofit organizations, and our
migmibeérs depend on a robust and reliable ransportation network 1o effectively serve
Downtown residents, workers, and visitors. Union Station is in many ways the hub of cur
region's transit network, and so we're very supportive of Metro's efforts 1o improve the rider
experience with “Link US."

ORG 1-1

CCA it firrmly in favar of Metra's plans for improved thraat and run-through tegments at Unian
Station, but on several oocasions we have copressed concerns with the proposed ﬂhmll--;rarlr
and hybrid apricns for the concaurse segment. In Navember 2018 we sent a letter ta Metra

outlining our requests for additional information on four key topics relating to the concourse
apthans. ORG 1-2

Qur reguest included comparative performance data for each concourse option on the
fallawing metries: trarsfer times: reliability and accessibility: operational and capital eost: and
the avallability and revenue potential of on-$ite customer amenitics including food and retail
establishment. While we expeet the upcoming technizal Concourse Study te answer thess
questions in greater detail, the recently released draft EIR beging to address many of these
same haues,

The draft EIR has bed us to the condusbon that none of the proposed condourie options
should bi selected by the Metro Board, Instead, we recemmend & mare medest expansion of ORG 1-3
the at-grade passageway to between 100-200 feet and the slimination of the above-grade

CONCOUNSE 38 3 Project companant, <
Price to the end of 2018, two possible concourse oplions were proposed: an above grade ] ORG 1-4
concourde a1 4 eodt of $1.15 killion, of sn ar-grade concourse at a dost of 516 billian. At the

L% Wikt e DLt feta B3 Lo ASphad CATRIETY
ERSE SR FE L e

This comment does not address environmental topics
evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of
the Draft EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment,
general information and background related to project
development topics have been provided, where applicable.

ORG 1-1

ORG 1-2

ORG 1-3

ORG 1-4

Comment noted.

Metro is in receipt of the letter from November
2018 and acknowledges many of the similar
concerns outlined in the comment letter received
during the Draft EIR public comment period. The
Concourse Study is being prepared in parallel with
the CEQA process.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

The commenter’s recommendation for a modest
expansion of the at-grade passageway is noted.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation
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The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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CCA

CEMTRAL CITY
ALSCCIATION

Mavermber 2008 mesting of the Metrs Manning and Programming Committes and subieguent
full Board meeting on Decembrer G, a third design option wad described. This option, a hybrid of
the bwo previous designs, would provide an expanded at-grade passageway (approximately 120
feet wide rather than the J00-foot-wide original at-grade proposall in addition 1o an above-
grade concourse.

Thie préject cost would be maintained at approdmately 51.15 billion = the sarme as the eriginal
above-grade opthon’s. estimated coat - by paring back some of the shove-grade concourse"s
features. This hybrid option would also recole the sgnificant trancfer time penalty that wat
repoited for the sbove-grade-only condourie option, allowing thode transierring between
transit tervices to uie the at-grade paisagewsy rather than take, for example, a circuitous path
from the below-ground Red/Purple Line station, 1o 75 feet above ground in the above-grade
concourse, then back down 1o the at-grade train platforms.

Far most = and potentially all - passengers tramsferring between serdoes at Union Station, the
expanded at-grade passageway will worve all thesr nesds, gt as the existang belovwe-ground
pastageway does loday. This begs the question of what additional value the above-grade
concourse adds to the passenger experience, and whether the benefits justify the cost. We
beligve this question i especially salient given that an expanded at-grade passageway will
require reducing the design scope of the above-grade concourse te keep couts ot of below
5115 billion.

Furtheimaore, the above-grade and hybrid concourse aptions seem over-designed for the future
needs of Unlon $tation. According to Metro, Union Station currently serves 110,000 passengers
per day and this number will increate 1o approsmately 200,000 per day by 2040, 1t is CCA's
view that if & 30-fect wide exiiting passageway is adequately senving teday's Unden Station
passengers, a 120-foot wide at-grade passageway should be more than enough to serve
reughly bedie as many passengers in the future.

Betro has a herculean task before it balmcing thee management of dogsens of majon projects,
diemands for addithonal investneents and wider project wopes [“mose cinaments on the
Christrmas tree”), expedited schedules, and more, COA itelf has made several such requests on
behalf of ather important profects such st the Arte Dkbrict Station, Wt Santa Ana Branch, and
Pico ation. LinkUS is a rare opporiunity To take an eimamend off the wee = without any
msaningful mpact to Metro's cuttomaens = and to facis your limited récources on other worthy

elforts.

Heloie thus EIR process b compleled, we hope you will serainly caploene a ongd e habed
conuourse wpgrade Uan sdeal & omomtly proposed. Allermatively; a supplementa EIR could be

BB AR | e S, LB LA gea, DA BOY D

TER bR BYAR | mesla sy

\

J

ORG 1-4
Contd.

ORG 1-5

ORG 1-6

ORG 1-7

ORG 1-8

ORG 1-5

ORG 1-6

ORG 1-7

ORG 1-8

Please see Key Issue Response PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

Please see Key Issue Response PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

Comment noted.

Metro, as the CEQA lead agency, intends to
maximize use of the Final EIR and associated
environmental evaluation. The commenter's
preference for an expanded passageway is noted.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed

7-199
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description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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CCA

CEMTRAL CITY
ASSOCIATION

pursued 50 as not to delay the implementation of the already-funded throat and run-through
track Emprovements. We cannot say whether a 120-foot-wide at-grade passageway is best, or
perhaps 150 or even 200 feet. Regardless, we believe that an expanded at-grade passageway
will fully serve the needs of Union Station passengers, and do so more effectively, affordably,
and with greater respect for the historic design of Union $tation, than an above-grade
concouwse of hybrid oplion

sincerely,
FRIN

le=sica Lall
President & CEO, Central City Association of Los Angeles

cc: Metro Board of Directors

Vimcent Chio, Director, Regional Rail

Ayokunle Ogunrinde, Senior Manager, Regional Rail
Jeanet Cwens, Sendor Executive Officer, Regional Rail

b Wilihers b, Jona F34. Los Amprea, CABOGLT
FIREBL LN | resls sy

ORG 1-8
Contd.
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Organization 2 Comment

Name: Tom Savio
Organization: Los Angeles Union Station Historical Society
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_ This comment does not address environmental topics
= JTEL - COMEHTA : evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of
M the Draft EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment,
TTAF Sagrve | e Lo ST 77 s rroiireae Stx - general information and background related to project
development topics have been provided, where applicable.

ORG 2-1  Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation
and Accessibility Enhancements.

R FAVOR PROVEAM( S COMENTARIOS]

The Final EIR project includes modifications based

e on comments received during the public comment

Q) S o Ger b rt'e 9.0 AR 7:‘&;'5’5*‘5‘3{‘45'_%; period. Please see the summary of modifications to

,,r_’”,?.i,{r/,)//,{,'ﬁ Hcidees - AT BsadP e = Joow G GP-FACCAD = the proposed project after Draft EIR public review

2w I T TR (described in Section 7.2) and the detailed

@A/ﬁﬁ'ﬁj Gocedt A6 oo ks bhrisec ﬁ;/?v,‘“/(;_ .g%;:c' 2 ALy description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
e S i SN AT A e e BT R aditron 7 Project Description of the Final EIR.
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COMMENTS |continued)] /[COMENTARIOS [continuacedn] i+ -
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1. Design of Link US Building bad for travelers carrying baggage-disabled-you ORC 2.1
go up- around-down to train!
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for what $500 million?

conservancy oppose it!

maybe the project may become an issue with FBI and IRS

weapons dump must be cleaned up before design Link US

draft EIR without credit — even though it is FRA sec. 106 certified

2. Link US Building looks like a flying saucer from the 1970s “Jetsens” cartoon

3. Link US Building will clash with the Hispanic-style and as such the LA

4. Possible involvement of councilman Hazar his staff won’t say anything- so )

5. Location of Link US Building on the Aliso St. Toxic waste and chemical

6. Any many of the faults LAUSHS left out of Draft EIR LAUSHS helped with

ORG 2-2

ORG 2-3

ORG 2-4

ORG 2-5

ORG 2-6

ORG 2-2

ORG 2-3

ORG 2-4

ORG 2-5

ORG 2-6

The artist renderings are conceptual and subject to
change.

Please see Key Issue Response CR-2: Above-Grade
Passenger Concourse Design and Indirect
Environmental Impacts.

Comment noted.

Please see Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials.

The Link US meetings held in August 2018,
between LAUSHS Board Members, FRA, and
Metro, were specific consultation meetings related
to the federal National Historic Preservation Act,
Section 106 process conducted by FRA. As a
separate process from the CEQA Draft EIR, the
federal Section 106 consultation process is
ongoing and the participation of LAUSHS in that
process will be fully reported in the Draft EIS for
Link US.

CEQA does not require that the Draft EIR address
federal issues, including consultation conducted by
FRA related to Section 106. Metro has consulted
with the LAUSHS on multiple occasions on the
specifics of the Draft EIR and the proposed
infrastructure improvements.

FR
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Organization 3 Comment

Name: Dr. Clyde Tom Williams
Organization: Citizens Coalition for a Safe Community
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Link Union Station (Link US)

DRAFT ENYIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PUBLIC HEARIMNG

Tuesday, January 29, 2019

SPEAKER CARD
Hame Tt"\ A '\.-:A ¥, H\\l{"‘]\j\‘kc-" A

Ciy, State, Tip

I S e T

Subject: | s 3 lin'h-: ra.d ke | p/ o
Subject: L L 1?"—43{"‘1; (!\ S-% Lﬂgrﬁ;ﬁita &f‘wﬁu{rb-f'ﬁ &4 .'_6‘

-3 al [k w oM

Purpose of the Card:

e el

Transcribed Speech:

Dr. Tom William, Citizens Coalition for the City and Community. Number

one, will the slides be available on line sometime soon because they were | e
largely unintelligible from this distance. That's one thing. J

Will there be a combined E.I.R., E.I.S. at some point in time? That's okay. ORC 3.2
Be careful with hazardous materials because I've spent five years of my life

here in the Metro Project Redline Phase 1 Union Station, and asbestos is
everywhere, and so | highly recommend that you do a ORG 33

This comment does not address environmental topics
evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of
the Draft EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment,
general information and background related to project
development topics have been provided, where applicable.

ORG 3-1  Public hearing meeting presentation, boards, and
recording of the meeting were posted to the Link
US website (https://www.metro.net/projects/link-
us/).

ORG 3-2  Preparation of a combined EIS/EIR is not planned

at this time.

ORG3-3 See Key Issue Response HAZ-1:  Soil
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials.
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thorough study of all of the elements because we have problems with the
north side, of Macy's, and then they came in to here. So, the first coal gas
emission plant site was under the Highway 101 purchase. The foundation
(unintelligible) for those is in support for the Union Station project, Okay.

Mineral resources, | didn't find much in the way of mineral resources,
although this was the Union Station oil field. So, I think the report needs to
be augmented there on the mineral resources.

There was no mention of the Fairchild 1923, 1928, 1933, and 1938 aerial )
photographers of the location, which shows a very strange development of
this area and into the yard on the south side. This was very poorly addressed.

You're going to create a huge traffic, pedestrian-trafﬂc}

(unintelligible). Therefore, you've got problem there.

ORG 3-3
Contd.

ORG 3-4

ORG 3-5

ORG 3-6

ORG 3-4

ORG 3-5

In Section 6.0, Other Statutory Considerations, of
the Draft EIR, mineral resources were analyzed and
determined to have no impact. Section 6.3.2
identifies the reasons why effects on mineral
resources were found not to be significant and
discusses the Union Station Qil Field. The Union
Station Qil Field is generally located south of
ground disturbing activities (south of Jackson
Street), and the surface location of former wells are
located outside of the project study area. In Section
3.10, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Figures
3.10-3 and 3.10-4 illustrate the location of the oil
fields and wells relative to the project area. The
Phase | ESA for the project did not identify the
existing Union Station Oil Field as an REC
However, the analytical suite to be completed as
part of the Phase Il subsurface investigation will
include laboratory analyses with sufficient breadth
to assess impacts from crude oil, either naturally
occurring (as oil seeps) or as releases from current
or plugged oil wells.

Aerial photography from the years 1923, 1928, and
1938, and Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps from 1906
and 1920 were reviewed during the Phase | ESA.
These historical records indicated that the areas
located to the south and east of Union Station were
occupied by industrial facilities and engaged in a

variety of different businesses, including
warehousing, cold storage, lumber milling,
livestock yards, brewing and bottling, food

production, and trucking. The major feature that
was most conspicuous in the historical aerial
photographs was the former Aliso Street
Manufactured Gas Plant (MGP, operated by
Southern California Gas. This facility occupied at

FR
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ORG 3-6

least 52 acres adjacent to Union Station, and the
associated gas holding tanks and processing
buildings are distinctive. The history of this plant is
well documented and included in the Link US Phase
I ESA (Appendix M of the EIR).

As indicated in Section 3.10.5 of the Draft EIR, the
close proximity of the proposed project footprint to
the Aliso Street MGP and other REC sites could
result in potential exposure to contaminated soil
and/or groundwater or migration of contaminants
(e.g., by groundwater), which is considered a
significant impact. Implementation of Mitigation
Measures HAZ-1 through HAZ-8 (described in
Section 3.10, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of
the Draft EIR) would reduce these impacts to a
level less than significant.

Please see Section 3.3, Transportation and Traffic,
of the Draft EIR, for discussion of temporary and
long-term  traffic impacts, and pedestrian
accommodations, along with proposed mitigation
measures to reduce significant impacts. Upon
implementation of proposed mitigation, impacts
would be less than significant.
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Organization 4 Comment

Name: Tom Savio
Organization: Los Angeles Union Station Historical Society
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Link Union Station (Link US)

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PUBLIC HEARING

Tuesd nLEry 29, 2019

SPEAKER CARD
Name Z SO, EXECCTIVE [UEETTE i ot SPacs Hoikedl o -

.--.g:l\r:_ tu-:q.l:—

ﬂ.:bicc:ﬁé{ﬁﬂ" %&‘-—‘S VL) {x_}ﬁl’g T bt gi'é-gz.z fﬁ%&_{hﬁg{,

Transcribed Speech:

Yes. I'm Tom Savio with Los Angeles Union Station Historical Society )
opposing Link until the giant toxic waste dump is cleaned out. ORG 4-1
Is Metro putting the cart before the horse for the sake of the Olympics? ) ORC 49
The above grade option is bad for passengers, but more importantly, is bad 3
for beautiful Union Station because it will clash. It will look like a flying saucer. | ORG 4-3
Itis bad for trains because the south exit tracks makes a double S curve, which

. ORG 4-4
does not exist on the north track.

This comment does
evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of
the Draft EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment,
general information and background
development topics have been provided, where applicable.

ORG 4-1

ORG 4-2

ORG 4-3

ORG 4-4

not address environmental topics

related to project

Please see Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials.

Comment noted.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation
and Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

Please see Key Issue Response CR-2: Above-Grade
Passenger Concourse Design and Indirect
Environmental Impacts.

North and south of the station are reversing curves,
sometimes called “S” curves. Standards are in
place for the design of reversing curves.

FR
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Is this going to accommodate a (unintelligible) individual?

] ORG 4-5

Los Angeles Union Station consulted with Metro and the U.S. government on
Link US, but our credits and letters are missing from the draft E..R. Why is
this? Was it accidental? Will it be repaired, or was it intentional? Thank you.

ORG 4-6

ORG 4-5

ORG 4-6

Comment is unintelligible. No response provided.

The Link US meetings held in August 2018,
between LAUSHS Board Members, FRA, and
Metro, were specific consultation meetings related
to the federal National Historic Preservation Act,
Section 106 process conducted by FRA. As a
separate process from the CEQA Draft EIR, the
federal Section 106 consultation process is
ongoing and the participation of LAUSHS in that
process will be fully reported in FRA’s Draft EIS for
Link US.

The CEQA Draft EIR is not required to address
federal issues, including consultation conducted by
FRA related to Section 106. Metro has consulted
with the LAUSHS on multiple occasions regarding
the Draft EIR and the proposed infrastructure
improvements. This consultation is independent of
the Section 106 consultation with FRA, and this is
why the FRA or LAUSHS are not listed in Draft EIR
Section 9.0 along with other consulting agencies
and stakeholders. No changes to Section 9.0, EIR
Preparers and Organizations and Persons
Consulted, of the Draft EIR are warranted.
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Organization 5 Comment

Name: Shane Phillips
Organization: Central City Association of Los Angeles
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Link Union Station (Link US)

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PUBLIC HEARING

Tuesday, Janu

SPEAKER CARD

-

o Y P g L1 -
Mame ooVMLndEe V\.L'-.L-_.-,I

Sreet

City, State, Zip: i

Phone:

Sulbject _L='|.f\.'+\’. 4 Y

Transcribed Speech:

Shane Phillips for the Central City Association. We're supportive of this effort
overall to improve operations in the customer experience, and we have no
qualms with the throat or run-through tracks.

ORG 5-1

Regarding the concourse though, we know that part of the reason for Metro
recommending at this time the above-grade concourse with the expanded at
grade passageways costs about a $500 million difference, and that expanded
at grade passageway was added to the above grade option to mitigate the
impacts to Metro customers who would have longer transfer times even then
with present day service. Under this proposal, the upgraded passageway
would be expanded approximately four times from 30 feet to 120 feet wide,
and this is proposed in the context of an expected increase in passenger
volumes from 110,000 today to 200,000 in 2040, roughly double.

ORG 5-2

This comment does not address environmental topics
evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of
the Draft EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment,
general information and background related to project
development topics have been provided, where applicable.

ORG 5-1  The commenter’s support for reconstruction of the
throat and new run-through tracks is noted.
ORG 5-2  Please see Key Issue Response PD-3: Purpose of

Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

FR
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It's C.C.A's view that quadrupling the room of the at-grade passageway
should be more than adequate to accommodate the double volume for daily
passengers. The above-grade concourse seems unnecessary in this context. |
would recommend it not be pursued and that Metro only build the expanded
at-grade passageway. This would save Metro money on this project that
would be better spent on other Union Station area improvements or other
underfunded (unintelligible) projects. It would also provide the same quality
service for passengers and not foreclose a future upgrade component if it's
determined that the additional retail and other non-essential amenities are
desired or makes extra expense. Thank you.

ORG 5-2
Contd.
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Organization 6 Comment
Name: David lkegami
Organization: Little Tokyo Business Association
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Link Union Station (Link US)

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PUBLIC HEARING

Tuesday, |anuary 26
SPEAKER CARD
Ham "'/:é""";D( j-"-ft -||-=u-|-|-.

Strewt

Clity, State, 2ip: !

Ermai

Phone

ey OF TR

Transcribed Speech:

Okay. David lkegami. I'm a property owner at Jackson Street and Vignes, and
| also represent the Little Tokyo Business Association and the Vignes
stakeholders, which is many Japanese businesses located on Vignes and
around Vignes.

Most significantly, the Nishi Hongwanji Buddist Temple where there are
many senior citizens, children's schools, preschool children every day that will
drive in and out of the temple, the community mortuary located on Vignes,
the Japanese Panko Bread Crumb Factory also located right off of Vignes.

Subject /Jf_'j— e -‘--7-»-4-& g-f/iffﬁ?-d'{c- "?!fdﬂffﬂ &ﬁmwvvl/_.mb‘w/m-u?

i o e subrmilled

ORG 6-1

ORG 6-1

Comment noted.
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My concern is with the at grade tracks proposed in your presentation that are ORG 6-2  There are no tracks proposed at-grade directly on
set directly on Commercial Street crossing Center Street, Vignes and Garey. Commercial Street, Center Street, Vignes Street, or
Any such tracks in that location would severely, negatively impact our Garey Street as part of the proposed project.
businesses and safety of our community people.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
Please have your engineers do whatever they can to avoid at grade tracks. It on comments received during the public comment
would increase traffic. It would -- we have many trucks that go in and out of | ORG 62 period. Please see the summary of modifications to
that area, and it's - it is part of the Little Tokyo community, which has been the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
there for many years, over a hundred years. (described in Section 7.2) and the detailed

description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
So please do whatever you can do to avoid any at grade tracks on Commercial, Project Description of the Final EIR.
Garey, Vignes, Center Street. Thank you.

-~
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Organization 7 Comment
Name: Yukio Kawatami
Organization: Little Tokyo Community Council
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Link Union Station (Link US)

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PUBLIC HEARING

Tuwesday, January 29, 20015

SPEAKER CARD

Subject:

Purpose of the Card:
- P

s prODET ] o theiie subenitied

bject

Transcribed Speech:

Yes. Yukio Kawatami with the Little Tokyo Community Council for
Transportation Committee. | was also the redevelopment planner for
downtown Los Angeles for 31 years, but I've been retired for 25. But I've been
a planner all my life, and I think Metro -- I've been disappointed up to now
because you had a master plan for Downtown for the last few years, our
master planned station for the past three years, and, now, you're really doing
some great planning. | think this plan is going to be really fantastic. It's
particularly -- you know, Union Station always was you came in and you stop,
and you had to go out again. By going through and circling around, that's a
fantastic improvement. So you ought to be congratulated, and also the
Regional Connector is also another example of good planning to tie the units
together (unintelligible) get to Union Station. Thank you.

ORG 7-1

ORG 7-1

The commenter’s support for the project is noted.
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Organization 8 Comment

Name: Paul Dyson
Organization: Rail Passenger Association of California
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. . . . This comment does not address environmental topics
Link Union Station (Link US P

( ) evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PUBLIC HEARING the Draft EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment,

Tisday: Januian 25,5013 general information and background related to project

development topics have been provided, where applicable.

SPEAKER CARD
. ___:'ﬁ_ﬁp _:‘)}jfxi:'m’ ORG 81  The commenter’s support for the run-through

i tracks is noted.

Coty, Seate, Zigpx _ \
Priome: _ Email; .
¥

Subgect;

Purpada of the Card: Speaking Rules:
. £l v - .

o

Transcribed Speech:

Good evening. | came to this country in 1960 and joined rail (unintelligible)
that year. At that time we met with residents of the leading members, and we
went out back to the station here. | looked where the tracks did not cross the
101 Freeway, (unintelligible) station. Well, since the study, 39 years have
passed (unintelligible) should have been for the Metro Board. There's not a
doubt at all that the only way to run an effective intercity service in the corridor
between San Diego and Santa Barbara and San Luis Obispo is to run through | ORG 8]
Los Angeles and not reverse in the middle of Los Angeles. The same goes if
you're going anywhere between the -- out to San Bernardino from L.A. and
say out to Chatsworth up to the Antelope Valley. The efficient way to go is to
keep the trains moving, and the run-through tracks are designed to do just
that.
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Now, what I'm concerned about and our group is concerned about is this
project was almost built in 2004. There was a clear environmental E.R.A. -
E.l.R., and what has not happened since in these 15 intervening years is that
the project hasn't gotten any cheaper. In fact, obviously, it's gotten much
more expensive, and some of us would say it's become (unintelligible), a lot
of things that doesn't need to be here. You don't need ten run-through tracks
to handle the number of trains at Union Station, protected (unintelligible) for
the next thousands of years. The rail in London has two tracks. There's trains
every 90 seconds. So you don't need all these tracks. We have a
(unintelligible) -- I just say -- obviously, my time's up, but | say this is the very
first priority. It has to be functional as an operating railroad station. All those
is secondary. Thank you.

ORC 8-2

ORG 8-2

The Draft EIR includes a conservative level of
evaluation to support the maximum occupancy
and planned infrastructure requirements through
2040 for multiple rail operators. It should be noted
that while the whole of the proposed project is
evaluated in the Draft EIR, construction for all
infrastructure included in the environmental
evaluation is not yet funded, with exception of
Phase A.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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Name: James Okazaki
Organization: Little Tokyo Community Council

R O

7.233 Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR June 2019
7.0 Response to Comments

(THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK)

R O

7.234 Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

ORG9-1  Please refer to Key Issue Response OT-2: Little
Tokyo Community Concerns.

Ta: linkuniomstationia nietro. net

Suhject: Comments on the U8 Link EIR . . . . .

- The Final EIR project includes modifications based

Az a commmmity mamber of Litthe Tokyo, 1 am very concermedd about any traffic on comments received during the public comment

inipact from the acnal alignment seuth of Unkon Statien, particullardy the ; g P o

aliginment of e srial stroctune along Commercial Swewt. 1t was discussal at the perlod. Please see the summary of modifications to

meeting that there would be a wraffic signal installed & Commercial and Center S the proposed proiect after Draft EIR public review

as a mitigation, bin [ ihink we need 10 look @ installing a signal a1 the imersestion P ; P - proj ; P .

of Commercial and Vignes, as well. | alse have concerns about any closure of ORG 9-1 (described in Section 7.2) and the detailed

any streets in e area south of the Freeway, panicularly the potential clesure of At TP : :

Vignes 81 s Commercial. Vignes should not be closed, and the footing and des?” ption o.f t,he mod |ﬂc'at|ons in Section 2.0,

columns for the acrial stnicture must be relocated 5o that Vignes is v closed Project Description of the Final EIR.

1 am alee concerned abowt the impaet of (s anial ructune g1 Garey and h .

Comiaionolil e it corissis s Toseotmy; - it used Bo ksigy M fraurimy s il ORG99 ORG 9-2  Please refer to Key Issue Response OT-2: Little

FAe chear a.'rl".'m]. columng o matntan waffie ul‘"cl}r. and minimire the namber of - .

columns in the dexign of the simctare in that anea, J TOkyO Commun It)/ Concerns.

1 srronghy believe that there will be a significant walfic impact i the imearsection h : : : e :

Alamseda and Commmercial. So, Maralink should consider widening the Alamzda ORG 9-3 The Final EIR pI’OJe'C’[ mcludes mod|f|c§t|ons based

Strect Dridge over the Freeway as a mitigation. J on comments received during the public comment

Thank yeu For the opportunity 1o be able to make the above conmments! ORG 9-4 pe”Od‘ Please See'the summary of mod|ﬂcgt|on§ to

_ the proposed project after Draft EIR public review

{f““‘"_‘r' Sexiakd (described in Section 7.2) and the detailed

Member of LTCC o o ) ) .

(213} 249-3245 description of the modifications in Section 2.0,

- Project Description of the Final EIR.

L, S ORG 9-3  Please refer to Key Issue Response OT-2: Little
Tokyo Community Concerns. The project would
not result in a significant impact at this
intersections  during  construction  and/or
operations.

ORG 9-4  Comment noted.
m Metro
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Organization 10 Comment

Name: Susan MacAdams
Organization: Train Riders Association of California
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February 26, 20j9

Snary Karat MscAdmms
Bebi Hoartiond Kool
Baltinssre, MDD 21218

Husam macadamsFemul com

Wit Chine

Link LS Dipidty’ Progect Manager

Sletro Hesdqumrters

O Dabeway Flazs (Wil Seop MS 90:17-2)

Lam Angeles, Caluforma 90012
A 5 'ﬂ T - n LI

Subjeet: LINK Unics Sution DEIR comments
Frack dengn can Chuse ranaway tams

Aaesarad the world, track profilos T rar] vards aod pamerger slaliom are devgmed 30 be m s
swale. or 3 spoon shape. the irscks 1n Lhe sislion are purposely kepd lower than Uhe acks Usat
connect 15 the mamnlice. This peevents accdents from velodhes that may aninentionally rall
out of the station and onto mainline raflio. Aoodents cosed by nunaway treins wsualby
gamer intematronal sttenton

Curremily, the iracks at Unina Siaton are & fert lower than the mamline irmeis along the L
Angebes River. This i the comect design

hi2 LINK LS demgn proposes 10 e the tracks 13 feet. This will eaice the statson tracks 9
Feed dghver than the mainlise tracks along the LA Biver. This is 58 unsafe and
unaccepishle irnck deslpn. The arigma] R Threugh Traek ansdy. complesad b Aenmal:
amdl Caltrans, saised the tracks only 3 Toot in the atation srea This it scceplable. Sos dagram

bk

Susan Mae Adams

Bemrel Memndien, | run Belens Adsocainon of Calilomes, TRAC
Berarel Blerndbes, U nnnen Stataen Historea] Soenety
Track and Algrament Speculsg

vl _OODFSZUIDS.  S00f4F8yhorel

ORG 10-1

ORG 10-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it
address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to
be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project
development topics have been provided, where
applicable.

Please see Key Issue Response OT-1: Track
Elevation Slope Safety and Runaway Trains.
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ORG 10 Comment, Attachment A

METRO Link Union Station (Link US)

July 17, 2017
Commant for METRO Planning and Program Committes

MAround the world, track profiles for ral yards and passenges stations ane designed to be in a swake,
or a spoon shape. The tracks in the station ame purposaly kept kower than the tracks that connect 1o
thie mainkne. This prevents accidents from runaway trains: vehicles may unintentionally roll out of the
station and onto mainline traffic. Currently, the tracks at Union Station are B feet lower than the
mainline tracks along the Los Angeles River. This is the comact dasign.

The LINK US dasign proposes 1o raise the tracks 15 feet. This will make the station tracks 9 feet
higher than the mainfine tracks alang the LA River. This is an unsafe and unacceptable track design.
The original Run Through Track study, completed by Amtrak and Caltrans, raised the tracks only 3
feat in the station area. This is acceptable. See diagram below.

UNION STATION TRACK PROFILE
o scalke

UMK US TRACKS (EL. 209)

= TRicKS MRE 9 UIGHER \
THAK MANLINE |

ql

La, RIVER,
MAINLINE TRACKS 7 MANUNE(EL.5007 L

(EL.300) \\ i TN TS (R ) 6
TRACKS ARE @ LoweR THAN MAINLINE

(EL. = ELEVATION )

Susan Karat MacAdams

Train Riders Association of California (TRAC), Board Member

Los Angeles Union Statson Historical Society, Board Member

Maetro High Speed Fail Project Manager

Metro Red, Blue and Greon Lines, Track Enginesr and Manager

Baltirmone, Boston and Washington D:C Metros, Track Engineer and Desagnes

I-)? @ Metro
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Organization 11 Comment

Name: Kristin Fukushima
Organization: Little Tokyo Community Council
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LLitthe Tokye Community Coumedl
108 % Judges John Ao Stresl, Sults 172
Los Angotes, C& B012

13250 5822 | infofikifiviciyola org

W)
L

February 27, 2019

Vincent Chio, Link US Deputy Project Manager
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-17-2

Lot Angeles, CA 90012

via emall to: linkunionstationf@metronet

RE: Link U5 - Drafl EIR
Dear Mr, Chic:

On behalf of the Litthe Tokyo Community Coundil, we are writing with our concams and
racommendations as it relates to the Link Union Station (Link US) project. LTCC is the

501 (e}(3) community coaklion of businesses, residents, community and cullural
organizations, churches, termplas, and other vested stakehaolders in the historic Litthe Tokyo
neighbormocd. We advocate for the Dest interests of our 135-year-old neighborhood, which is
one of three remaining histonc Japaniowns in the nation, and the second oldest
neighborhood in Los Angeles. J
We understand that Metro is evaluating the Link Unicn Station (Link US) project 1o address )
the forecastied increase in rdership, expand regional rail connectivity, and create potential
opportunities for transit-criented development. | also understand that the Metro is cumently
collecting comments on the Draft Environmmental Impact Report {DEIR).

In the DEIR, it appears thal Matro is planning 1o permanently dose Vignes Street at
Commeercial Street 50 as to install the foundation for overhead tracks. Clesing Vignes would
hawve a tremendous impact on the Litte Tokyo neighborhosd, and we request that Metro re-
engineer the track foundation to aveid this impact of a permanent elosure of Vignes
Street, J
This consiruction project will additionally cause negative impacis via tha traffic created from 7
the temproary street closures. Therefore, we are asking for minimal temporary closures of
Commercial, Vignes, Garey, and Center Street, and strongly cppose the simultanecus
cosure of these streats. Throughout this process, we requast that the Litte Tokyo community
is ghven advanced nobtice and that proper communication is maintained with all Little Tokyo
Hakeholders, with special conskderation for those in the area (inchuding but not limited to

Mishn Hongwangji Buddhist Temple, Fukui Mortuary, Upper Crust Enterprises, eic) who will

be immediately and directly impacted J

e Ll Takpo Camempedy Soancd i o nonproll SOT(ch ) commundy cosliior rapssarning B veresty of L8 Folps, it membarshy bom
bunine rnen, reakieafy. commendy crpendreiony. elgoun inpiulicns. and olter ealsd slabsbclien e [ Fobpe comeumdy

ORG 11-1

ORG 11-2

ORG 11-3

ORG 11-4

ORG 11-1

ORG 11-2

ORG 11-3

ORG 11-4

Comment noted.

Correct, the 45-day public comment period closed
March 4, 2019.

Please refer to Key Issue Response OT-2: Little
Tokyo Community Concerns.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Vignes Street will not be closed at
Commercial Street. Please see the summary of
modifications to the proposed project after Draft
EIR public review (described in Section 7.2) and the
detailed description of the modifications in Section
2.0, Project Description of the Final EIR.

Please refer to Key Issue Response OT-2: Little
Tokyo Community Concerns.
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Little Tokyo Community Cowncil
ﬁ?& 106 % Jusigm Jobe: Aissy Glresd. st 177

’ii“‘ Lo Ainging, (CA 0012
I 213290 47 | inlofitiaioioyol oy

Further, | urge you io please consider completing a Project Study Report (PSR) to explore
widening the Alameda Street Bridge, making improvemeants to the US-101 on and off ramps,
and recenfiguring the High Cecupancy Vehicle (HOV) lane. J

LTCC appreciates that the Link US team has made presentations in the past to tha Little
Tokyo community regarding this project However, we are troubled that these past
presentations have glosssd over the major impacts that this project will have on Litte Tokyo
with the work on the southem tracks. 11 was only throwgh the sharp eyes of a Litte Tokyo
stakehaolder that this major impact fo the neighborhood was identified. We request that future
communicabon o the neighborhood is mone explcit and forthcoming with potential impacts,
and thaf the Metra Link US team commits to working closaly with our communtiy to mitigate
the issues identified. J

LTCC undarstands the nead for the improvements proposed in this project, and suppons the
concept of thes propect. However, it is vital that the project be re-engineered so as to not
permanently close Vignes as this would negatively Impact Little Tokyo. We also argue
that Alameda Streat not only connects Downtown North-South, but also sarves as a major
artery for cities and neighborhoods south of Downtown; improving the experience of the US-
101 on and off ramps will alleviate some the congestion Alameda Street | currently
SxpETEncng. J

Kristin Fukushima
Managing Direcior, Liftle Tokyo Community Council

CC:  Councilman Jose Huizar, Cowncil District 14
Mate Hayward, Council District 14
Katie Kiefer, Councl Distnct 14
Edna Dagollado, Council District 14
County Supervisor Hikla Solis, First District
Martin Reyes, Los Angeles County District 1

Thot (e Tiskis Civmmandly Cinid! & & fuigrallt 30100 3 2ot boklbns SeEavdirin B S0t of L0 [Shps mif Sesbarit hast
S AVHRLERE SRS COMSly e bl PR i S el kel 8 P (P [ Bty

ORG 11-5
ORG 11-6
ORG 11-7

ORG 11-5

ORG 11-6

ORG 11-7

Please refer to Key Issue Response OT-2: Little
Tokyo Community Concerns.

Please refer to Key Issue Response OT-2: Little
Tokyo Community Concerns.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

Please refer to Key Issue Response OT-2: Little
Tokyo Community Concerns.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Vignes Street will not be closed at
Commercial Street. Please see the summary of
modifications to the proposed project after Draft
EIR public review (described in Section 7.2) and the
detailed description of the modifications in Section
2.0, Project Description of the Final EIR.
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Organization 12 Comment

Name: Susan MacAdams
Organization: Train Riders Association of California
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February 27, 2019

Susan Karal MacAdums
3304 Harford Hoad
Baltimore, MD 21218

arsan maradameemsil com

Vincent Chio

el ink US Deputy Project Manager

#r;fh'lcl.m HendguartersseOne Guteway Ploza (Mail Stop MS 99-17-251
Los Angeles, Califomia 94112

gll‘:lji,‘ﬁ:' Public Comment for LINK Umon Station DEIR
Texae sol contarmination amaund Umon Stofion 15 a Fatol Flaw to the LINK design

Dear Mr. Chio,

I'he Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transporation Awlority (Metro) recenly
released the Drafl Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the LINK US Project.

In this new decument, the senows toxie nature of the soil undernesth te proposed
development has been overlooked. This is a Fatal Flaw to the design and should be
regarded by the Metro Board as a “Show Stopper.” All effort to proceed in this

design should be stopped immediately -

Formardy, 1 was the High Speed Rail Planming Manager an METRO (2009-2010 1)
and studied the existing infrastrocture of Union Station

In the lessons leamed category, experience showed that many design problems
aclr in the early stages of development when designers il to look undemcath the
surface. With thiz in mind, T spent my two vear tenure at Union Station studving the
varions Iil!llil:f!{fl!lll:ln.' struclures and found thene exisls a serious IOXic h'_!.lil"l'IEL"“
sullide comamination under the ¢ntire east side of Union Statien. This includes the
One Gateway, Metro Hesdquarter's garage. This loxic soup is (e waste product

ORG 12-1

ORG 12-2

ORG 12-1

ORG 12-2

Section 3.10, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of
the Draft EIR includes a thorough analysis of the
potentially toxic nature of the soil in the project
study area, addresses potential hazards associated
with the transport, use, and disposal of
contaminated soil and groundwater (page 3.10-
32), and the reasonably foreseeable upset or
accidental conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment (page
3.10-33). As disclosed in Section 3.10.5 of the Draft
EIR, these potential impacts are considered
significant. Further, it identifies contaminants of
concern (COC) for REC sites with moderate to high
risk (see Table 3.10-2 beginning on page 3.10-16 of
the Draft EIR).

As noted in the Draft EIR, implementation of
Mitigation Measures HAZ-1 through HAZ-8
(described in  Section 3.10, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials) would reduce impacts to a
level less than significant.

Hydrogen sulfide (H2S) would not be generated by
any of the construction equipment that will be used
onsite. H2S is a toxic gas that co-occurs with certain
petroleum deposits. The Phase | ESA did not
identify H2S as a threat for the proposed project,
because the naturally occurring petroleum seeps in
the area have not been identified as containing H2S
in actionable concentrations. Additionally, a soil
vapor survey for Hz2S in soil is not currently being
conducted, because HzS in soil was not identified
as a contaminant of concern during preparation of
the Phase | ESA. As an organization that routinely
constructs subway tunnels through oil fields in the
Los Angeles Basin, Metro is aware of the hazard
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that hydrogen sulfide poses to projects that impact
the subsurface. Metro’s best practices for
construction will be implemented to mitigate
exposures to hydrogen sulfide.

A small area related to the Aliso Street MGP site
was monitored for H2S, and a small amount of
sulfur was removed as part of a larger cleanup
there. This site continues to be monitored for H2S
in soil, and sulfur (as a compound that can affect
natural cleanup processes) in groundwater. Under
Mitigation Measure HAZ-2 (described in Section
3.10, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
Draft EIR), Metro will conduct a Phase Il ESA for
identified COCs, that will include collection of soil
and groundwater samples within the areas of the
project footprint where disturbance would occur,
and subsequent analysis to determine potential for
contamination. A Soil Management Plan and
Health and Safety Plan will be prepared, with all
actionable COCs addressed.
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ORG 12-3 Observations  during the Phase | site
reconnaissance were documented in the Phase |
ESA and noted that the substance in the lower level
of the parking garage included obvious crude oil
smell and staining, consistent with a naturally
occurring crude oil seep. Qil seeps are also well
documented in the downtown area and referenced
in the Phase | ESA. Risks associated with
contamination related to the former Aliso Street
Manufactured Gas Plant and naturally occurring
crude oil seeps will be evaluated in the Phase Il ESA
(per Mitigation Measure HAZ-2, described in
Section 3.10.6 of the Draft EIR). Risks related to
COCs from the Aliso Street MGP site (including,
but not limited to, sulfur in groundwater and minor
H2S in soil) are monitored by the remedial
contractor for that site. To date, concentrations of
H2S in soil vapor above the Permissible Exposure
Limit have not been encountered. Risks associated
with soil vapor intrusion and the presence during
construction will be evaluated during final design
(Mitigation Measure HAZ-7). Implementation of
these mitigation ~measures would reduce
associated impacts to a level less than significant.
As an organization that routinely constructs
subway tunnels through oil fields in the Los
Angeles Basin, Metro is aware of the hazard that
hydrogen sulfide poses to projects that impact the
ORC 12.5 subsurface. Metro’s best practices for construction
J will be implemented to mitigate exposures to
hydrogen sulfide.

ORG 12-2
Contd.

ORG 12-3

ORG 12-4

ORG 12-4  This comment refers to a letter previously sent to
Metro staff in 2014 regarding the Union Station
Master Plan. The details of that letter are included
and addressed below in response to comments
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ORG 12-5

ORG 12-17 through ORG 12-32. See also response
to comment ORG 12-1 and Key Issue Response
HAZ-1: Soil Contamination and Hazardous
Waste/Materials.

Comment noted. Responses to both attachments
are included below.

Comments ORG 12-6 through ORG 12-9 are a re-
transmittal of the February 27, 2019, letter
(comments ORG 12-1 through ORG 12-4).
Comments ORG 12-10 to 12-16 and comments
ORG 12-17 through ORG 12-32 are letters
previously submitted to Metro in 2014. See
responses to these comments below.
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ORG 12-6

ORG 12-7

ORG 12-8

ORG 12-6 See response to comment ORG 12-1.
ORG 12-7 See response to comment ORG 12-2.

ORG 12-8 See response to comment ORG 12-3.
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N

ORG 12-8
Contd.

ORG 129

ORG 12-10

ORG 12-11

ORG 12-12

ORG 129

ORG 12-10 This comment provides background information

ORG 12-11

ORG 12-12 This comment quotes a press release from Metro

See response to comment ORG 12-4.

on soil contamination under Union Station from a
coal gasification plant and quotes from paper
presented in 1995 at the Fifth International
Symposium  of the  Chemical  Oxidation
Association. Section 3.10, Hazards and Hazardous
Materials, of the Draft EIR discusses the existing
site  conditions, including the Aliso Street
Manufactured Gas Plant.

See responses to comments ORG 12-1, ORG 12-2,
and Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials.

CEQA does not require an analysis of economics or
cost. Furthermore, all contaminated soils would
need to be remediated in accordance with all
federal, state, and local laws prior to construction.

See Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials.

in 2013 regarding non-harmful ferrous sulfite
coming through cracks at the lowest parking level
of One Gateway Center. The presence of this is
included in the Phase | ESA. The comment
summarizes the remediation efforts taken at this
time. No ground disturbance is proposed on the
Denny’s parking lot, as it would be used for staging
and assembly purposes only.

See Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials.
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ORG 12-12
Contd.

N

ORG 12-13

J \

ORG 12-14

ORG 12-13

ORG 12-14

The comment summarizes that the issue of
contamination was identified in 1995 and the press
release was from 2014. Metro is in receipt of the
2014 report and responses are provided herein.
The details of that report are addressed below in
response to comments ORG 12-17 through
ORG 12-32. See also response to comment ORG
12-1 and Key lIssue Response HAZ-1: Soil
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials.

This comment includes the text of the 1995 paper
presented at the Fifth International Symposium of
the Chemical Oxidation Association.

See responses to comments ORG 12-1, ORG 12-2,
ORG 12-3, and Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials.
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ORG 12-14
Contd.
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ORG 12-14
Contd.
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ORG 12-14
Contd.
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ORG 12-15 See responses to comments ORG 12-1, ORG 12-2,
and Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil

Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials.
ORG 12-14

Contd.

ORG 12-15

R O
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ORG 12-17 Comment noted.

ORG 12-18 The comment provides the commenter’s
background and experience. The comment also
provides background information on existing
conditions at LAUS and the opportunities for
passenger movement.

ORG 12-17

N

ORG 12-18

FR Q
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ORG 12-18
Contd.

ORG 12-19

ORG 12-20

ORG 12-19 This comment refers to a proposed design in the

Union Station Master Plan and not the proposed
project in the Draft EIR.

See Key Issue Response OT-4: Adjacent Parallel
Tunnels.

No supporting evidence of how a pedestrian bridge
over Alameda Street would enhance passenger
capacity at LAUS or achieve the Link US project
objectives is provided.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. As shown in Table 3.5-15 and Table 3.5-16
(located in Section 3.5, Air Quality and Global
Climate Change) of the Draft EIR, the net increase
in daily emissions would exceed the SCAQMD
thresholds for NOX. Impacts would be significant.
Mitigation Measure AQ-3 (described in Section
3.5, Air Quality and Global Climate Change) would
reduce the rail exhaust emissions (CO, NOX, ROG,
PM10, and PM2.5). As identified in Table 3.5-21,
Table 3.5-22, and Table 3.5-23 (located in Section
3.5, Air Quality and Global Climate Change) of the
Draft EIR, the net increase in daily emissions would
be reduced to below the SCAQMD thresholds after
mitigation; therefore, upon implementation of
Mitigation Measure AQ-3 (described in Section
3.5, Air Quality and Global Climate Change),
impacts would be reduced to a level less than
significant.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to

FR

7-259

(M)

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

ORG 12-20 This comment refers to a proposed design in the

the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR. The Final EIR
project does not include any walkways above diesel
locomotives.

Union Station Master Plan and not the proposed
project in the Draft EIR.

See responses to comments ORG 12-1, ORG 12-2,
and Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials.
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ORG 12-20
Contd.

ORG 12-21

ORG 12-22

ORG 12-21

ORG 12-22

See responses to comments ORG 12-11 and ORG
12-12.

Soil contamination is addressed in a Phase | and
Phase Il ESA, not a geotechnical report (see Section
3.10, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of the
Draft EIR). Mitigation measures included in
Section 3.10, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, of
the Draft EIR include HAZ-2: Prepare a Project-wide
Phase Il ESA, and HAZ-4: Prepare Parcel-Specific
Soil Management Plans and Health and Safety
Plans.

See responses to comments ORG 12-3, ORG 12-4,
and Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials.
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ORG 12-23

ORG 12-24

ORG 12-23

ORG 12-24

This comment refers to a proposed design in the
Union Station Master Plan and not the proposed
project in the Draft EIR.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR. No ancillary
development or buildings along Vignes Street are
proposed as part of the Final EIR project.

This comment refers to a proposed design in the
Union Station Master Plan and not the proposed
project in the Draft EIR. However, to be responsive
to the comment, general information and
background related to project development topics
have been provided, where applicable.

As shown in Section 2.0, Project Description, Table
2-4 of the Draft EIR, proposed platform lengths for
the planned HSR system are 870 feet and 1,010
feet on Platforms 2 and 3, respectively. It is also
noted the rail yard is proposed to be elevated up to
15 feet, and platforms would not be placed 100-120
feet underground. The Link US project is being
designed to accommodate the planned HSR
system within the limits of the project. The planned
HSR system as proposed by CHSRA is a separate
project than the Link US project and is being
evaluated separately within two separate EIS/EIRs
for the Burbank to Los Angeles and Los Angeles to
Anaheim Project Sections.

7-262

M)

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

The Red and Purple Line tunnel is a key project
constraint, and no impacts to the tunnel are
proposed as part of the Link US project. The
expanded passageway is proposed above the
tunnel.

Relocation of the Gold Line was considered during
early project development; however, alternatives
that would result in impacts to the Gold Line
alignment were rejected due to the cost
considerations and potential ridership impacts on
one of Metro's busiest LRT lines.
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ORG 12-24
Contd.

ORG 12-25

ORG 12-25 This comment refers to a proposed design in the

Union Station Master Plan and not the proposed
project in the Draft EIR.

Relocation of the Gold Line was considered during
early project development; however, alternatives
that would result in impacts to the Gold Line
alignment were rejected due to the cost
considerations and potential ridership impacts on
one of Metro’s busiest LRT lines. It should also be
noted that Platform 1 serving the Gold Line would
be lengthened to enhance passenger movement.
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ORG 12-25
Contd.

ORG 12-26

ORG 12-26 This comment refers to a proposed design in the
Union Station Master Plan and not the proposed
project in the Draft EIR. All applicable CPUC
approvals will be sought and obtained prior to
operation of the project.

FR

7-265

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

AN

ORG 12-26
Contd.

ORG 12-27

ORG 12-27 This comment does not address the design of the

proposed project.

See response to comment ORG 10-1 and Key Issue
Response OT-2: Track Elevation Slope Safety and
Runaway Trains.

Lowering US-101 would create geometric impacts
to the surrounding roadway network. El Monte
Busway would also need to be lowered, which
would also necessitate vertical adjustments to
Vignes Street and Center Street. Roadway
adjustments on El Monte Busway and Vignes
Street would introduce additional utility relocation
impacts and impacts to drainage patterns that are
not contemplated in the Draft EIR. Additionally,
rerouting traffic through neighboring areas during
construction would increase in volume of traffic
beyond what was analyzed in the Draft EIR.
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ORG 12-27
Contd.

ORG 12-28

J \

ORG 12-29

ORG 12-28 Some  drought-tolerant  landscaping  and

ORG 12-29 This comment refers to a proposed design in the

ornamental plantings would be planted when the
new passenger concourse is constructed. All
landscape designs will follow Metro’s sustainability
guidelines, which includes the use of native plant
and drought tolerant landscaping, which require
less fertilizer. All landscaping beds and planter
areas would be constructed to retain soils, and
plants would be irrigated with drip irrigation
systems with sub-meters to minimize overspray
and overwatering.

Union Station Master Plan and not the proposed
project in the Draft EIR. See response to comment
ORG 12-19. No trees are proposed on the east side
of Alameda Street as part of the Link US project.
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ORG 12-30 This comment refers to a proposed design in the
Union Station Master Plan and not the proposed
project in the Draft EIR.

Please see response to comment ORG 12-28, Key
Issue Response PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
ORG 12:29 Accessibility Enhancements, OT-2: Track Elevation
Contd. Slope Safety and Runaway Trains, and Key Issue
Response OT-4: Adjacent Parallel Tunnels.

ORG 12-30
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ORG 12-31 The West Plaza would provide an outdoor area with
seating and an open air environment with a canopy
for weather protection. See Key Issue Response
PD-3: Purpose of Elevated Portion of Above-Grade
Passenger Concourse.

ORG 12-30
Contd.

ORG 12-31
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peze 11

The old ticketing area in Union Station is closed 1o passengoers. Wheat use could it serve?

Might-time is when many Los Angeles residents go cut for entertainment. Where's the night life
atirac Hons i the Master Plan? What could increase patronage through Unson Station ot night?
Mot @ bar, not a club, maybe st o cup of coffes in o new setting?

Solution: Here are two suggestions from Eurape, one for day and one for night, both very cost
effective:

An intericr garden i the Madrid Train Station

ORG 12-31
Contd.
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LED lightng demonstrat on, Cathedral of Lights, Ghent, Belgium,

Thank you for your attention to thiz matter

Suzan MacAdsns

Former High Spesd Rl Flesnung Manager &t METRO
3L0-9%4 5207

susin micadaensi@amal com

2012

page 12

] ORG 12-32

ORG 12-31
Contd.

ORG 12-32 Comment noted.
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Organization 13 Comment
Name: Geoffrey Yamamoto

Organization: Parish Pastoral Council St. Francis Xavier Church Japanese Catholic
Center/Maryknoll
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ORG 13-1

ORG 13-2

This comment does not address environmental topics
evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of
the Draft EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment,
general information and background related to project
development topics have been provided, where applicable.

ORG 13-1 Correct, the 45-day public comment period closed
March 4, 2019.

Please refer to Key Issue Response OT-2: Little
Tokyo Community Concerns.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Vignes Street will no longer be closed at
Commercial Street. Please see the summary of
modifications to the proposed project after Draft
EIR public review (described in Section 7.2) and the
detailed description of the modifications in Section
2.0, Project Description of the Final EIR.

ORG 13-2 Please refer to Key Issue Response OT-2: Little
Tokyo Community Concerns.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Vignes Street will no longer be closed at
Commercial Street. Please see the summary of
modifications to the proposed project after Draft
EIR public review (described in Section 7.2) and the
detailed description of the modifications in Section
2.0, Project Description of the Final EIR.
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ORG 13-3  Please refer to Key Issue Response OT-2: Little
Tokyo Community Concerns.

ORG 13-4 Please refer to Key Issue Response OT-2: Little

Tokyo Community Concerns.
ORG 13-3

ORG 13-4
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Organization 14 Comment
Name: Bart Reed
Organization: The Transit Coalition
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ORG 14-1

ORG 14-1

This correspondence is a message for Metro staff.

No additional response is required.
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Organization 15 Comment

Name: Dr. Clyde Tom Williams
Organization: Citizens Coalition for a Safe Community
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ORG 15-1

ORG 15-2

ORG 15-3

ORG 15-4

ORG 15-1

ORG 15-2

ORG 15-3

ORG 15-4

This comment is an introduction to the more
detailed comments below.

This comment is an introduction to the more
detailed comments below.

This comment is an introduction to the more
detailed comments below.

This comment provides a general statement
regarding in the adequacy of the Draft EIR. The EIR
includes a thorough quantitative and qualitative
analysis  of  project-related  impacts.  Key
terminology and definitions used throughout the
EIR are provided in Table 2-1, and used consistently
across all EIR sections and technical reports, to the
extent possible. The Final EIR includes minor
clarifications and adjustments to text to correct
inconsistencies observed and noted by the
commenter.

The project objectives meet the requirements of
CEQA.

All technical editing was performed in accordance
the Chicago Manual of Style. The references
provided in Section 8.0 of the Draft EIR support the
research conducted and environmental impact
analysis, and are listed for informational purposes
in an industry-standard format.
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ORG 15-4
Contd.

ORG 15-5

ORG 15-6

ORG 15-7

ORG 15-8

ORG 15-9

ORG 15-10

ORG 15-11

ORG 15-5

ORG 15-6

ORG 15-7

This comment provides a general statement
regarding the adequacy of the Draft EIR; however,
no specific comment is provided, therefore no
further response is necessary.

Aerial photography from the years 1923, 1928,
1938, 1947, 1948, 1952, 1964, 1965, 1976, 1977,
1979, 1981, 1983, 1989, 1994, 2002, 2005, 2009,
2010, and 2012, and Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps
from 1888, 1894, 1906, 1920, 1950, 1953, 1954,
1957, 1960, 1964, 1965, 1968, and 1970 were
reviewed as part of the scope of the Phase | ESA
(see Appendix M of the EIR). These historical
records indicate that the areas located to the south
and east of Union Station were occupied in the past
by industrial facilities with a variety of different
businesses in operation, including warehousing,
cold storage, lumber milling, livestock vyards,
brewing and bottling, food production, and
trucking. The major feature that was most
conspicuous as part of the historical aerial
photographs research was the former Aliso Street
Manufactured Gas Plant, operated by Southern
California Gas. This facility occupied at least
52 acres adjacent to Union Station, and the
associated gas holding tanks and processing
buildings were distinctive. The history of this plant
is well documented and is included in this project’s
Phase | ESA.

Environmental justice is not a topic required to be
evaluated under CEQA. The EIS for the project,
currently in preparation, pursuant to NEPA, will
address this topic.
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ORG 15-8

ORG 159

Historical groundwater flow modeling
documentation is not publicly available for the
project area. Based on the project elements
described in Section 2.0, Project Description of the
Draft EIR and preliminary design, the project does
not include excavations that will require artificial
recharge of the groundwater. As such, the impact
to the hydrogeology of the site is considered low,
especially given that the project study area has
already been impacted by previous developments.
The potential for project impacts on hydrogeology
is considered low.

Preliminary geotechnical analysis was conducted
for the project and is described in the Draft EIR.
Page 3.999 of the Draft EIR discloses the
preliminary results from consolidation testing,
along with the moisture and density and soil types
identified during the preliminary investigation. This
information indicates that hydrocollapse is not
anticipated to have a substantial impact on
foundation design and performance. Regardless,
as part of Mitigation Measure GEO-1, Metro will
prepare a final geotechnical report, which will
include an evaluation of existing groundwater
conditions along with the final design elements,
and will include appropriate recommendations for
the areas impacted by construction of the project.

Preliminary geotechnical analysis and hazardous
materials assessments have been conducted and
potential issues identified in this comment are
identified in the Draft EIR, and mitigation measures
are prescribed to address these potential
conditions.
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Mitigation Measure GEO-1 requires that, as part of
final design, a final geotechnical report is prepared
to mitigate any risks associated with geologic
conditions relative to proposed infrastructure.
Information regarding oil/core wells on the project
site and in the project vicinity will be included in the
final geotechnical report. The approximate surface
projection of the Elysian Park (Upper) and Puente
Hills blind thrust faults was added to Section 3.9.4
of the Final EIR, although blind thrust faults are
buried faults and do not present a surface fault
rupture hazard, as indicated in Section 3.9.4.

Section 3.9.4 of the Final EIR was revised as
follows:

Regional Faulting and-Seismicity

There are no known active or potentially active
faults mapped within the project study area,
and the project study area is not located within
a_ currently  designated  Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zone. The nearest
Alguist-Priolo Special Study Zone is located
approximately 5.5 miles from the project study
area (CDMG 1977). However, the—project
study—rea—is—underain—several buried thrust
faults, commonly referred as blind thrust
faults are located within the project area-by

These faults are the Upper Elysian Park thrust
fault and the Los Angeles segment of the
Puente Hills Tthrust Ffault system.
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Upper Elysian Park Thrust {Jpper) Fault

The Upper Elysian Park Thrust {Jpper—~ERPH

Fault is a southward-verging anticline
approximately 11 miles (18 km) long with a
curved, southward-convex axis, lying between
the Hollywood fault on the northwest and the
East Montebello Fault on the east, near the
City of San Gabriel. Uplift of the structure has
produced the Elysian, Repetto, and Monterey
Park Hills. Deformed late Quaternary deposits
and related structures indicates a late
Quaternary slip rate of this fault on the order
of approximately 1.3+0.4 mm/year (Oskin et
al. 2000). Shaw and Suppe (1996) estimated
earthquake recurrence intervals in the range of
340 to 1,000 vears. Although the UEPT might
generate strong ground motion at the site, it
is not considered capable of generating
surface rupture (Dolan et al. 2001).

FR Q

7.287 Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

Puente Hills Thrust Fault

The Puente Hills Fault also known as the
Puente Hills Thrust Fault extends for more
than 25 miles along strike in the northern Los
Angeles basin from downtown Los Angeles
east to Brea in northern Orange County. The
Puente Hills Fault consists of at least three,
north-dipping distinct geometric segments,
designated as the Los Angeles, Santa Fe
Springs, and Coyote Hills segments, from
west to east (Shaw et al., 2002). Based on
projections from available oil field data, the
Santa Fe Springs and Coyote Hills segments
are located at a depth of about 5 miles (8 km)
below ground surface. The slip rate of this fault
is on the order of approximately 0.2 and 1.0
mm/year (Shaw et al. 2002). The last
significant earthquake on this fault occurred
near the northwestern border of the Puente
Hills on October 1, 1987 (1987 Whittier
Narrows Earthquake) with a magnitude of 5.9.

The principal seismic hazard in the project
study area is ground shaking resulting from an
earthquake occurring along one of several
major active or potentially active faults in
Southern California (Caltrans, [2016], USGS
and CGS [2006], CDMG, [1977]). Figure 3.9 1
depicts the closest active faults to the project
study area, and Table 3.9 2 shows the
approximate  distances and  maximum
earthquake moment magnitudes.
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Section 8.0, References, of the Final EIR was
also updated to include the data source for
blind thrust faults.

California Division of Mines and Geology
(CDMG). 1977. State of California - Special
Studies Zones - Los Angeles Quadrangle,
Official Map, Los Angeles, January 1, 1977.

Caltrans. 2016. Caltrans ARS Online (v2.3.07).
http://dap3.dot.ca.gov/ARS_Online/

U.S. Geological Survey and California
Geological Survey (USGS and CGS). 2006.
Quaternary Fault and Fold Database for the
United States, accessed July 9, 2014 from
USGS website:

http//earthquakes.usgs.gov/regional/gfaults

Figure 3.9-1 was updated to depict the buried
fault locations. Table 3.9.2 was also revised to
include Elysian Park (Lower) and includes
revisions to the source and footnotes.
Additionally, the following text was added to
Section 3.9.4:

Seismicity

A number of strong to moderate earthquakes
have occurred in the vicinity of the proposed
project in recent years. Based on the review of
the earthquake database by USGS (2018), 12
earthquake events with magnitudes equal or
greater than 5.5 have occurred within a radius
of 60 miles of the project study area between
the years of 1900 and 2019. The location of the

R o

7-289

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

earthquake, year of occurrence, earthquake
magnitude, and depth of epicenter are
summarized below.

A new table 3.9-3 Historic Nearby Major
Earthquakes was also added to Section 3.9.4.

Site-specific seismic design parameters and
maximum  credible  earthquakes — will  be
incorporated into the final geotechnical report
required by Mitigation Measure GEO-1, using the
applicable seismic design criteria.

ORG 15-10 The Hazardous Materials Management Plan,
developed in fulfillment of Mitigation Measure
HAZ-1 (described in Section 3.10, Hazards and
Hazardous Materials, of the Draft EIR), will be
prepared to protect public health and the
environment. The nature and extent of hazardous
materials that would be encountered during project
construction would be evaluated prior to
construction via the Phase Il ESA required as part
of Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 in the Draft EIR.
Potential hazardous materials will be evaluated on
a case-by-case basis. The project design will meet
City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering
requirements for methane monitoring that apply to
structures located in Methane Buffer Zones.

See Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials

ORG 15-11 The Link US Preliminary Low Impact Development
Report (Appendix K of the Draft EIR) includes
background on feasibility of collection, detention,
reuse, and groundwater recharge, and was
prepared to be consistent with the City of Los
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Angeles LID Ordinance. Based on the LID manual,
the project did not pass the infiltration screening
due to presence of contaminated soils (results
from project Phase | ESA) and, therefore,
groundwater recharge of stormwater is not viable.
The LID approach will instead rely on capture and
use and biofiltration/bioretention BMPs to
mitigate for stormwater quality impacts.

Per Mitigation Measure HAZ-2, a Phase Il ESA will
be prepared that will include an evaluation of
contaminated soils from areas that will be
impacted by project construction. The Phase Il ESA
will help inform waste handling and disposal
procedures, refine the understanding of the nature
and extent of suspected contamination below the
ground surface, and is anticipated to reconfirm the
feasibility ~of  groundwater recharge  with
stormwater. Per Mitigation Measure HWQ-4,
Metro will prepare a final LID report that will
include an evaluation of the types of BMPs to be
implemented and refine their location.
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ORG 15-12

ORG 15-13

ORG 15-14

ORG 15-15

ORG 15-16

ORG 15-17

ORG 15-12

ORG 15-13

In Section 3.10 of the Draft EIR, the Union Station
Oil Field is identified on Figure 3.10-3, and
evaluated on Page 3.10-36 under Threshold 3.10-B
for the sub-topic Soil Vapor Migration. Figure
3.10-4 identifies active and abandoned oil and gas
wells within a 0.5-mile buffer of the project study
area. The Union Station QOil Field is not located in
an area where significant ground disturbance is
planned. Abandoned wells, if abandoned according
to regulatory requirements, are rarely a source of
contamination. If the wells were improperly
abandoned, they could be a source of
contamination; however, significant ground
disturbance is not planned for the areas of the
abandoned wells. The Hazardous Materials
Management Plan required by Mitigation Measure
HAZ-1 will outline procedures for the appropriate
actions to follow if unexpected contamination is
encountered.

See response to Comment ORG 3-4 and ORG 15-6.

Consistent with CEQA requirements, the City of
Los Angeles General Plan, Zoning Ordinance, and
applicable specific plans and other planning and
engineering documents for LAUS were utilized to
identify  information  related to  existing,
on-the-ground land uses and site conditions.
Existing land use designations and zoning
classifications, as well as future land uses in the
project study area are reflected in the city’s current
community plans and DTLA 2040, the city's
program to update the Central City and CCNCP,
which are currently under preparation. The entirety
of the project is located within the City of Los
Angeles. Based on the design of storm drain
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ORG 15-14

ORG 15-15

infrastructure, as noted on page 3.8-27 of the Draft
EIR, facilities within the jurisdiction of Los Angeles
County are not included as part of the project.

Comment noted.

Table 3.2-2 in the Draft EIR provides a discussion
of the environmental evaluation performed in
support of the potential impacts associated with
implementation of Mitigation Measure LU-1, not
the proposed project. The terms South Yard, South
Approach, Station, and North Approach are not
used in the Draft EIR; however a geotechnical
evaluation for the entirety of the proposed project
in each of the three project segments was
performed to support the environmental impact
evaluation in Section 3.9 of the Draft EIR (see
impact analysis under Threshold 3.9-A and
Threshold 3.9-C). General information regarding
liquefaction potential for the project was provided
in the Link US Preliminary Geotechnical Report in
Appendix L of the Draft EIR. A liquefaction analysis
for the four distinctive areas will be performed once
additional design information becomes available
and a geotechnical field investigation is conducted
for the project.

As stated above, a final geotechnical report will be
prepared during final design of the proposed
infrastructure in accordance with Mitigation
Measure GEO-1. A final geotechnical report will be
provided once additional design information
becomes available and a geotechnical field
investigation is conducted for the project. The final
geotechnical report will provide site specific
recommendations and  design  parameters
(including credible earthquake design parameters)
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ORG 15-16

ORG 15-17

consistent with the latest version of the California
Building Code, as applicable at the time building
and grading permits are pursued. Implementation
of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 would reduce
impacts to a level less than significant.

Approximate depths/distances to blind thrust
faults and references for information regarding
blind thrust faults located beneath the project site
were added to Section 3.9.4 of the Final EIR (see
response to comment ORG 15-9 above).

References cited are provided in alphabetical order
in Section 8.0 of the Draft EIR and Section 10.0 of
Appendix L of the Draft EIR. Section 3.9 of the Draft
EIR is intended to summarize the technical
information contained in Appendix L.

Section 9.1.2 includes the list of preparers for the
Draft EIR.

See response to comment ORG 15-9.
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ORG 15-17
Contd.

ORG 15-18

J \

ORG 15-19

J \

ORG 15-20

J \

ORG 15-21

ORG 15-18

ORG 15-19

See response to comment ORG 15-9.

The locations/depths/magnitudes of all recorded
earthquakes within a 5-mile radius and most
probable related fault planes will be reported in the
final geotechnical report. Maximum credible
earthquakes vary depending on the seismic criteria
for each reviewing agency and/or jurisdiction.
Site-specific seismic design parameters and
maximum credible earthquakes for the proposed
improvements will be provided during final design
once additional design information becomes
available and a geotechnical field investigation is
conducted for the project.

The text in Section 3.12.4 has been revised for
clarity in the following manner:

Record searches were conducted at the
California Historical Resources Information
System, South Central Coastal Information
Center to identify previously recorded cultural
resources within the ADI and a 0.25-mile wide
buffer area-surrounding it. Historic maps were
reviewed to aid in identification of historic-era
resources.

Survey and record search maps are included in the
Archaeological Survey Report, which is Attachment
C to the Cultural Resources Impact Assessment
Report (Appendix N of the Draft EIR). However, as
per California OHP regulations, all archeological
site information, including reports with specific site
locations, should be treated as confidential in order
to protect resources from damage or removal.
CEQA Guideline 15120(d) states that no document
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prepared pursuant to this article that is available for
public examination shall include a “trade secret” as
defined in Section 6254.7 of the Government Code,
information about the location of archaeological
sites and sacred lands, or any other information
that is subject to the disclosure restrictions of
Section 6254 of the Government Code. The ASR is
confidential and therefore cannot be included in
the Draft EIR for public review.

As explained in Section 3 of Appendix N, CEQA
defines a historical resource as follows (CEQA
Guidelines § 15064.5[a]):

1. Avresource listed in, or determined eligible by
the State Historical Resources Commission
for listing in, the CRHR;

2. A resource included in a local register of
historical resources;

3. A resource identified as significant in a
historical resource survey meeting the
requirements specified in PRC § 5024.1(g); or

4. Any resource that the lead agency determines
to be historically significant.

Aerial photos and satellite images do not provide
information about resources that are known to
exist (i.e., that have been recorded in the California
Historical Resources Information System, or
CHRIS) and that may be considered historic
resources under CEQA, but rather about potential
resources that may or may not be present. Until a
potential resource is recorded by a professional
archaeologist or architectural historian during
survey or excavation, and until it is evaluated
according to the CRHR criteria, it is not a historical
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resource and does not require consideration under
CEQA. Mitigation Measure HIST-5 addresses the
treatment of known and unanticipated resources
prior to and during construction. Mitigation
Measure HIST-5 also has a provision to develop a
preconstruction site-specific sensitivity model that
would use historic maps, plans, and historic aerial
maps to identify specific site features buried within
the project study area.

The industry standard for building baseline
information on cultural resources is to conduct a
record search with the Office of Historic
Preservation’s CHRIS and a pedestrian survey of
the Area of Direct Impacts, or ADI. To the degree
that this baseline information is germane to the
identification and evaluation of historical
resources, the confidential ASR, which is provided
as Attachment C to the Link US Cultural Resources
Impact Assessment Report (Appendix N of the Draft
EIR), shows historic maps and aerials photographs
in relation to the identified archaeological resource
CA-LAN-1575/h. Historic maps (including tract
maps, survey maps, Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps,
etc.) and historic aerial photos were consulted for
research on the historic context of the project, as
discussed in Section 4 of the Historic Resources
Evaluation Report (HRER), which is Attachment B
to Appendix N of the Draft EIR.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15148 states that the
“preparation of EIRs is dependent upon
information from many sources, including
engineering  reports and many scientific
documents relating to environmental features.
These documents should be cited but not included
in the EIR.”
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ORG 15-20

ORG 15-21

Appendix N cites Attachment C, the confidential
ASR, which includes the maps.

The criteria for recirculation as set forth in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5 have not been met.
Furthermore, no substantial evidence was provided
to support the claim that the Draft EIR should be
recirculated.

Please see response to comment ORG 15-19.

The ASR includes a detailed review of the resources
identified and mitigation efforts undertaken during
Metro Red Line and other projects that have taken
place in the ADI. This information regarding the
archaeological discoveries associated with the
Metro Red Line Subway construction is reported on
Page 3.12-37 through 3.12-39 of the Draft EIR.

The criteria for recirculation as set forth in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5 have not been met.
Furthermore, no substantial evidence was provided
to support the claim that the Draft EIR should be
recirculated.

Please see responses to comments ORG 15-19 and
ORG 15-20.
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ORG 15-21
Contd.

ORG 15-22

J \

ORG 15-23

ORG 15-24

ORG 15-22 The list elements that repeat have been deleted,
and the text on Pages 3.12-24 and 3.12-25 of the
Draft EIR have been revised as follows:

The following resources were consulted for further
background research (Appendix N of this EIR) —
please note the repeated bullets were removed in
the Final EIR as shown below:

e City of Los Angeles Historic Resources
Survey (SurveyLA) — City of Los Angeles
Historic Resources Survey

e  Caltrans As-Built Drawing Archives

e Caltrans Historic Bridge Inventory

e Historic Aerials

e Online Archive of California

e Sanborn Fire Insurance Company maps
e City Directories

e Los Angeles Department of Building and
Safety permits

e Los Angeles County archives, including
the County assessor’s improvement
books

e ProQuest Historical Los Angeles Times
Database

e Newspapers.com database
e Metro documents library

e Southern California Rapid Transit
District Metro Rail project construction
drawings (circa [ca.] 1987)
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The archive search to develop baseline information
regarding cultural resources was carried out using
industry standards as reported on Page 3.12-24 of
the Draft EIR. Other libraries, as cited in the HRER
(Attachment B to Appendix N of the Draft EIR)
were consulted for historic context.

Please see response to comment ORG 15-20.
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ORG 15-23

ORG 15-24

The criteria for recirculation as set forth in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5 have not been met.
Furthermore, no substantial evidence was provided
to support the claim that the Draft EIR should be
recirculated.

See response to comment ORG 15-6 and
ORG 15-22.

Figure 3.12-4 depicts the entirety of the Resource
Study Area that corresponds with the limits of the
project footprint considered for impacts to
paleontological resources. Figure 3.12-6 shows the
specific boundaries of LAUS as a historical
resource, zoomed in to show both the areas of
direct and indirect impacts in the vicinity of those
resources. It is identical to Figure 7-1 in Appendix
N of the Draft EIR. For maps of the entire project
area, including the northern segment of the project
study area and the project as it is represented
crossing US-101 and connecting to the main line,
please reference Figure 3.12-1 on Page 3.12-17 of
the Draft EIR.

The criteria for recirculation as set forth in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5 have not been met.
Furthermore, no substantial evidence was provided
to support the claim that the Draft EIR should be
recirculated.
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ORG 15-25

ORG 15-26

ORG 15-27

ORG 15-25 CEQA requires mitigation when a project has the

potential to impact a historical resource. The
review of historic aerials, historic photographs, and
satellite images provides historical context, but
cannot by itself serve as a means of identifying and
evaluating historical resources. Please see
response to comment ORG 15-19.

The Draft EIR identifies the potential for direct and
indirect impacts on archaeological historical
resources as a result of the project, including
unanticipated discoveries (including foundations,
privies, and garbage dumps), which is considered
a significant impact. Mitigation Measures HIST-5
and HIST-6 (as described in Section 3.12.6 of the
Draft EIR) are proposed to reduce impacts to a
level less than significant, and include the
implementation of a Cultural Resources Mitigation
and Management Plan prior to construction that
details the process for treating unanticipated
discoveries. Therefore, no further mitigation
measures are required.

Section 3.12.6 of the Draft EIR provides the
mitigation measures that Metro is committed to
implement. Compensation is not a type of
mitigation proposed to reduce project-related
impacts, and funding sources are not required to
be disclosed under CEQA.

The criteria for recirculation as set forth in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5 have not been met.
Furthermore, no substantial evidence was provided
to support the claim that the Draft EIR should be
recirculated.
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ORG 15-26 Similar to the proposed project, the majority of

ORG 15-27

infrastructure under the build alternative would be
within an existing transportation corridor, and at
the existing LAUS facility, which is defined in the
2016 RTP/SCS as a high quality transit area and a
transit priority area in a highly urbanized area.
Potential growth is already planned for in the
project study area and captured at the local level in
the City's General Plan, ADSP and at the regional
level in the 2016 RTP/SCS. The build alternative
would not induce unplanned growth that could
otherwise result in significant or adverse secondary
impacts. As discussed in Section 5.4.2, the build
alternative would not result in direct growth
impacts.

The criteria for recirculation as set forth in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5 have not been met.
Furthermore, no substantial evidence was provided
to support the claim that the Draft EIR should be
recirculated.

Comment unclear. The applicable goals, policies,
and objectives of the 2016 RTP/SCS and other state
mandates including AB 32 and SB 375 can be
found in Section 3.2 of the Draft EIR. As discussed
in Section 1.0 and 2.0, the project would contribute
towards an overall reduction of VMT and GHGs in
the region. A quantitative analysis can be found in
Section 3.5 of the Draft EIR, and a qualitative
analysis can also be found in Section 3.3 of the
Draft EIR.

The criteria for recirculation as set forth in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15088.5 have not been met.
Furthermore, no substantial evidence was
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provided to support the claim that the Draft EIR
should be recirculated.
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ORG 15-28

ORG 15-29

ORG 15-30

ORG 15-28

ORG 15-29

Mitigation Measure AQ-1 includes mandatory
provisions from SCAQMD’s Rule 403 and Metro’s
Green Construction Policy to minimize air quality
emissions during construction. The use of the term
“wherever feasible” is included in SCAQMD's Rule
403 and Metro's Green Construction Policy. This
term is used in the Draft EIR to capture the intent
of the regulation or applicable measure that will
reduce  potential  environmental  impacts.
Therefore, no updates to the mitigation measures
in Section 3.5 of the Draft EIR are required. All
mitigation measures will be incorporated into the
MMRP as part of the Final EIR. The criteria for
recirculation, as set forth in CEQA Guidelines
Section 15088.5, have not been met. Furthermore,
no substantial evidence was provided to support
the claim that the Draft EIR should be recirculated.

The use of punctuation is consistent throughout
the Draft EIR. All technical editing was performed
in accordance the Chicago Manual of Style and the
project style guide.

The project is currently in the preliminary design
stage and contractor means and methods are yet
to be determined. The terms “if possible” and “to
the maximum extent feasible” are used to provide
flexibility to Metro and its construction contractors
as the project progresses through the design
process. All mitigation measures in the Draft EIR
include performance standards that are required to
be implemented, and will be incorporated into the
MMRP as part of the Final EIR. The criteria for
recirculation, as set forth in CEQA Guidelines
Section 15088.5, have not been met. Furthermore,
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ORG 15-30 The terms “if this is not feasible” and “to the extent

no substantial evidence was provided to support
the claim that the Draft EIR should be recirculated.

feasible” are used to provide schedule flexibility to
Metro and its construction contractors during
construction of the project. It is unknown at this
point if all bridge work could occur within the
daytime or outside of the bird breeding season,
while maintaining an adequate level of service and
safety on the roadway. Mitigation Measure BIO-2
identifies provisions if vegetation removal cannot
be conducted outside of the bird breeding season.
A Metro-approved qualified bird biologist will be
required to conduct preconstruction surveys to
locate active nests within 7 days prior to vegetation
removal in each area with suitable nesting habitat.

If nesting birds are found during preconstruction
surveys, an exclusionary buffer (150 feet for
passerines and 500 feet for raptors) suitable to
prevent nest disturbance shall be established by
the biologist. The buffer may be reduced based on
species-specific and site-specific conditions as
determined by the qualified biologist at the time of
the survey. This buffer shall be clearly marked in the
field by construction personnel under the guidance
of the biologist, and construction or vegetation
removal shall not be conducted within the buffer
until the biologist determines that the young have
fledged or the nest is no longer active.

All mitigation measures will be incorporated into
the MMRP as part of the Final EIR. The criteria for
recirculation as set forth in CEQA Guidelines
Section 15088.5 have not been met. Furthermore,
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no substantial evidence was provided to support
the claim that the Draft EIR should be recirculated.
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ORG 15-31

ORG 15-32

ORG 15-33

ORG 15-34

ORG 15-35

ORG 15-31

ORG 15-32

This comment is not directed at a mitigation
measure of the project. Section 2.10 of the Draft
EIR includes a discussion of the project
implementation approach. The project is currently
in the preliminary design stage. Completion of the
design will take place once the project is
environmentally cleared to proceed into the final
design stage.

Any impacted utilities would be reviewed by the
appropriate owner (e.g., City of Los Angles) who
would also be responsible for issuing any
construction permits based on final design plans.
Metro has not yet selected a construction
contractor.

All mitigation measures will be incorporated into
the MMRP as part of the Final EIR. The criteria for
recirculation as set forth in CEQA Guidelines
Section 15088.5 have not been met. Furthermore,
no substantial evidence was provided to support
the claim that the Draft EIR should be recirculated.

Impacts on TCRs are disclosed on Pages 3.12-78
and 3.12-79 of the Draft EIR and are considered a
significant impact because excavations would
occur in areas with the potential to contain TCR
CA-LAN-1575/H. The text in this comment is
derived from Section 21082.3 of the California
Public Resources Code. The criteria for
recirculation, as set forth in CEQA Guidelines
Section 15088.5, have not been met. Furthermore,
no substantial evidence was provided to support
the claim that the Draft EIR should be recirculated.
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ORG 15-33

ORG 15-34

The text on Page 3.12-56 of the Final EIR has been
revised in the following manner:

South Retaining Wall - The proposed
run-through track structure over the El Monte
Busway and US-101 would be designed to
span above the existing south retaining wall,
which would be largely obscured from public
view, but may still be altered (kkely-i.e., with
the run-through tracks structure crossing
through the wall) but would be reconstructed
in-kind, where feasible, and visible from
Us-101.

All mitigation measures will be incorporated into
the MMRP as part of the Final EIR. The criteria for
recirculation as set forth in CEQA Guidelines
Section 15088.5 have not been met. Furthermore,
no substantial evidence was provided to support
the claim that the Draft EIR should be recirculated.

Mitigation Measure HIST-1c allows for restoration
of the original passenger concourse, where
feasible. It requires that reconstructive work is to be
conducted to the Secretary of Interior’s Standards
for Restoration, which would take into account the
original condition of the character-defining features
of LAUS in the original concourse, a task requiring
further research but not needed at this time to
identify, evaluate, or mitigate the LAUS historical
resource for the impacts of the project.

Historic photos of LAUS and corresponding
discussion of modifications resulting from
construction of the Red Line are included in the
Link US Draft Cultural Resources Impacts
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ORG 15-35

Assessment Report, provided as Appendix N to the
Draft EIR.

All mitigation measures will be incorporated into
the MMRP as part of the Final EIR. The criteria for
recirculation, as set forth in CEQA Guidelines
Section 15088.5, have not been met. Furthermore,
no substantial evidence was provided to support
the claim that the Draft EIR should be recirculated.

The following text has been removed from Section
4.0 of the Final EIR:

This comment is not directed at a mitigation
measure of the project. All mitigation measures will
be incorporated into the MMRP as part of the Final
EIR. The criteria for recirculation, as set forth in
CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5, have not been
met. Furthermore, no substantial evidence was
provided to support the claim that the Draft EIR
should be recirculated.
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ORG 15-36

ORG 15-37

ORG 15-38

ORG 15-39

ORG 15-40

ORG 15-36 To realize the long-term benefits associated with

ORG 15-37 The air quality analysis is not stating that the

the project, temporary impacts to rail operations
would occur. Given the magnitude of construction,
the mitigation measures are presented for flexibility
during project implementation. As outlined in
Mitigation Measure TR-3 and Section 3.3,
Transportation and Traffic, of the Draft EIR, prior to
construction, Metro shall prepare an MOU with
each current rail operator, including, but not
limited to, SCRRA, LOSSAN, and Amtrak, to outline
mutually agreed upon on-time performance goals
to be achieved throughout construction, and how
construction sequencing and railroad operational
protocols would be incorporated into applicable
construction documents (plans and
specifications).

All mitigation measures will be incorporated into
the MMRP as part of the Final EIR. The criteria for
recirculation, as set forth in CEQA Guidelines
Section 15088.5, have not been met. Furthermore,
no substantial evidence was provided to support
the claim that the Draft EIR should be recirculated.

project's effect on the localized emission
concentrations cannot be quantified; there are
several models that could be used. The analysis is
stating that there is no accepted methodology for
correlating an individual project's air emissions
with specific human health impacts. Correlation of
local increases in concentrations of criteria
pollutants with specific health impacts is unreliable
given a project’s minute contribution of emissions
to an air basin and fluctuation in pollutants across
an air basin from other sources. Therefore, project
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ORG 15-38

ORG 15-39

specific modeling would not provide for a more
informed or enhanced analysis.

Comment is unclear in specifying the type of
quantitative analysis. CEQA requires consideration
of alternative development scenarios and an
analysis of the potential impacts associated with
those alternatives. This content is provided in
Section 5.0 of the Draft EIR. Through comparison
of the build alternative and the reduced historic
impact alternative to the proposed project, the
advantages of each can be weighed and analyzed.
Section 15126.6(f) of the CEQA Guidelines state,
“The range of alternatives required in an EIR is
governed by a “rule of reason” that requires the EIR
to set forth only those alternatives necessary to
permit a reasoned choice. The alternatives shall be
limited to ones that would avoid or substantially
lessen any of the significant impacts of the project.
Of those alternatives, the EIR need examine in
detail only the ones that the lead agency
determines could feasibly attain most of the basic
objectives of the project. The range of feasible
alternatives shall be selected and discussed in a
manner to foster meaningful public participation
and informed decision-making.”

The existing LAUS platforms are located
approximately 60 feet from the edge of pavement
on the El Monte Busway and are at an elevation
that is higher than the US-101. The distance is not
sufficient to safely achieve the change in elevation
required to access a tunnel below the US-101.
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A tunnel option would require the entire station,
concourse, and rail yard to be lowered. It would
result in significant impacts, including but not
limited to:

e impacts to the historic station and
passageway

e increased area of impervious surface and
requirement  for  additional  drainage
infrastructure

e increased air quality impacts associated with
extensive excavation and construction

e increased potential for  encountering
hazardous materials

e conflicts with utilities
e conflicts with rail operations

e increased property impacts south of US-101
to related to track infrastructure

e higher construction costs related to increased
excavation quantities, implementation of
ventilation in the tunnel, and fire and life
safety measures.

The type of infrastructure required would be cost-
prohibitive for the reasons stated above and would
cause greater impacts on the US-101 and
surrounding area than necessary to achieve the
project’s engineering requirements. The Red Line
Phase | study was prepared in advance of the Draft
EIR; therefore, a comparison to the proposed
project would be impossible.
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ORG 15-40 The quantification of values such as real estate is
not required by CEQA. The project’s consistency
with applicable plans that coincide with statewide
and regional transportation and land use planning
goals and objectives is provided in Section 3.2,
Land Use and Planning, of the Draft EIR.

As discussed in Section 6.1 of the Draft EIR, based
on the quantified estimate of proposed retail and
office/commercial space, the proposed project
would not generate substantial growth from that
already planned for in the 2016 RTP/SCS.
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ORG 15-40
Contd.

ORG 15-41

ORG 15-42

ORG 15-43

ORG 15-44

ORG 15-45

ORG 15-41

ORG 15-42

The quantification of values, such as real estate, is
not required by CEQA. The infill development
discussed in Section 3.2 of the Draft EIR is based
on current planning documents adopted by the City
of Los Angeles. The environmental analysis for the
proposed project acknowledges the potential
benefits that may result from planned growth,
although does conclude the project is not growth
inducing for the reasons stated in Section 6.1 of the
Draft EIR.

See response to comment ORG 15-40.

Analysis of project noise and noise/vibration at
residential units are analyzed in Section 3.6 of the
Draft EIR. Potential future (i.e., induced) residential
land use development is not included in the
analysis; however, local land use development
regulations promulgated by the City of Los Angeles,
require that residential developments meet certain
noise level limits when in proximity to surface
transportation sources of noise such as rail lines.
As discussed in Section 3.6.7 of the Draft EIR,
Mitigation ~ Measure  NV-1  would  reduce
operational noise impacts to a level less than
significant. Construction noise would be reduced
via implementation of Mitigation Measure NV-2
that includes provisions for temporary noise
barriers such as material piles or acoustic blanket,
which would provide sound attenuation during
construction. Wheel-skirts, which are referred to in
the comment as wall-shirts, are not typically
applicable to diesel electric powered transit
vehicles because the sound sources of a
locomotive include not only the sound emanating
from the wheel rail interface, but also from the
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ORG 15-43

ORG 15-44

ORG 15-45

diesel electric engine itself. For this reason,
Mitigation Measure NV-1 includes a sound wall to
mitigate sound levels at impacted residential units.
No vibration impacts are anticipated from
operation of the project.

Section 3.9, and other applicable locations in the
Final EIR, will be revised to reference the “Metro
Red and Purple Line” or "Red and Purple Line
station,” where applicable.

As discussed in response to comment ORG 15-19,
CEQA Guidelines Section 15148 states that the
“preparation of EIRs is dependent upon
information from many sources, including
engineering  reports and many  scientific
documents relating to environmental features.
These documents should be cited but not included
in the EIR.”

A Phase | ESA was prepared for the project, and is
included as Appendix M of the Draft EIR.

Section 3.1 of the Draft EIR is the introduction to
the Environmental Analysis. The statement
identified in this comment is a general statement
regarding types of mitigation permissible under
CEQA Guidelines Section 15370. Compensation is
not proposed as mitigation identified in the EIR.

Mitigation Measure LU-1 does not contain the
term “maximum feasible.” The criteria for a
subsequent EIR, as set forth in CEQA Guidelines
Section 15162, have not been met.

FR

7-316

M)

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

ORG 15-45
Contd.
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ORG 15-46
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ORG 15-47

ORG 15-48

ORG 15-46 Mitigation Measure AES-1 does not contain the

ORG 15-47

ORG 15-48

term “maximum feasible.” The criteria for a
subsequent EIR, as set forth in CEQA Guidelines
Section 15162, have not been met.

With regards to Mitigation Measure AES-2, the
terms “to the extent feasible” and “where feasible”
are used to provide flexibility to Metro and its
construction contractors during construction of the
project. As identified in Mitigation Measure AES-2,
if nighttime work is required, the construction
contractor will be required to install temporary
lighting in a manner that directs light toward the
construction area and install temporary shields as
necessary so that light does not spill over into
residential areas. The criteria for a subsequent EIR,
as set forth in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162,
have not been met.

With regards to Mitigation Measure AES-3, the
term “where feasible” provides flexibility for
placement of landscaping in areas that would
screen project-generated light. Not all areas could
accommodate landscaping while also providing a
screening element to residential units. The criteria
for a subsequent EIR, as set forth in CEQA
Guidelines Section 15162, have not been met.

The term “whenever feasible” provides flexibility to
Metro and its construction contractors during
construction of the project. The criteria for a
subsequent EIR as set forth in CEQA Guidelines
Section 15162 have not been met.

Comment unclear. The term “maximum feasible”
is not used in the sentence provided by the
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commenter. The criteria for a subsequent EIR, as
set forth in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, have
not been met.
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ORG 15-49

ORG 15-50

ORG 15-51

ORG 15-52

ORG 15-53

ORG 15-54

ORG 15-49 The City of Los Angeles regulates construction

ORG 15-50

noise pursuant to Section 41.40 of their Municipal
Code. The City of Los Angeles has discretion to
grant permission to work outside of the permitted
hours. As stated in Section 41.40 of the Municipal
Code:

The standards which shall be considered in
determining whether a permit shall be granted are
the following:

(@) Whether the work to be done is in the public
interest, or

(b) Whether the applicant would suffer
hardship, injustice or delay if the permit were not
granted, or

(c) Whether fuel conservation would result if
the permit were issued.

Because the text in the comment is derived from
Section 41.40 of the Municipal Code, no revision is
warranted. Emphasis should be placed on the
terms “public interest” and “applicant” in context
with the comment raised.

The criteria for a subsequent EIR, as set forth in
CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, have not been
met.

See response to comment ORG 15-11.
The criteria for a subsequent EIR, as set forth in

CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, have not been
met.
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ORG 15-51 Please see response to comment ORG 15-11.

ORG 15-52 General information regarding  liquefaction

ORG 15-53 The term “maximum extent practicable” is used to

ORG 15-54 The term “maximum extent practicable” is used to

potential for the project was provided in the
Preliminary Geotechnical Report (Appendix L of the
Draft EIR). Quantitative analyses for liquefaction
will be performed during final design pursuant to
the requirements of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 in
the Draft EIR.

provide flexibility to Metro and its construction
contractors as the project progresses through the
design process. All mitigation measures in the
Draft EIR include performance standards that are
required to be implemented, and will be
incorporated into the MMRP as part of the Final
EIR.

provide flexibility to Metro and its construction
contractors as the project progresses through the
design process. All mitigation measures in the
Draft EIR include performance standards that are
required to be implemented, and will be
incorporated into the MMRP as part of the Final
EIR.
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m-udmmmurmm. Revize and make mandatory and inciude in the

L&T Tabie 3.8 Notos! MEF=maximur exTond pracaicabh
Conditional wilfeert i e inre e MMRR is fotally inedequaele and st be
Wﬁmmnrmm Revige ard make rmandmlony amd include in the

E24 - Forpid and minkmze impocts on sersitve ervrorrmental resouroes (o the mankmum extent

feasibla, including but not Emied (o histoncal resoeoes

Conditional statement withowt incorpormtion info the MMRF is fotally inadequate and must be
Wmﬂmmufﬂwm Revise and make mandatory and Inciude i the

FIT ..eilualons ssscciated with the lessay Cosures along e US-107, Mgabon Messue TR-1 s

pefymad By MUAINER N Capacihy Akong TR LES- 1T cunng construchon i The maximuam satent

practicable. bmglamantition of MEIGABON Madtuns TR-1 would reduch impacts 1o 3 kel ss than

h’rih and, They Bl ﬂ‘h:lh"rt' m-.i-c.l il i ot s sarelar B i propdded peopecl

= tiomal i into the MMRP i3 fotoly insdequate snd must be
wmmmurmm Revise and make mandstory and inciude in the

657 B34 Recraation

EpREMEAARnn O this SOt would Not INCHaass the Semand for Mecreabenal ERCANAS OF FesUlt in
siwEieal IMpachs THat would SEtncrate &Eting facatios

The dermand for parklands and oiher recneatienal facilities would be similar to existing comdilons
Th priopesesd progeo! would not substantialy induce population grawth in the project study area
e ey weoaic! nol sgrafcantly increass thie use of parios

Ne impact would aocur assncaled wiln the prysieal detenarehon of parks and siher recreatonal
‘Biihes

Cansiruction of the Red Line Phase One st Unlon Siation clearly induced further growth, MTA
Tawar, MWD Tawar, and Various Sparmmsnt and in the wiciniy of the 4™ Strest Yards.
Tha mmunmumwumwmﬁm unfess the
CountyCity inpose land wse restrctions.

Provide SCAG 'S based populnion, holsehalds, and employment ns for 2000-2045 for te
arfTected drea... Project Sieimns and vioinity; og, 1300 frem Froject Ames boundarfes.

Provide past, cuarrent, md projeched growth of use of recrestional sreesiacilities within J8408 of
Projoct Arver bounoarios.

B9 -8 8.0 Rclerences

AETM Practiov E 1527-13. 312 Standard Practice lor Emdronmental Sile Aswessmernts

CALFire. 2007, Resporsbiity Maps Firg Hazard Seventy Zores in Stale Responsinilty drpes,
higffrap.fire.ca.gowwebdata/ mapeios_angelesThezs_map 1h.pd

Califgrnia Department of Conservation. 2007 wgical Suriey Fi.ﬂ. Rupture Hazard Zones
J0V6a Dwision of Tl Gas, and Geotfarmad Resounoss Vel Finger oning dathbacke

J \

\

ORG 15-55

ORG 15-56

ORG 15-57

ORG 15-58

ORG 15-59

ORG 15-60

ORG 15-61

ORG 15-55

ORG 15-56

ORG 15-57

ORG 15-58

ORG 15-59

This comment is directed at a project objective and
not a mitigation measure of the project. There is no
requirement to update or revise the MMRP. Metro
maintains that a key project objective is to maintain
rail/transit service and minimize disruption to
commuters during construction to the maximum
extent feasible.

The term “maximum extent feasible” is used to
provide flexibility to Metro and its construction
contractors as the project progresses through
construction because some proposed
infrastructure may require nighttime construction
activities. All  mitigation measures will be
incorporated into the MMRP as part of the Final
EIR.

The term “maximum extent practicable” is part of
the NPDES Permit language. This term is used in
the Draft EIR to capture the intent of the regulation.
There is no requirement to update or revise the
MMRP.

This comment is directed at a project objective and
not a mitigation measure of the project. There is no
requirement to update or revise the MMRP. Metro
maintains that a key project objective is to avoid
and minimize impacts on sensitive environmental
resources to the maximum extent feasible.

The term “maximum extent practicable” is used to
provide flexibility to Metro and its construction
contractors as the project progresses through
construction because some closures, albeit
temporary, to US-101 are expected. All mitigation
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ORG 15-60

ORG 15-61

measures will be incorporated into the MMRP as
part of the Final EIR.

See the Community Impact Assessment (Appendix
D of the Draft EIR) for a discussion on induced
growth, recreation, and SCAG growth forecasts.
The proposed project aligns with the need to
address transportation solutions based on regional
growth forecasts.

As discussed in Section 3.13.5 of the Draft EIR, it is
not expected that parks or recreational facilities
would be overburdened or subject to increased use
that would accelerate physical deterioration of park
facilities. The proposed project would not
substantially induce population growth in the
project study area and thereby would not
significantly increase the need for parks.
Furthermore, no direct physical impacts on parks
would occur from implementation of the project.

References have been spelled out and alphabetized
in Section 8.0 of the Final EIR. Accessed version is
part of the administrative record and would be
provided on request.
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ORG 15-62 References have been spelled out and alphabetized
in Section 8.0 of the Final EIR. Accessed version is

Califomia Energy Commission (GES) 2016 Drafl 2018 Inbegrated Ersgy Policy Repor Update part of the administrative record and would be
CalRecycle. 2018 Faciity Inforrmaton Tookox, Detaded Facikty Seach Scorssed August 15, 208 provided on req uest.

Caiifornia Department of Transpertation (Cakrans). 2005, Log Argees Linkn Sation Fun: Theough
Track EIZENS, Decamber 2005

LinklIS Project DEIR Commenis. T Vilams Cowtdi g

gj Southern Califomia Association of Governments (SCAGL 2008 Regona Compranentivg ORG 15-63 The Draft EIR appel’ldices are coordinated and
e i TS MR Pl 01 reflect an impact analysis for the proposed project
18 10-Yaar Stratege Flen 20152005 i i i i
P At ITRBTRGBRINA IR & Scrmaiei AAAsRbo BMtaEek_ Tk yRAn RARRg PSR ORGC 15-62 with cgnsstenth COHdUS;'OHISj angl baseline
Tela Tech, ino. (Tetra Tach) assumptions where applicable. ease see
Trarmooriaton Research Board 1957, Heghway Capecly Marnusl, Special Edion 208, Therd Edldaen p pp
U.5. Geological Survey Bnd Golformin Geslagieal Survey 2016 Custerrary Fout and Fod response to comment ORG 15-11.
daiase
Wagnes, D.L 7002 Gabfarnia Geomorprac Provinces. Galitomin Geologic Survey Note 36, Accessed
'ﬂf;,:;ﬁﬁhnumwm' Craniabicationsic noatute SM0ocmesiabe 5 od ORG 15-64 References are provided in alphabetical order in
Spoil Outs and siphic order is Aof maintained Section 10 of the Preliminary Geotechnical Report
Accossdd Voralon must be providod If ciffenan? from 2000 vorslons, $amo a8 far Pubifc. < . .
- (Appendix L of the Draft EIR). The purpose of this
e DLt s M Bt ths i e s RLRCAR b report was to review existing data and provide
okt o i Undted States Posiel Service Termins Annex proprty. ocated sejacent 1o Segrmer. 1 preliminary  geotechnical information for the
Thicat Segment, detected total petroeum hydrocarbons, volatie cepanic compounds. and chiorinatec proposed project. Specific reports or studies done
vty e 3 contRmimaied wnd 1ot pultable for p i bl for the area that the commenter is referencing were
in the project y area is contaminated nat suitable for propesed infilirstion . unlined
tandee aping Improvements, inckiding imagation, are not fesiole . . . &
AP K dows ot appeor 0 be ccondinated with (e cther sppeadices, specially ApticAl nor with Hhe not available for review at the time of the
AIENN Mt e houyh i Mmece cF LA e T R e 0 o o by e preparation of this report. In addition, relevant
Similouty, the conchusion henein that the “majority of the soll in the Project study area i ORG 15-63 information obtained from available reports and/or
‘““‘"{"“;‘:}"“““h:r far b “H d el ‘# —W"ﬂ""ﬂﬂwﬂﬂmf studies was summarized in the Preliminary
Tarelly L] trensgort, el diiposo! of Project . .
MiMMW;WMMMEMmmMWHﬁMUIHNMHH Geotechnical Report. The supporting documents
m"&l’*ﬂ“ﬂ“ & 4 ek e E provided in the appendices are sufficient for this
A A = wdsich o coxstarainabad ond coord? :
with anpropriote DEIR sections and otfr appendices. Assore thet the conchusions Menein ore level of design and for the purpose of the Draft EIR.

clearly stated in the DEIR and are reflected in the mitigation and in the draft and final Mitigation,
Manltoring, end Reperting Frogram,/Pian, follewing withdreweal of this DEW, revisfons, and

Facireuletion o & DSEIR. J As discussed in response to comment ORG 15-19,
- CEQA Guidelines Section 15148 states that the
Apety L Draft Praliminany Geotechnical Report : )
P TR fport prodarts Th fepiits of th fovigw of axleting datafor [propect). . Th purposn of the “preparation of EIRs is dependent upon
by v B Prrwarw maieting Ot ol B sibe arc provec preliminary geobechoe: s secomeendelions fon inf . f includi
':r-:-:jtughr. rwirm:rﬁh::.;:ﬂrﬁn.::dmm| pﬂmﬁﬁm@ ﬂtlal_ﬂttmtﬂrﬂ information rom many sources, Inciu I?g
SRR NERR bt R Y u i ORG 15-64 engineerin reports and many  scientific
Tt clos Aot provide Specific reference i PagaPAGRIA of Apnendis which does not prowvide 8 8 p y
IIKIGOETORIFEACOS ROF MANYARY Qeaiogical Ses dane for (e Fod Ling PRase ono - i ;
N S e o documents relating to enwlronmental features.
Technical Center and US-101 Bridge. J These documents should be cited but not included
[Apdhc L] A summary of findirgs and concisors & pressntsd below 7 in the EIR.”
+ Thi suBsLAiace Solls peneraly sonsisted of Bl FARGING from 3 fow fest gancrally, 5o Lp 1 30 fest ORG 15-65

i Bhet stataon patioemn seea. Beneath the Gl 5 o g of alluvial soil . over bedrock
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ORG 15-65 Sections 7.0 and 8.0 in Appendix L of the Draft EIR
provide specific information and
recommendations regarding the existing Metro
Red and Purple Line station underneath the LAUS
platform and constructability issues. A typical cross
section is provided in Appendix L for this level of
study and subject to change during final design.
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ORG 15-65
Contd.

ORG 15-66

ORG 15-67

ORG 15-68

ORG 15-69

ORG 15-66

ORG 15-67

ORG 15-68

Mitigation Measure GEO-1 requires a final
geotechnical report; however, the measure does
not state that HDR would prepare the document.
The final geotechnical report must be prepared by
a licensed geotechnical engineer retained by Metro.

The recommendations outlines in Appendix L of
the Draft EIR have been incorporated into
Mitigation Measure GEO-1. Al mitigation
measures will be incorporated into the MMRP as
part of the Final EIR.

The criteria for a subsequent EIR, as set forth in
CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, have not been
met.

The information requested can be derived using
the information outlined in Table 2-3 of
Section 2.0, Project Description, which outlines the
existing and future train movements that could
occur through LAUS. Both the proposed project
and the build alternative would realize similar
operational enhancements, as disclosed in Section
2.0. The transportation demand, future growth,
and accommodation for planned growth is all
discussed in Section 1.1 of the Draft EIR. A region
and vicinity map is provided as Figure 2-3 of the
Draft EIR.

This introduction is consistent with Section 2.2 of
the Draft EIR. The statement is not incorrect, it
describes the address of LAUS and directs the
reader to a figure which depicts LAUS’ location
within the project study area.
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ORG 15-69

This is provided on Figure 1-2 in Appendix L of the
Draft EIR. Also refer to Exhibit 4-1 in Appendix L for
location of historic borings.

The comments make reference to topics that will
be considered in the subsequent geotechnical
investigations that will be prepared in support of
final design and implementation of Mitigation
Measure GEO-1.

All proposed infrastructure and project elements
are shown in detail in Figures 2-7 through 2-11 of
the Draft EIR.

Due to the presence of a free face along the west
embankment of the Los Angeles River, depth to
groundwater, and soil types, the potential for lateral
spreading at the site exists and will be evaluated
during final design.

The information requested by the commenter
(sections and models for existing and future
groundwater conditions east of Vignes Street to the
Los Angeles River, including the potential for
increased discharges of groundwater through
weepholes in concrete channel walls) is beyond the
scope of the Preliminary Geotechnical Report.
During final design, the lateral spreading potential
for the area in question will be evaluated using
site-specific data, and preliminary conclusions will
be confirmed and/or updated accordingly in the
final geotechnical report, required per Mitigation
Measure GEO-1.
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ORG 15-69
Contd.

ORG 15-70

J \

ORG 15-71

J \

ORG 15-72

ORG 15-73

ORG 15-70

ORG 15-71

ORG 15-72

ORG 15-73

Preliminary geologic cross sections are provided
on Exhibits 6-4 and 6-5 in Appendix L of the Draft
EIR. Please refer to these exhibits to obtain the
information requested. Geologic cross sections will
be updated during final design and incorporated
into the final geotechnical report that will be
prepared pursuant to Mitigation Measure GEO-1.

See response to comment ORG 15-70.

The subject document is a preliminary
geotechnical report intended to document existing
geologic, geotechnical, and seismic conditions for
the project site. The report summarizes relevant
information obtained from available reports and/or
studies. The supporting documents provided in the
appendices are sufficient for this level of design
and for the purpose of the Draft EIR.

Study area and project site are used
interchangeably in the Preliminary Geotechnical
Report, as depicted on Figure 1-2 in Appendix L of
the Draft EIR. See response to comment ORG
15-70 for information on cross sections.

See response to comment ORG 15-72. As
discussed in response to comment ORG 15-19,
CEQA Guidelines Section 15148 states that the
“preparation of EIRs is dependent upon
information from many sources, including
engineering  reports and many  scientific
documents relating to environmental features.
These documents should be cited but not included
in the EIR.”
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ORG 15-74 See response to comment ORG 15-72 and
LinklIS Project DEIR Commenis. T VWilams Covtdr g ORG 15-19
L-233 88 Groundwater 1 ORG 15-75 The link provided by the commenter is for a 1988
Smsed on 1ng review of previous reporns and avallable data, .
ot providedicited and daldoes not includs Red Line Phasoe O [19805) reports snd ORG 15-74 construction management report and does not
Proivids friowm B POeD, Parsans=Orinksnodl . . . .
oy A such mpars o o AR J provide groundwater information that is useful for
Histonoal grouncvenier depins as sraliow o5 13 8 feed beiow ground wene reponted [LawiCrandall, Inc. h or rdevam to the current a.ssessmer]t. The
:‘:JT':HW Group, nc. 1908), Lt mone recend messuEments rocated § Wescy proucesler less reviewed reports are listed in Section ]O,
Mo marson of extereive grourd e during 1983-80 yra of conatruction dewsterng for References, in Appendix L of the Draft EIR. See
affon Mm Provide ml'ﬂ“' POCD, -
Brinkerolf with pubiic access (o files. ORG 15.75 response to comment ORG 15-72.
%Tmz:awmw;m quT,m'L’cﬁMﬂﬁm% Current groundwater information for the project
:dﬂﬂﬁmﬂﬁrmmcm-umwrwmhmﬂmmmm area will be considered and evaluated during final
' Z design in findings incorporated into the final
L-233 The groundwater guality at the project ks not specifically known, but the groundwarter may . . . .
conimin ingrganic constituents, as well as crganic contaminants from solvent and petrolssm geOteChmcal report reqwred per l\/||t|gat|on
hydrocarbon pollution essociated with industrial activities in the area (Caltrans 2005). Measure GEO-1.
Underground feciithes, a5 well as temporary excavations during constiuction, should anticipate
mmnﬂ groundwated il greater than atout 10 b0 15 feel bgs. Jee Section 812, Environmental
&S, . )
Totallyinadequate and seriousty incompiale with regard fo GW issues during constiuction of Red | ORG 15.76 ORG 15-76 The purpose of the preliminary geotechnical report
of dachango wwmp walirs quaity for 198387, B 50 ST Gy SIS was to document existing geologic, geotechnical,
el bl o e S O L and seismic conditions at the project based on
mﬂﬂﬂﬂm:ﬁwmrwmﬂ mﬁmmnmmmummmm" L available information. The information presented
Finiaa . r : Z was limited and general in reference to
Comosion Potentia . .
Ewekliry] Avilanht A8 iNCAea Acald I9eAted wilin LALIS #xhindad Sulfils cONCRRTARGRS FARGIAG fom groundwater quallty‘ Subsequent geotechmcal
Eﬁ‘l;".,ﬂﬁ“ illion (PP And Chinris cancanttalions ranging fram 3,000 e 3 4800 pam investigations that will be prepared in support of
I i e ORC 1577 final design and implementation of Mitigation
ey b S e ol s el Kl TRk sl WO 5 ’ Measure GEO-1 will include an evaluation of
Provide ail such repovts from RTD, PDCD, and Parsons-Brinkeroff with pubiic sccess fo fies. groundwater quality for the project.
mmmwmmﬂmmlm‘fwmlmm
Ling Phase 1, ATO/POCO/Parscns-Brinkorha!, J
L2403 A peotecnricsl fepof phepaded lad tne Meths Red Line Turnel (G of al. 1988) descibed devere ) See response to comment ORG 15-72.
CONPOSENT O rouredvaier imonilos iy wsdremmeralion an gy eguprrese exposed o e grourcheales in
the LALS area Duning the rvesligalson soils wilhin LAUS were irealed with hydrogen peraxide lo . . . . . .
rduhh\&ngm:;?ldtmrln?l i thee grounchwater The r.-..u.qp-.;.smn.-ﬂ':a:.im v ORG 15-77 The information provided is sufficient for the intent
suooessul in the reduction of hydrogen sulfice in the groundwate: wathin LAUS [CC et al. 1888 The f th limi hnical d f-
subsurfaoe soilg within the project ste will be ovaluabod in the future, plarmed ivestgations for the ORG 15-78 of the pre |m|nary geotec nica report an Drat
pobential for comoson o conerely and lemgos melals 1o cordem peevious lindings: i i i ; i
b i - i B e e EIR. Subseq.uentgeotechmcal investigations will be
membrane. Mo one roponed wsing K202 30, as it would be o senlous hazordous matorial prepared in support of final des|gn and
and could creale seicus health and salely ssues during use...it was used safely for several ! X . ) K
yours fo ireaf groundwater, implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 will
17 evaluate corrosion potential of the onsite soils.
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Sulfur is a minor constituent of naturally occurring
petroleum.

ORG 15-78 At the request of the commenter, this report can be
provided.
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ORG 15-78
Contd.

ORG 15-79

J \

ORG 15-80

J \

ORG 15-81

J \

ORG 15-82

ORG 15-79

ORG 15-80

This is correct.

Figure 1-1 is described in Section 1.1, Project
Location and Study Area, in Appendix L of the Draft
EIR.

In the preliminary geotechnical report, project site
and project study area are used interchangeably
and address the three segments depicted on Figure
1-2.

These minor editorial aspects of the document do
not provide basis for a complete rewrite of the
entire report. The subject document is a
preliminary geotechnical report that documents
existing geologic, geotechnical, and seismic
conditions for the project based on available
information. Please see response to comment
ORG 15-72.

The subject document is a preliminary
geotechnical report that documents existing
geologic, geotechnical, and seismic conditions for
the project based on available information.
Subsequent geotechnical investigations will be
prepared in support of final design and
implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1. The
final geotechnical report and contract documents
are intended to support the bidding phase.

The preliminary geotechnical report is not intended
to include the items listed in the comment.

The contractor's compliance with the applicable
provisions of the MMRP would not be outlined in
the geotechnical report because it is a mandated
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element of MMRP implementation pursuant to
CEQA. Tracking implementation of mitigation
measures on behalf of Metro or the contractor is
also outside of the requirements or the scope in the
Draft EIR.

ORG 15-81 See response to comments ORG 15-72 and
ORG 15-79.

ORG 15-82 See response to comment ORG 15-64.
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ORG 15-82
Contd.

ORG 15-83

ORG 15-84

ORG 15-85

ORG 15-86

ORG 15-87

ORG 15-83

ORG 15-84

ORG 15-85

ORG 15-86

ORG 15-87

In this section, the Metro Red Line Tunnel refers to
the twin cast-concrete tunnel that runs in a
northwest-to-southeast direction through LAUS
and under US-101 (refer to Section 5.1.1 in
Appendix L of the Draft EIR for additional
information). The Chavez Road Tunnel is not
specifically identified as such within the context of
this report, although its location and context is
considered because the entirety of the LAUS and its
back of house operations that utilize this tunnel
were evaluated for geologic context and constraints
within the Draft EIR.

See response to comments ORG 15-64 and
ORG 15-79.

See response to comments ORG 15-64 and
ORG 15-79.

The information requested is presented in
Section 6.5, Subsurface Earth Materials, of
Appendix L of the Draft EIR.

See response to comment ORG 15-64.

See response to comment ORG 15-9.

See response to comment ORG 159 and
ORG 15-64.
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ORG 15-88 Comment on punctuation is unclear as to what

Froject DEIR € CT LA o
s o . part of the document is being referenced.
Inctirete thrLst FIUN (Favorsing Beneath oil of tho Projoct Sits Study Ares, Foviow snd 53590 ORG 15.87
Mmﬁm%mm"”mm'mw" tor flod Contd See response to comments ORG 15-19 and
REWTITe anTing docLument CO-ELTIEN CONEILACTON JocUmants onta.
Line Phase 1, RTOPOCOParscn-Brinkerhoft ORG 15-22.
M" ~N
N35Z T fodiorwang addbonal nesounces wire consulled in She process of compilling ths repot ORG 15-89 Fi 6-1 of A dix Ni istent with the text
s Eurveylh = Resourons Sunsey [Amtdeciesl Res  Sioup 2018, Hedono Resouroes Group 2008) - Iigure o-1 ot Appendix IS consistent wi € Lex
b -r e g bt b s e of the CRIAR in terms of identifying All and the ADI
» Historle Aorials (Haticmwide Envi al Tille Rusearch 2018 for both the proposed project and the build
Provide appropriate Punctiations for a government e ' prop proj
Define how uasd, consedted, and compiling and provide Speciics. alternative. This terminology, as it relates
ot i s s v e e R e il e ot e OB s ORG 15-88 specifically to the identification and evaluation of
DEIR Rofrencos 1o oior 2002 10 liffer from theee; those oy nclude 1944 iStor i
S 5 il i lenbin S i N Ji S Miins oy Kook THY o 2|s;or|§a| resPource]s]forfth; pgrRFTZquS o(g CEQ?, is
alen.
Rovise this apponoli affer consuliing and cormpiling informalion from e older sorkf pholos wsod efined on rage of the . a,n on Fage
by otfer preparers of this BER 3.12-13 of the Draft EIR. It is consistently used
s et e AR BASorka Sashl Fhng macl sl lcges) it throughout both documents.

J

ApdiN-68Fig.f-1. Link Unlen Areas of Direct and 'ndirect Impacts.. (Proposed Froject and Buld Aterrative) ] ORG 15-89
Roview and wrile enting document and provide consishent uie of Union Siation Froject Ama. ORG 15-90 See response to comment ORG 15-109.
H-113 Hatiomwde Evaronmeilal Tile Research 2018 Helone Awia's. Accessbiv shecionCcally

Fiftpe Mwsass Futbindaicali comd, stdaatsd Moosmbss & THE

Not publicly sccosaible for hislore photos athor than 1948, ito i commencislly scoot-ible. ORG 15-90
Nea incluslivng anvy plaodos pee-1 548

Provide appendix with aif refevant pro- 1848 sevial photos, “US&rmydir Services & Fairchild

photos™,
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ORG 15-91

ORG 15-92

ORG 15-93

ORG 15-94

ORG 15-95

ORG 15-96

ORG 15-97

ORG 15-98

ORG 15-99

ORG 1591 The public review comment period was 45 days. An

ORG 1592 This comment does not identify an environmental

ORG 15-93 The text in Section 2.11.1 has been updated to spell

ORG 1594 This comment does not identify an environmental

ORG 1595 This comment does not identify an environmental

ORG 1596 This comment does not identify an environmental

ORG 1597 This comment does not identify an environmental

extension will not be provided.

topic or state a question or issue regarding the
impact evaluation contained in the Draft EIR.

out Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
as follows:

Metro — Metro is responsible for adopting
findings of fact, a Mitigation Monitoring, and
Reporting Program (MMRP), and a statement
of overriding considerations, along with
certifying the EIR. Metro, as the project owner,
would also be responsible for administering
construction of the project.

topic or state a question or issue regarding the
impact evaluation contained in the Draft EIR.

topic or state a question or issue regarding the
impact evaluation contained in the Draft EIR.

topic or state a question or issue regarding the
impact evaluation contained in the Draft EIR.

topic or state a question or issue regarding the
impact evaluation contained in the Draft EIR.
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ORG 15-98

ORG 15-99

SCAG prepared a Program EIR for the 2016
RTP/SCS  that is located online here:
http://scagrtpscs.net/Pages/FINAL2016PEIR.aspx

The project is listed in the RTP/SCS as Federal
Transportation Improvement Program
#LAOGT051.

CHSRA prepared a statewide Program EIR for the
entirety of the planned HSR system that is located
online here: http://www.hsr.ca.gov/Programs/
Environmental_Planning/EIR_EIS/Vol1.html

It is also noted that CHSRA is preparing
project-level environmental documents for the
Burbank to Los Angeles and the Los Angeles to
Anaheim Project Sections.

The proposed infrastructure improvements
constitute a “project” under Section 15378(a) of
the CEQA Guidelines. For this reason, Metro
prepared a project-level EIR to evaluate the
environmental impacts of the proposed project. An
assessment of the need for the project can be
found in Sections 1.1.1 and 1.1.2 of the Draft EIR.

As discussed in Table 2-1 of the Draft EIR, the
planned HSR system is accommodated for in the
Draft EIR environmental impact analysis, and
cumulative impacts associated with the project and
the planned HSR system are considered in Section
4.0, Cumulative Impacts of the Draft EIR.

This comment does not identify an environmental
topic or state a question or issue regarding the
impact evaluation contained in the Draft EIR.
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ORG 15-99
Contd.

ORG 15-100

ORG 15-101

ORG 15-102

ORG 15-103

ORG 15-104

ORG 15-100

ORG 15-101

ORG 15-102

ORG 15-103

ORG 15-104

This comment does not identify an issue.
This comment does not identify an issue.

The comment is unclear. The section the
comment is referring to is Section 6.1
Growth-Inducing Impacts. This section is
required by CEQA. The future without project
is analyzed as the no project alternative in
Section 5.0 of the Draft EIR.

This comment does not identify an issue.

This comment does not identify an issue.
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Name: John Smith
Organization: Taxpayers for Reasonable Solutions
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ORG 16-1

ORG 16-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it
address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to
be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project
development topics have been provided, where
applicable.

Lowering US-101 would require property impacts
in order to reroute traffic during construction and
would create additional impacts beyond what was
analyzed in the Draft EIR.
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Organization 17 Comment

Name: Ronald Meyer
Organization: Los Angeles Bicycle Advisory Committee
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ORG 17-1

ORG 17-1

The commenter’s support for the project is noted.
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Organization 18 Comment

Name: Tom Savio
Organization: Los Angeles Union Station Historical Society
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ORG 18-1

ORG 18-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it
address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to
be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project
development topics have been provided, where
applicable.
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ORG 18-1
Contd.

ORG 18-2

ORG 18-3

ORG 18-2

ORG 18-3

Please see Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials.

Please see Key Issue Responses CR-1: Preservation
of Historic Resources at LAUS and CR-2: Above-
Crade Passenger Concourse Design and Indirect
Environmental Impacts.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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ORG 18-3
Contd.

ORG 18-4

ORG 18-4 Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger

Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation
and  Accessibility ~Enhancements  for the
Above-Grade Passenger Concourse with New
Expanded Passageway.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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ORG 18-4
Contd.

ORG 18-5

ORG 18-5 North and south of the station are reversing curves,

sometimes called “S” curves. Standards are in
place for the design of reversing curves. HSR trains
would not be travelling 220 miles per hour through
the project study area upon implementation of the
planned HSR system.

No residential land uses would be displaced upon
implementation of the proposed project.
Furthermore, no land use development, aside from
proposed infrastructure, is part of the proposed
project.
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ORG 18-5
Contd.

\

ORG 18-6

ORG 18-7

ORG 18-6 This comment does not address environmental

ORG 18-7

topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it
address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to
be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project
development topics have been provided, where
applicable.

To meet funding commitments, Metro is targeting
completion of the CEQA environmental review
process by June 2019 to position the project as a
shovel-ready construction project and allow Metro
to begin implementing the first phase by 2020.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of the Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse and OT-4: Adjacent Parallel Tunnels.

New restrooms would be incorporated into the
design of the new passenger concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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ORG 187
Contd.
ORG 188
@ Metro

7-352



Link Union Station — Final EIR June 2019
7.0 Response to Comments

Organization 19 Comment

Name: Dean Matsubayashi
Organization: Little Tokyo Service Center
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ORG 19-1

ORG 19-2

This comment does not address environmental topics
evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of
the Draft EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment,
general information and background related to project
development topics have been provided, where applicable.

ORG 19-1 Comment noted.

ORG 19-2 Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo
Community Concerns.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Vignes Street will not be closed at
Commercial Street. Please see the summary of
modifications to the proposed project after Draft
EIR public review (described in Section 7.2) and the
detailed description of the modifications in Section
2.0, Project Description of the Final EIR.
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ORG 19-3  Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo
Community Concerns.

ORG 19-4 Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo

Community Concerns.
ORG 19-3
2 ORG 19-5 Comment noted.
ORG 19-4
ORG 19-5
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Name: David Schonbrunn
Organization: Train Riders Association of California
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From: David Schonbrmn [davidischonbrunn. org)
Semt: 311009 534 P
To: linkunionstatinn @fmetrs net
Subjeci: DEIR Commenis

Thie Trnan Hiders Sossocaat s of Califiorman has had extendead 4.'nrn..-ap||'ul..:nw with Metro
du:rlng s rode 10 Sechion 106 consullatron on the Limk LS progeci:

1T TRAC tn Antonema Dehe, HIEHR

AN keancl Uhwiers, Mol respoms< o [RALC

2317 TRAC respomss to Jeanct Owens, Metro

TIENT:TRAC 1o Jnn:.'||.|ul:m Dapomt=-Walker, Metro Committee Chamr
TIUNT: TRAC 1o Ene Garcetti, Metro Chaar

03 03 Jeanet Chwvens, Metms (o | AL

BV E: Kathering fermgue, FRA 10 TRAC

1018 TRAC 1o Batherine Zeringue, FRA

In parisculas, we call atlentwmn o the FEAs lelber, whach stales thal = For Teture relevence,
wommemenis on nialiers olver than the whentiGcation of amd assessment of elliects W histono
properiies are most appropontely addressed I|'|.r|1||_|§1 the NEPA and CEQA neview

processes. Thas would molude vour commeents relaled to: the vertical relationship beween the
fl| aform tracks and the mambing tracks, safety and conddructalliy concemia Tor the mew
ASSSTIRET COTROUNSE, the siudv of alematives 1 includs the considerstion of parnll.{l fummels
annd an ogiticn Lo mol oonsract a mew passenger conoourse; track work; and acossibiling.”

Ax a result of a soheduling nosup, THEAC did nol submit DEIR comments during the commaent
pernnl. We request Melro deem ihe lefiers ulentalied above (amd atlsdwed Tor your

comvgnignce i, which weng im the possession of Metro prior 10 the commgnt period, as TRAC s
DEIR comments. The quode from FRA indicates that project stall was (ally cogmizant that the
leBers ramed 1ssies perlanend 1o the DEIR.

wm ensail indicating receipt would be much appreciated.
== daved

David Schonbrunn, Viee-President for Policy
Train Riders Association of Califomia (TRALC)
PO Box 131439

San Rafael, CA 9400 5- 1439

41 5-370=7250 cell & ollice

P : i

www calrailnews org

J \

ORG 20-1

ORG 20-2

Comment ORG 20 was received after the 45-day public review
and comment period closed on March 4, 2019.

This comment notes the Train Riders Association
of California  (TRAC) has had extended
correspondence with Metro regarding Link US as a
result of TRAC participating in Section 106
consultation with FRA. The comment provides
background that FRA has previously directed TRAC
to discuss their general project-related comments
during the CEQA and NEPA review processes.

ORG 20-1

This comment notes that TRAC did not submit
Draft EIR comments during the public comment
period for Link US. Further, it requests that Metro
deem the attached letters as TRAC's Draft EIR
comments. Metro notes that the reference
materials provided by TRAC represent comments
previously submitted to Metro and FRA by TRAC
on the Link US project, along with the attached
response letters from both Metro and FRA that
address the majority of the comments. The letter
from TRAC to FRA dated October 9, 2018, does not
have a response but does reiterate previous
comments sent to both Metro and FRA, which have
been addressed through responses provided by
Metro on the previously submitted letter. In
accordance with amended State CEQA Guideline
15088(C), a general response may be appropriate
when a comment does not contain or specifically
refer to readily available information or does not
explain the relevance of evidence submitted with
the comment. Metro believes the provisions of
CEQA Guideline 15088(C) have been met, as
previously submitted correspondence has been
considered and responded to by Metro, and/or

ORG 20-1

FR

7-359

(M)

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR June 2019
7.0 Response to Comments

otherwise summarized with respect to the TRAC
letter to FRA dated October 9, 2018.

Please see responses to comments ORG 10 and
ORG 12.
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Organization 21 Comment
Name: Masao Okamoto/David lkegami
Organization: Little Tokyo Business Association
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Jume 8, 2019

Metropolitan Transportaton Authority
Attn: Vincent Chio

Link U'S Deputy Project Manager
O Gaateway Plaza, MS 99-17-2

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re Link Union Station Final EIR
Diear Mr. Chin,

Thank you for taking the time recently to share with us the
updated plans for the Link Union Station (Link US) project. Most
imiportant, we appreciate the climate of mustual understanding thas
has emerged through meaningful two-day dialogue between our
organization and your team J

The Litile Tokyo Business Association (L. TBA) and its
Transponation Committes are pleased to be sble to confirm our
support for the Link Li$ Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
plan that allows the Vignes Street north-south traffic arvery from
Commercial Street to 1 Steet 1o remain open and avoads the
purchase of property, saving METRO 5120 million. The re-
engineering has addressed the concerns we expressed previously
that would have negatively impacted many of our community
instinutions, businesses and residents

‘We encourage effons to mest the region’s long-term
transpostation needs, expand regional rail connectivity, and create
opponunities for transit-oniented development and urge the
METRO Board of Darectors to approve the Link US Final EIR
plan as currently eonfigured J

Y ours truly,

Masao “Mike™ Okamoto
President

LTBA Transporiation Chair

ORG 21-1

ORG 21-2

ORG 21-3

Comment ORG 21 was received after the 45-day public review
and comment period closed on March 4, 2019.

ORG 21-1  Comment noted.
ORG 212 The commenter’s support for the project is noted.

ORG 21-3 Comment noted.
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Tribal 1 Comment

Name: John Tommy Rosas

Organization: Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation
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From: Johntommy Rosas [mailto:tatinlaw @gmall.com]
Sent: Monday, March 4, 2019 11:34 AM

To: Chio, Man San {Vincent) <ChiolM @metro.net>

Ce: Delu, Nina <MNina.Delu @hdrinc com>

Subject: Re: Link US AB 52 Follow Up

thanks for the reminder

I am not in support of the Link US deir-

[ object to its numerous omissions and errors-

and its not compliant to ceqga -

violates too many of our tribal cultural resources and defective
mitigations

with using illegal monitors -moraless, etc and excluding jtr a documented
lineal descendant

and additional violates our rights both federal and state law
including the undrip and ajr 42 the ca state legislature adopted as
chaptered

it also should be a deis/deir joint report under nepa and cega

U JA W AN

TRI 1-1
TRI1-2
TRI1-3
TRI 1-4

TRI 1-5

TRI 1-6

TRI1-7

TRI'1-1

TRI'1-2

TRI'1-3

TRI 1-4

TRI'1-5

Thank you for the Tongva Tribal Ancestral Territorial
Nation's (TATTN) review of the Draft EIR and your
comment regarding the mitigation measures to
address impacts on tribal cultural resources. This
comment is in regard to the reminder that Metro
emailed regarding AB 52 consultation with the
TATTN and the notification that the Draft EIR
containing Mitigation Measures for Tribal Cultural
Resources was ready for TATTN review and
comment.

Comment noted. This comment indicates TATTN
opposition to the Draft EIR; however, no supporting
information to substantiate the opposition is
provided in this comment.

Comment noted. This comment indicates there are
omissions and errors in the Draft EIR; however, no
supporting information to substantiate the claim the
omissions occurred is provided in this comment.

Comment noted. This comment indicates that the
Draft EIR is not compliant with CEQA; however, no
supporting information to substantiate the claim
that the Draft EIR is not compliant is provided in this
comment.

Comment noted. In Section 3.12, Cultural
Resources, on Page 3.12-73 of the Draft EIR, Metro
disclosed that the project will have direct impacts on
the TCR, Archaeological Site CA-LAN-1575/H, and
proposed Mitigation Measures HIST-5 and HIST-6,
HR-1, and TCR1 to mitigate the impact on the
TCR/archaeological site to a level less than
significant. In particular, TCR-1 has provisions that
require Native American monitors from a tribal
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TRI 1-6

group with ancestral ties to the project location be
present at all phases of work with the potential to
impact other previously undiscovered archaeological
resources related to ethnohistoric or prehistoric
archaeological deposits. At this stage of the project,
no monitors have been identified.

Comment noted. This comment suggests that
TATTN rights under federal and state law, including
the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples and the California State
Assembly Joint Resolution No. 42, have been
violated. Metro understands that the United Nations
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples
established a universal framework of minimum
standards for the survival, dignity and well-being of
the indigenous peoples of the world, and it
elaborates on existing human right standards and
fundamental freedoms, as they specifically apply to
indigenous peoples. Metro also understands that
California State Assembly Joint Resolution No. 42
recognizes the call for increased awareness,
sensitivity, and respect for issues of sovereignty,
sacred and historic sites and traditions, and other
vital aspects of the heritage of Native Americans that
are implicit in those principles, notwithstanding the
nonbinding nature of the declaration. While the
United Nations Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples and California State Assembly
Joint Resolution No. 42 contain principles that Metro
endorses, they are not enforceable laws.

Metro has fully implemented and complied with the
AB 52 process and met with TATTN to consult
regarding project impacts on TCRs on multiple
occasions. As noted in Section 3.12, Cultural
Resources, on page 3.12-44 of the Draft EIR, during
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TRI'1-7

the November 2016 consultations meetings, TATTN
noted that the TCR should be tested prior to
construction and that there should be a specific
treatment plan in place prior to the start of
construction that details the plan of action in case
human remains are encountered and to address the
long-term disposition of artifacts. TATTN comments
provided were directly applied to Mitigation Measure
HIST-5 (described in Section 3.12, Cultural
Resources) in the Draft EIR that requires preparation
a robust CRMMP and includes specific provisions for
data recovery of the TCR/archaeological site prior to
construction and  unanticipated  discoveries
including human remains. Additionally, as described
in the Draft EIR, Mitigation Measure TCR-]
(described in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources) is a
mitigation measure included that requires tribal
monitoring during construction, using a monitor
with ancestral ties to the area.

Comment noted. While Section 15226 of the CEQA
Guidelines encourages joint CEQA and NEPA
environmental documents, a joint document is not
required by law, and Metro pursued preparation of a
standalone EIR.
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Tribal 2 Comment

Name: Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians

Organization: Kizh Nation
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Tribal Correspondence provided by the Gabrielefio Band of Mission
Indians — Kizh Nation (Confidential Comment and Response)

PRC 21082.3 Section 7(c)(1) allows for confidentiality between
Californian Native American Tribal Governments and lead agencies,
with the intent of protecting the information that is shared from the
tribes regarding TCRs. The Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians — Kizh
Nation have provided written comments during the 45-day public
review period, and requested confidentiality for their comments
submitted and therefore complete submitted comments are not
disclosed, and are instead attached as a confidential appendix to the
Final EIR. This subdivision does not prevent a lead agency from
describing the information in general terms in the environmental
document so as to inform the public of the basis of the lead agency’s
decision without breaching the confidentiality required by this
subdivision.

The general nature of the Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians — Kizh
Nation comments are in support of the mitigation measures
presented in the Draft EIR for TCRs and agree with language requiring
that tribal monitors have ancestral ties to the location. Further they
presented opportunities on how to implement TCR-1.

TRI 2-1

TRI 2-1

Thank you for the Gabrielefio Band of Mission
Indians — Kizh Nation’s review of the Draft EIR and
your comment confirming the adequacy of
mitigation measures to address impacts on tribal
cultural resources to a level less than significant.
Metro will consider the comments received and
continue to consult with the Gabrielefio Band of
Mission Indians — Kizh Nation regarding the
implementation of Mitigation Measures TCR-1,
HR-1, HIST-5, and HIST-6 (described in Section
3.12, Cultural Resources), where appropriate.
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Tribal 3 Comment

Name: San Dunlap

Organization: Gabrielino Tongva Nation
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From: sam dunlag [mgStnsamdyngnitegrthiink ret] TRI 3-1 Thank you for the Gabrielino Tongva Nation’s review

e of the Draft EIR. This comment indicates that the

Ce: Delu, Mina cina Delufbdrinzcoms Cabrielino Tongva Nation was notified that the Draft

Salfeck: RE: Link U5 AR.52 Foliow Uy EIR was ready for review.

Dear bt i,

TlH.'Ift:ll.'u:.H e folbow Up @mail regaiding the Link US Dralt EIR. | eakie bs Delu has steo sent nolification 1o my ] TRI 3-1 TRI 3-2 Comment noted. This comment indicates that the

SN0 submitted comments are made on behalf of the

Ll DT L s EEvetiha et Fhny i Fosuan: T ol P ] TRI 3-2 Gabrielino Tongva Nation and focus on the Cultural
Resources section of the Draft EIR.

The Sabnebra Tnn_q.'n Madion has direct cultursd affiliston io the peoject ares ang CA-LAN-1STSM . The Gabrelbnn

Tongva Mation finds the mitignton mondonng measures B8 cutlined in TCR-1 lo be pdequote measunes duning ] TRI 3-3

S TRI 3-3 Comment noted. This comment indicates that the

aosa, Caur'Taki s riaee s Wk Wil AR gt o e o Pt Paada' rlﬁ?f’ﬁ:‘él‘m".ﬂfﬁffm] TRI 3-4 Gabrielino  Tongva Nation has direct cultural

AR AT Sl affiliation to the project area and Archaeological
Site/TRC CA-LAN-1575/H. It indicates the adequacy
of Mitigation Measure TCR-1 (described in Section

3.12, Cultural Resources).

TRI 3-4 Comment noted. This comment indicates that the
Cabrielino Tongva Nation can provide Native
American monitors when the project is in to
construction. Metro will continue to consult with the
Cabrielino  Tongva  Nation  regarding  the
implementation of Mitigation Measures TCR-1,
HR-1, HIST-5, and HIST-6 (described in Section
3.12, Cultural Resources), where appropriate.
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Name: Adrian Morales

Organization: Gabrieleno Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians
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Froms: Adrian Morates [mailbomoratecad dlanlCER wahics oo
Sents Menday, March 4, 2019 £03 PM

To: Oy, Mina <Ming Del @ hdring come

Subject: Rie: Link US ABSZ Follaw Up

Cireatings

Thank you for the natice. | have reviewed the documentation provaded and do comeur with the matigation
meastres presented, However in segards to TCR - 1, | would like 1o relay thal Native Amserscan Monflorng is &
regjuesl by gach tribe 1o have their omm representative om sile 1o pridest & docament their own tribal interest
Therefiore we recommend that o representative from the Gabricleno Tongva San Gabricl Band of Mission
Indizns be myclusive mithe TCR -1 Mrtigation Measure, snd would ako recomanend to consnue consuliniion
when appropnale regarding HE=1, HIST - 3 {CRMMP) & HIST = 6.

Thank you

Supeerely
Adrian Meraks
Tribal Consuhations. Cubural Resource Management

Ciabrielens Tomgva Ran Gabesel Band of Miscion Indians

Senn firom Yahoo Mail on Andeoid

TRI 4-1

TRI 4-1

Comment noted. Thank you for the Gabrieleno
Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians’ review
of the Draft EIR and your comment regarding the
adequacy of mitigation measures to address impacts
on TCRs to a level less than significant. Metro will
continue to consult with your tribe regarding the
implementation of Mitigation Measures TCR-1,
HR-1, HIST-5, and HIST-6 (described in Section
3.12, Cultural Resources), where appropriate.
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} IND 1-1

IND 1-1

In response to this comment, the Draft EIR was
posted to Metro’s Link US project website as one

file.
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This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

IND 2-1 The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.

IND 2-2 Comment noted.

IND 2-1

IND 2-2
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IND 3-1

IND 3-2

IND 3-3

This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

IND 3-1

IND 3-2

The commenter’s preference for the run-through
tracks is noted. Please see Key Issue Responses PD-
1: Passenger Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger
Circulation and Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

Although additional operations and maintenance
activities (window washing and use of an HVAC
system) are required for the elevated portion of the
above-grade passenger concourse, in terms of the
environmental topics required to be evaluated
during the CEQA process, the at-grade passenger
concourse associated with the build alternative
would result in increased excavation and associated
traffic, air quality, and cultural resources impacts,
when compared with the above-grade passenger
concourse (described in Section 5.4.2, Build
Alternative, of the Draft EIR). This rationale is the
basis for concluding the proposed project has less
environmental impacts.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to

FR

7-389
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IND 3-3

the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

FR
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)

IND 4-1

IND 4-2

IND 4-3

This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

IND 4-1

IND 4-2

IND 4-3

The proposed project does not include any
modifications to the Red and Purple Line subway
portals. No project-related improvements are
proposed in the El Pueblo area across Alameda
Street from LAUS.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.

FR
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IND 5-1 This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. The commenter’s
suggestion for people movers is noted.

} IND 5-1
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IND 6-1

IND 6-1

This correspondence is a message for Metro staff,
not related to the Draft EIR. No additional response
is required.
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] IND 7-1

] IND 7-2

IND 7-1

IND 7-2

The proposed project includes many project
elements, as described in Section 2.0, Project
Description, of the Draft EIR. The project
accommodates the planned HSR system, which
could be implemented as early as 2033.
Implementation of the planned HSR system is not
part of the proposed project.

Eminent domain is not planned to occur for the
property at 611 Ducommun Street. See response to
Comments 86-1 and 109-11.

FR
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IND 8-1

IND 8-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR.

FR
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SETHMENTSHEETHO)A NTARIOS/1FIC L T8/ X 1 FI: IND9-1  Comment illegible. No response provided.
Organtzation| Organizacion Ml S i5y Dk 7

R

PLEASE PROVIDE US WITH YOUR COMMENTS/POR FAVOR PROVEANCDS 5US COMENTARIDS

The written comments are illegible and unable to decipher. IND 9-1
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COMMENT 5H

 §- A

kPR AL

PLEASE PROVIDE US WITH YOUR COMMEMNTS/POR FAVOR PROVEANDS 5 OMENTARIOS/

Wk & lonanl € wl Hoxthal Service
Liportmas & fugpeo ppptiie pluwrint

T T R e sy

Need to consult with general services department to discuss certain

placement of varies trash containers and sign around the station. IND 10-1

IND 10-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The new modified expanded passageway would be
designed with the appropriate size and relative
arrangement of waiting areas, wayfinding and
signage, amenities, circulation spaces, and other
facilities (including trash receptacles) within LAUS.
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Cganization ) Crganizacicn {43 15 & 7 o 4

M gilingg Address |Dereccion Posalf B BRPE S (5

[kl =

Email [{Cormse Elogtramgn /Ll S8 =il 0"k L2

PLEASE PROVID WITH YOUR COMMENTS/POR FAVOR PROVEAN 0% SUS COMEMNTARIOS]

M Sttcirne _petl I mere fppicen

The station needs 2 more unisex restrooms for people who need assisted IND 11-]
with a baby changing stations.

IND 11-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The new modified expanded passageway would be
designed with new restroom facilities that include
new baby stations.

FR
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COMMENT SHEE

Mame/NambrefiT = 54

| Tnes Rodeigues

Mg Addreis ) Dirogzion F—!'.Hl.l'll'-'._‘_qi G R

Pt ADDED A mind TV ) (lose
Cayphr e o2 The Deaf |

Thank l.dum.l_' AT

F

Put ADDED a mini TV w/close caption for the deafl

IND 12-1
Thank you!

IND 12-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR.
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Email iCorraa [lecerdnicn i 7 5771 ) 2

PLEASE PROVIDE US WITH YOUR COMMENTS/POR FAVOR PROVEANDS SUS COMENTARIOS)

Ntn:aﬁ.vr & hawe &fuﬂf ‘E‘r’i::|5 iC“lrj rr":. dhe H.-;fw Loeczl .L-'rrfj
Need v EFCL:‘Z:HH.F 5&5-1’{31{' Wwhealed e &kﬂf{mtﬁ
Scorery Wit 2 seel o o fov cech(User o wheeted deate) —

o 2 Seperel Car Frawy -s-ﬁmlnrg;% Non “wheeled” Fiders

Necessary to have separate trains and cars (of Metro Local Lines) Need to
specifically segregate wheeled devices, bikes, strollers, scooters with a seat
or two for each (user of wheeled device) on 2 separate car from standing
sitting non-wheeled riders.

IND 13-1

IND 13-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR.

FR
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IND 14-1  This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The proposed project does not include an increase
OV EANGE SUS COMENTARIOST in train frequencies or schedules, as this is up to the
individual rail operators. However, the proposed

; ! : project would provide capacity enhancements to
bwh"ib NLE/S h:}w %0{ gf,hl,d,[;{,{f,,l, w accommodate the forecasted increase in train
&Uﬂ'r‘ .’“;-L& L. aﬁ‘m- movements and associated passenger volumes at

:Hru:éf v DN P LAUS.

FLEASE PROVIDE L

Add more times to the schedule not just during rush hour. Add additional

stops that link downtown to south LA. IND 141
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IND 15-1

IND 15-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted. The Final EIR project
includes modifications based on comments
received during the public comment period. Please
see the summary of modifications to the proposed
project after Draft EIR public review (described in
Section 7.2) and the detailed description of the
modifications in Section 2.0, Project Description, of
the Final EIR.

FR
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IND 16-2  Comment noted.
] IND 16-1
J IND 16-2
m Metro
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IND 17-1

IND 17-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR.

FR
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IND 17-1
Contd.
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IND 18-1

IND 18-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Response PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

FR
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IND 19-1

IND 19-1

Public hearing meeting presentation, boards, and
recording of the meeting were posted to Metro's

Link US project website.

FR
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IND 20-1

IND 20-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR.

The commenter's preference for a modest
expansion of the tunnel is noted.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

FR
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IND 21-1

IND 21-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

FR

7-409

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

IND 22-1

IND 22-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

FR
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IND 23-1

IND 23-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

FR
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] IND 24-1

IND 24-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Response PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

FR
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IND 25-1

IND 25-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times, PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements, and PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

FR
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IND 26-1

IND 26-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times, PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements, and PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

FR

7-414

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

IND 27-1

IND 27-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-2: Passenger
Circulation and Accessibility Enhancements and PD-
3: Purpose of Elevated Portion of Above-Grade
Passenger Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

FR

7-415

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

IND 28-1

IND 28-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-2: Passenger
Circulation and Accessibility Enhancements and PD-
3: Purpose of Elevated Portion of Above-Grade
Passenger Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

FR
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] IND 29-1

] IND 29-2

IND 29-1

IND 29-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

The commenter identifies the need for better
mitigation; however, facts or information supporting
such a claim are not provided. CEQA Guidelines
Section 15204 (b) states that “lead agencies need
only respond to significant environmental issues”
and Section 15204 (c) states “reviewers should
explain the basis for their comments and should
submit data or references offering facts, reasonable
assumptions based on facts, or expert opinion
supported by facts in support of the comment.”

Mitigation would only be provided if a significant
impact is identified.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

FR
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IND 30-1

IND 30-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Response PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements, and PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

FR

7-418

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

COMMENT SHEET/!

Phone [Mumen de Telefona @ 0 Hr BE &S

Emml fCormes Ebsctnanica)§i

PLEASE PROVIDE LS WITH YOUR COMMENTS POR FAVOR PROVEANDS SUS COMENTARIOS

'i;‘hlJ'ja'w Cehvexe

Amparo Cebrero

] IND 31-1

IND 31-1

Comment noted.

FR
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COMMENT SHEET/HOJA

| i) Y

PhoneMumens d¢ Telelfaao@ - Sy TIE 2

Comment Translation:

| support the sound wall shall keep below 69 decibels.

] IND 32-1

IND 32-1

The commenter's support for the sound wall is

noted.

FR
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Comment Translation:

| support building the sound wall to keep below 69 decibels. Thanks! ] IND 33-1

IND 33-1

The commenter's support for the sound wall is

noted.

FR
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COMMENT SHE AR A IND 34-1 Comment noted.

Malling Address/Qirecciom Posted & {34

PLEASE PROVIDE LIS WITH YOUR COMMENTS/POR FAVOR PROVEANDS SUS

Maria Martinez ] IND 34-1

FR (M
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COMMENT SHE

Orgasieation | Organizacion/4h 18 £ 18,142

Ce Nttt 2 Scow .

Comment Translation:

the night?

NOS5 SUS COMENTARIOS)

il (RS Cpedpied  Caflecent [aq

St (a5 :.i:'.f.-.‘-* o m.e._-{cl;qa Hal Gas
l|rx gma gl o I'j:::'l:"":J ',E-J""' ¥ '!I""-L

_f:_:l el “'a :If'\'-f'"'_ I:’:l‘. I':'rl.tc'_ 'ELF'L_
Un Roada 85 tre imo
aca s Por lo Maclaio

Cree

My comment is that, when construction begins and the big machines to
break the ground start to operate on this project. What can be done to
eliminate an extreme loud noise that these machines can produce during

IND 35-1

IND 35-1

In Section 3.6, Noise and Vibration, of the Draft EIR,
an evaluation of construction-related noise was
provided. A significant impact was identified for
construction-related noise, and mitigation was
proposed. Mitigation Measure NV-2 (described in
Section 3.6.6 of the Draft EIR) requires the
contractor to employ means and methods to
minimize and reduce construction noise and
vibration, such as avoidance of nighttime activities
to the maximum extent feasible, restricting pile
driving to daytime hours, and constructing
temporary noise walls.

Pursuant to the requirements of Mitigation Measure
NV-2, continuous construction noise and vibration
monitoring would also occur, and if FTA’s
construction noise or vibration criteria are exceeded,
the contractor would be directed to incorporate
additional noise and vibration reduction methods. In
addition, a community notification plan would be
implemented to proactively address community
concerns related to construction noise and
vibration, prior to and during construction.

FR

7-423

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

How will the muise lmpact- Our C b lres ity
'T‘;. 1/14_,<__-|I ,J"#.',r’*??
] IND 36-1

How will the noise impact our children during school time?

IND 36-1

In Section 3.6, Noise and Vibration, of the Draft EIR,
an evaluation of construction-related noise and
operational noise was provided. The commenter has
not identified a specific school location; however, the
Draft EIR identified one daycare/elementary school
(Ann Street Elementary) partially within the FTA
screening distance.

During construction, noise impacts would occur at
distances of up to 250 feet during the daytime. The
daycare/school is over 600 feet away from
construction impacts. Due to the distance from the
noise source, impacts at the school are expected to
be negligible.

During operations, daytime noise levels at the
school are predicted to be 56 dBA Leq. Trains
operating on the existing railroad corridor contribute
to the sound levels at the school; however, the
dominant source of noise at the school is from
roadway traffic on Main Street. As a result, only a
negligible increase (0.4 dB) in project-related noise
is anticipated at the school.
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Comment Translation:

| support building the sound field to keep below 69 decibels. Thanks. ] IND 37-1

IND 37-1

The commenter's support for the sound wall is

noted.
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Comment Translation:

My comment is that everything that you take in project be excellent for the
community. It's better for the future of tomorrow. | agree in everything that IND 381
was spoken in regards to improving the metro of the train.

I-)? @ Metro
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Please don't take a lot of time because we have baby and same people sick.
Again please try take list time with US. IND 39-1

Suzane Atia

IND 39-1

Comment noted.
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IND 40-1

IND 40-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times, PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements, and PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.
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IND 41-1

IND 41-2

This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

IND 41-1

IND 41-2

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-3: Purpose of Elevated
Portion of Above-Grade Passenger Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.

The commenter’s opposition to removal of the East
Portal Dome is noted. This comment notes that the
East Portal Dome building will be demolished and
that it is a prominent structure in African-American
architect Roland Wiley’s portfolio. This comment
does not directly address the potential historic
significance of the East Portal Dome, nor does it
address the adequacy of the cultural resources
evaluation. Additionally, although Wiley is both a
notable local African-American architect and
planner, he was not the principal architect on the
Union Station East Portal Building. Wiley's firm,
RAW International, served in the role as associate
architect to Ehrenkrantz, Ekstut, and Kuhn
Architects, who master planned the Gateway Center
Project. The East Portal Dome building was
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constructed in the 1990s, and, as a building that is
less than 50 years old, it was not considered during
the assessment of significance for listing in the
CRHR. While there are exceptions for properties that
are less than 50 years of age that are of exceptional
significance (as allowed in CCR § 4852), for a
resource to achieve significance within the past 50
years, sufficient time must have passed to obtain a
scholarly perspective on the events or individuals
associated with the resource. Given this
information, Metro does not believe that sufficient
time has passed to consider this a building of
exceptional significance that is eligible for the CRHR.
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IND 42-1

IND 42-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.
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IND 43-1

IND 43-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.
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IND 44-1

IND 44-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR.

The commenter’s preference for the above-grade
passenger concourse with new expanded
passageway is noted.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.
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IND 45-1

IND 45-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times, PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements, and PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.
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IND 46-1

IND 46-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-2: Passenger
Circulation and Accessibility Enhancements and PD-
3: Purpose of Elevated Portion of Above-Grade
Passenger Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.
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J IND 47-1

IND 47-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-2: Passenger
Circulation and Accessibility Enhancements and PD-
3: Purpose of Elevated Portion of Above-Grade
Passenger Concourse.

The proposed project was modified in response to
comments on the Draft EIR. Please see the summary
of modifications to the proposed project after Draft
EIR public review (described in Section 7.2) and the
detailed description of the modifications in Section
2.0, Project Description, of the Final EIR.
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IND 48-1

IND 48-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

FR

7-437

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

J IND 49-1

IND 49-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.
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IND 50-1

IND 50-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The project includes up to 30,400 square feet of
office/commercial space.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.
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IND 51-1

IND 51-2

This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

IND 51-1

IND 51-2

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-2: Passenger
Circulation and Accessibility Enhancements and PD-
3: Purpose of Elevated Portion of Above-Grade
Passenger Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.

The commenter’s opposition to removal of the East
Portal Dome is noted. Please see response to
Comment IND 41-2.

FR

7-440

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

IND 52-1

IND 52-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-2: Passenger
Circulation and Accessibility Enhancements and
PD-3: Purpose of Elevated Portion of Above-Grade
Passenger Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR.
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IND 53-1

IND 53-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Response PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 54-1

IND 54-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. The commenter’s
preference for the at-grade passenger concourse is
noted.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 55-1

IND 55-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-2: Passenger
Circulation and Accessibility Enhancements and
PD-3: Purpose of Elevated Portion of Above-Grade
Passenger Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 56-1

IND 56-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Response PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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] IND 57-1

IND 57-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

New restroom facilities and other transit amenities
would be integrated in the design of the proposed
improvements. The project includes no major
modifications to the existing parking configurations
at LAUS.
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IND 58-1

IND 58-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-2: Passenger
Circulation and Accessibility Enhancements and
PD-3: Purpose of Elevated Portion of Above-Grade
Passenger Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 59-1

IND 59-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-2: Passenger
Circulation and Accessibility Enhancements and
PD-3: Purpose of Elevated Portion of Above-Grade
Passenger Concourse.

The proposed project was modified in response to
comments on the Draft EIR. Please see the
summary of modifications to the proposed project
after Draft EIR public review (described in Section
7.2) and the detailed description of the
modifications in Section 2.0, Project Description of
the Final EIR.
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IND 60-1

IND 60-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.

Please see Key Issue Response PD-2: Passenger
Circulation and Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

FR

7-449

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

IND 61-1

IND 61-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-2: Passenger
Circulation and Accessibility Enhancements and
PD-3: Purpose of Elevated Portion of Above-Grade
Passenger Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 62-1

IND 62-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times, PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements, and PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 63-1

IND 63-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 64-1

IND 64-2

This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

IND 64-1

IND 64-2

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

Please see Key Issue Response PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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| definitely prefer the at-grade option, for ease of the commute experience.
I'm glad to hear that Metro is considering an expanded passageway in the
new alternative, but I'm still very skeptical that the above-ground concourse

. Lo : . IND 65-1
is necessary. The courtyards, historic station, and new plazas will serve as ND 63
great waiting areas, and | suspect few people will make the trek up to the

above ground concourse.

| also worry it will take visual alternations from the historic station. IND 65-2

This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

IND 65-1

IND 65-2

The commenter’'s preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.

Please see Key Issue Response PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

Potential impacts on cultural resources, including
the historic elements of LAUS, were analyzed in the
Draft EIR (described in Section 3.12.5). Please see
Key Issue Response CR-2: Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse Design and Indirect Environmental
Impacts.

FR

7-454

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

COMMENT SHEE

i'fl.;.l'lé {)r,-m.uf;-m.-,

Phone/Mumen de Telelone Mafing Addneas [Direccion Pogsal (9

Emul[Correo Elsctronicn]

PLEASE PROVIDE U H YOUR COMMENT \MOS SUS COMENTARIOS]

T Stfpa ¥ the. ExpEns_ o

el Feelovs gl vl tabe bave sald Monesy From o passlie

-x"v'-lﬂ'f:),_/;_a meats L LE, Londeetomd  ludest 'L"I'JIEI:P"*"JJ- Hog wmﬂ'&'h.g

= PO need & world class covourse bet For 200,003 pesple
e _s‘aj"‘l:lj':--_'?m‘f-_-,l lexs., -S'E"'ljwku Siition ia I_t::p baadlas

q*‘r“-”'q}r"- cﬂoﬂ-lrh} fid@ss  tet thout *_iiﬂ’-"::l a stevetiee, T thak

a focrs on the tennel s wacth while l"'sh?i’j'!r«

IF & b 4 CHCOUSE 15 anade, Hise, psh vist get ﬁfﬁ.?'%-l'lcﬂﬁ-'éﬁ;‘*

'?-’"!‘lﬁ'-lpi more afeen spece wifh retmil For mareles

[l £ )

Also 1+ MUST be at gude.

| support the expansion to run through but | think the concourse is over
zealous and will take time and money from other possible improvements
(i.e., connected West Hollywood, 405 to Valley) We do need a world class
concourse but for 200,000 people it can be significantly less. Shinjuku
Station in Tokyo handles 4 million daily riders without such a structure. |
think a focus on the tunnel is worthwhile though. If a big concourse is made,
a huge push must get metro Rail expanded to add riders. Perhaps more
green space with retail for travelers. Also, it MUST be at grade.
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IND 66-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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I am a Culver City resident and former television journalist. I've read every
word of the Union Station Master Plan, and it is a wonderful concept.
Beyond seeing Union Station merely as a transit hub, the Master Plan
recognizes its position as a historical landmark and its potential to sever as
a link and meeting point for the entire community — not only a transit riders
themselves. It is really brilliant.

\

This is a one-in-many-lifetimes opportunity to restore Union Station’s role
in the Community. Only the at-grade proposal links the Station efficiently to
community in every direction, particularly it creates a faster gateway to the
East, providing much better development opportunities and connection to
future LA river restoration. What an incredible opportunity for the City.
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IND 67-1

IND 67-2

This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade passenger
concourse is noted.

IND 67-1

IND 67-2

Comment noted.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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| urge Metro and the Metro Board to consider both cost and revenue
opportunities in selling development rights to the East. The above-grade
option does not create the same East-West connect to the community as it
would require people to take several escalators or elevators to travel over the
tracks. Essentially, the vision of the Master Plan is completely lost in the
above-grade option. That would be a shame! A multi-generational loss for
the community!

Please use development opportunities to offset the cost of the at-grade -
option. Also please consider Union Stations potential to become a true
gathering place for the entire community and not only its utilitarian role for
transit riders alone. The at-grade option is clearly superior for both groups.

IND 67-3

IND 67-4

IND 67-3

IND 67-4

Please see Key Issue Response PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

Pursuant to a motion on behalf of the Metro Board
of Directors on March 23, 2017, Metro’s joint
development team will lead the following
coordinated effort in parallel with the Link US
project:

1. Release a Request for Information/Request for
Qualifications to attract private development
opportunities within  Union Station and
Gateway Plaza.

2. Partner with the City and County of Los Angeles
and surrounding property owners to develop a
common joint-development plan.
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IND 68-1

IND 68-2

IND 68-3

This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

IND 68-1

IND 68-2

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

The project is being proposed to meet the
forecasted increases in regional rail/intercity train
trips, thereby reducing train idling time at LAUS and
improving on-time performance for trains using
LAUS. The proposed project would also indirectly
contribute to other cumulative benefits for the
region, including a regional reduction of GHGC
emissions and VMT. The project would provide safe
and accessible passage through LAUS with modern
passenger accommodations.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 68-3 Comment noted. Renderings in the Draft EIR
include exterior and interior views and are

preliminary and subject to change. See response to
Comment IND 68-2.
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Link Union Station (Link US)

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PUBLIC HEARING

SPEAKER CARD
I

Phame

Email

&

Subject: Lomigras bk gl -d upd  JooTuég

Transcribed Speech:

~

Hello. Louis Pepi, transportation associate at Metro. My primary concern --
and | appreciate the enhancements done to the above grade option, but
even then, with all the -- taking in all the primary facilities up above any above
grade section, at least based on what | understand of the concept, it doesn't
- it's still not user friendly. You've still got to go into the station, up, get your
ticket, go down. What considerations are going to be made for your luggage
or anything like that? The at grade is -- even though it's more expensive, it's
much more user friendly. It's just more smooth to be able to walk into Union
Station, walk to your ticket -- walk wherever you need to get your tickets, but
hopefully by now tickets will just be on our phone, but not (unintelligible).
But -- and this would make it smooth all the way up to your train or smoother
transfers in one single space, and, again, these upgrades look kind of cool
but doesn't serve any useful function in the long run. It just makes it

IND 69-1

IND 69-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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much - makes it much more confusing, especially if you have all these

tourists coming in for the World Cup or for the Super Bowl or for the IND 69-1
Olympics. It just gets much more confusing for them, where they need to Contd.
go, up, down, left, side to side. It's not very clear. Thank you.
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Link Union Station (Link US)

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PUBLIC HEARING

Tuesday, |anuary 29,
SPEAKER CARD
& _.\‘- - ' # :

Street

Transcribed Speech:

~

Hello, everyone. How you are doing today? I'll start by saying happy 26-year
anniversary to Metro. (Unintelligible) Metro. (Unintelligible) L.A. Times as
far as a hundred million dollar lawsuit, and the second time for Prop 187,
but | really just wanted to talk about public safety, which is a very, very big
issue, especially on the Red Line. As you know, today is like an anniversary
for the Red Line expansion that happened in (unintelligible), but, yeah, like
safety is a very, very big issue. | feel like something -- there should be better
input on safety in general. Like there's -- Jackie Robinson's birthday is coming
up. I've put in work for U.C.L.A.,, and they gave me this bag. | woke up. |
didn't try to cross the rail. | woke up. My bag was cut, and | had another bag.
| had some shoes in that bag, and the shoes were put on another seat, and
the bag was put in another seat. And then when | got home, by the time |
got to Union -- Compton station, my shoes were left there, and it's

IND 70-1

IND 70-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The proposed concourse improvements are being
designed with enhanced safety elements and
fire/life safety evacuation routes/access roads.
Security is one of the primary elements of the
concourse (described in Section 2.9.7 of the Draft
EIR). Other project-related infrastructure, including
railroad facilities and other civil improvements, are
being designed to industry standards to meet
applicable safety requirements.
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(unintelligible) message was being sent to me. | don't do anything. | don't
bother anyone, but something should be really said upon public safety. Like
the customer should always come first in customer service, in anything that
you do, and public safety should really be emphasized whether it's the
security or the police, not just for big events like sporting events that goes
on but at all times because some things are out of our control that we can't
control sometimes—Things happened, and | really feel like--.

IND 70-1
Contd.
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Link Union Station (Link US)

DRAFT EN"HRDNMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PUBLIC HEARING

Tuesday, January

SP'EAKEH CARD
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i JETR o Ao SF

Transcribed Speech:

Thank you. My name is Michael Berg, and | have worked in downtown Los
Angeles for the City of Los Angeles for the County of Los Angeles
(unintelligible) since 1986 and probably spent most of my adult life in
Downtown Los Angeles working. | had one question. On the discussion
about the construction impacts in the air monitoring -- I'm sorry. | can't
remember his name. He spoke about what you're monitoring, and my
question is to Patrick O'Neill and the gentleman who spoke about the air
quality monitoring. | noticed there was no monitoring (unintelligible) for
(unintelligible) compounds or hydrogen sulfide, and considering the extent
and the type of contamination from the manufacture gas plant or the
(unintelligible) plant, those are the expected pollutants you would see during
the construction phase, especially when you're disturbing ground, and I'm
just wondering if that was something that was — were being thought about.

IND 71-1

IND 71-1

All construction air quality emissions were modeled,
and no monitoring is planned or proposed based on
the conclusions of the evaluation (described in
Section 3.5, Air Quality and Global Climate Change,
of the Draft EIR). Hydrogen sulfide would not be
generated by any of the construction equipment that
will be used on site. Furthermore, a soil vapor survey
for hydrogen sulfide is not currently being
conducted because this was not identified as a
potential hazard to the project during preparation of
the Phase | ESA. Hydrogen sulfide is a toxic gas that
co-occurs with certain petroleum deposits. During
preparation of the Phase | ESA, hydrogen sulfide
was not identified as a threat for the proposed
project because the naturally occurring petroleum
seeps in the area (including the La Brea tar pits)
have not been identified as a hydrogen
sulfide-containing deposit.

The Phase | ESA documented the former Aliso
Street MGP as a REC with a High Risk to present a
hazardous waste impact. Hydrogen sulfide is not on
the list of contaminants of concern for this facility.
As required by Mitigation Measure HAZ-2 (Section
3.10.6 of the Draft EIR), Metro will conduct a Phase
[l ESA that will include collection of soil and
groundwater samples within the areas of the project
footprint where disturbance would occur and
subsequent analysis to determine potential for

contamination.  All  recommendations  and
requirements of the Phase Il ESA will be
implemented.

Please see Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil

Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials.
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So that's my comment about -- and | work for the City of Los Angeles next
door (unintelligible), and | have a personal story about my impact of the
contamination that exists in this area between Union Station and Los
Angeles River, and | would like everyone here to understand that the impacts
are not pie in the sky or -- there's a risk assessment number that's been
assigned to people who are exposed to these chemicals, and that means
impacts for real people, and unfortunately | was one of the people that was
impacted heavily by a (unintelligible) of this area in working directly on top.
So | would hope that this project that would be a number one priority to
protect the health of the people that use Union Station every day. Thank you.

-

IND 71-1
Contd.
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Link Union Station (Link US)

IND 72-1  This comment does not address environmental
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PUBLIC HEARING topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
Tuesday, january 29, 2015 the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

SPEAKER CARD

o &——_I enn Z= uCmwan
o _ The project would include new restroom facilities,
_ waiting areas and other transit amenities at LAUS to

City, State, Zip: S i E— meet the demands of a modern multimodal transit
_ station and would include architectural elements

o o - and design features that balance the historic
subject: oA SIC H/med Aned e 4w Lnk US —. character of LAUS with a new modern design.

Fimail

Speaking Rulei:

Spealkary

Transcribed Speech:

Thank you for working to improve transportation in Los Angeles. My hope
for Link US is that it will take as a cue for its relationships with the people of
Los Angeles and our visitors, the hospitality of LAX and not the inhumanity
of Union Station. When you look at the bathrooms, places to sit and water
fountains, all of these things are in tremendous abundance at LAX at street
level, before T.S.A., after T.S.A. They are everywhere. They are for everyone.
When you come to Union Station there are two tiny inadequate ancient,
disgusting, worse for women than for men, bathrooms. If you don't have a | 'ND 721
train ticket to depart soon or enough money to pay for expensive restaurants,
there's no place to sit in Union Station, and as far as | know, there's not a
single water fountain in all of Union Station. | hope that Link US can consider
the needs of human beings who are traveling and visiting (unintelligible).
Thank you.
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Link Union Station (Link US)

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PUBLIC HEARING

1!.-!!!-'.1-'17 |anuary 3g, G

SPEAKER CARD
ooyl ,/-.'.,.;3_9 f I~ w’; /

Transcribed Speech:

I'm Robert Frampton. I'm from Pasadena. | have an interest in the
electrification, and | know that both high-speed rail will be electrified, and
there are studies for electrifying eventually the Metrolink as well. | just was
wondering what the plans for electrification are. Will they become Phase A
or Phase B, or will you just leave it for the high-speed rail to deal with and
whether that's that dealt with in the E.I.R. or if it's -- | don't know whether
the electrification is part of the program or not or whether there would be
accommodations for future electrification.

IND 73-1

IND 73-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The proposed project infrastructure would be
designed to accommodate electrified HSR trains,
while not precluding future electrification of the
Metrolink system. No catenaries to support
electrification are proposed to be constructed in
Phase A or Phase B.
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Link Union Station (Link US) IND 74-1  The commenter’s support for the project is noted.

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PUBLIC HEARING

Tuesday, january 116G

SPEAKER CARD

Nare: MK Kaise,

City, State, Zip
Phone: Emall; — —

Subject: [MJ L L |
- —

Transcribed Speech:

Yes. | am Mike Kaiser. | just have a general comment. | think this project's
just superb. | love it. | recently heard about Metrolink's SCORE program,
which is the Southern California Optimization of the Rail Expansion. It is one
of 69 projects that Metro is trying to accomplish. Metro does this, but
Metrolink builds them in the Metrolink system too. | hope that the residents
of Los Angeles, of which I'm one, and the greater area take this opportunity
to realize what a major change it is. If you look at Metro (unintelligible)
expand -- Metrolink spans across six counties with 19 million people. We're
talking about 24,000 riders. That's not very much. You know, the possibility
of expansion is tremendous. New York City has 8 million riders a day. Other
major hubs have millions of riders. So, | would hope that Metrolink and all
the organizations talk about this project in terms of the connectivity to the
greater Southern California region, and as you and | were speaking before
the presentation, in connection with the high-speed rails, someone should

R o
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be able to jump on the train at (unintelligible) and go to (unintelligible),
California. There's no reason why not. I'm really excited about this. | hope
you (unintelligible) move to (unintelligible) very quickly. There's a demand
there, and the people there who are opposed, well, you can drive your car,
and the rest of us can ride the trains. So I'm personally really excited, and |
just want to end with my father who's 75 years old and grew up in Santa
Monica and moved away to go to medical school. He rode the train for the
first time out of Riverside to Santa Monica recently. Amazing car centered
guy. Who would have ever thought? Thank you very much.

IND 74-1
Contd.
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Link Union Station (Link US)

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PUBLIC HEARING

wesday, |anuvary 29, 3015

SPEAKER CARD

Aol ﬁ \ -

Hame

Street:

Subject _&5 {ﬂ;ﬁ I8 1.:510;323?_' an_ {esar Claavie 2 /Lf:jﬂ{'ﬁ

Transcribed Speech:

Good afternoon. My name is Mildred. I'm a frequent public transportation
user, and today's presentation was great, and | heard the impact of operation
on traffic, but | didn't hear any information, or | would like to see more
information on the bus route impact because a lot of people to use the buses
on Cesar Chavez, and Cesar Chavez and Vignes has a big stop, a main stop
that a lot of people to use to transport themselves to East L.A., and | would
like to have more information on that and what accommodations will be
made for those routes. Thank you.

IND 75-1

IND 75-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

As described in Section 3.3, Transportation and
Traffic (Page 3.3-55, Section 3.3, Transportation and
Traffic, of the Draft EIR), LADOT's Dash Route D,
which uses Center Street, would be affected by
project construction. During construction of the
run-through track structures south of LAUS, a full
closure of Commercial Street between the US-101
ramp/Garey Street and Center Street is required. As
a result, the proposed project has the potential to
affect the bus schedule for this route through a
combination of detours, temporary road closures,
and changes in scheduling. This is considered a
significant impact. As required by Mitigation
Measure TR-1 (described in Section 3.3.6 of the
Draft EIR), the contractor shall prepare a
Construction  Traffic  Management Plan and
coordinate street closures with applicable parties,
including bus transit and bus operators. Impacts on
bus service operators during construction would be
reduced to a level less than significant with
implementation of mitigation.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR. The Final EIR
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project modifications south of LAUS would reduce
potential impacts on Dash Route D because Center
Street does not need to be lowered, and Commercial
Street would remain in the current alignment,
thereby reducing temporary construction-related
impacts, although not avoiding them entirely.
Impacts would be reduced to a level less than
significant with implementation of Mitigation
Measure TR-1.

R o
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Link Union Station (Link US)

DRAFT ENVIROMMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PUBLIC HEARING

Tuesday, January 29, 2015
SPEAKER CARD
o AN S 'D[C.aja l<—

Cliy, State, Tipe

E Fitas

Phgandé:

Subject:

Transcribed Speech:

| did understand that there was a mitigation for traffic for the signal at
Commercial and that's great.

My understanding -- and | want to make it clear -- because | heard from
David that he thought there was an at grade consideration. My
understanding is that this alignment of the tracks is totally aerial over Center,
all the streets. Everything aerial. So when it touches down, when it gets closer
to the river? So the aerial structure that I'm envisioning as a Dash rider on
D as well as trying to get to Union Station on the back side using a flyer --
the airport fly away, we come in from Commercial at times, and | want to
make sure that the -- the structures that you're building is tastefully done so
it's not so massive, holding up these rail tracks, crossing the - | think it's
the 101 .So please be tasteful in your design. Be good. Make it light and airy
-- okay? - so you don't have a vision impact along there,

IND 76-1

IND 76-2

IND 76-1

IND 76-2

Comment noted.

Section 3.4, Aesthetics, of the Draft EIR includes an
analysis of visual impacts from the common
viaduct/deck that would be constructed over
US-101. Design elements would be considered
during final design and subject to approval by
Caltrans. As noted in Section 3.4.7 of the Draft EIR,
aesthetic impacts would be less than significant
upon implementation of mitigation measures
described in Section 3.4.6 of the Draft EIR.
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and I hope you can also widen the intersections as a mitigation at Garey and
Commercial. DOT just built their - it's not open yet -- their maintenance
facility for their DASH buses right at the corner, and it looks like one of your
proposals is shaving a corner of it off, trying to minimize that, but, anyway, | IND 763
any of the operations for them is going to be critical using Garey and
Commercial. So | did understand the impact so please widen the Metro
property -- or the Metrolink property on the southeast corner.

IND 76-3

Due to limitations in the ROW, the widening of the
Garey Street and Commercial Street intersection is
not possible. Due to constraints in the ROW, the
active  transportation  improvements  along
Commercial Street between Garey Street and
Alameda Street (required as part of the Mitigation
Measure LU-1 [described in Section 3.2.6 of the
Draft EIR]) would require removal of one travel lane.

In the Draft EIR, a small portion of a bent supporting
the US-101 viaduct was proposed in the sidewalk
adjacent to the LADOT bus maintenance facility

property.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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Link Union Station (Link US)

DRAFT ENVIROMMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PUBLIC HEARING

SPEAKERCARD
A } /]
M -:'-;".,:,':".-":'L".- 4 :':'-'ll'-'.r';".Zé.
Strest: d_"_l . T —_—

City, State, Tipe i o

Phame: timall

Subject:

Transcribed Speech:

Good evening. One quick question. It pertains to the distance. | don't know
how many travelers, how many intercity travelers along with being an
individual that uses the commuter system in Los Angeles. It is my home.
I'm a member of Rail PAC, and my concern is on two different issues, two
different things. They both are inside. If anyone's ever been to Sacramento
and they've been to that station there, if you have luggage or even if you're
not 23 years old and can run a 40-yard dash very quickly, that is a long walk
and especially if you have luggage. I'd just like to know -- | don't know if it's
been covered before. The distances from the main hall I'd say from where
the head house is to where the passenger seating area is to Union Station
right now, on either one of these concepts change to where the actual
boarding on the platform to the train is, if it's longer, shorter or about the
same? You mentioned about the width of the tunnel, about the length of the
tunnel. That's my question.

~

IND 77-1

IND 77-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please note that the new expanded passageway
would facilitate ease of cross-campus passenger
travel in a manner similar to the existing condition.
The width of the new expanded passageway would
be approximately 120 feet, and the length would be
similar to the existing condition (699 feet), with the
exception of the area where the open air West Plaza
would be located.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description, of the Final EIR. The width of
the new modified expanded passageway would be
approximately 140 feet to accommodate transit
amenities, and the length would be similar to the
existing condition (699 feet), with the exception of
the area where the open air West Plaza would be
located.
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Transcribed Speech:

Need bathrooms, drinking fountains, wash basin and couches at Union
Station. You want too many trains and tracks at Union Station. Keep LA's
history. Don't wreck the Union Station architecture its concrete and metal.
We can't breathe. Green environment. Must get #76 #78 is unreliable San
G. Valley.

IND 78-1

IND 78-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The project would include new restroom facilities,
waiting areas, and other transit amenities at LAUS
to meet the demands of a modern multimodal
transit station and would include architectural
elements and design features that balance the
historic character of LAUS with a new modern
design.

Please note cultural resources, including the historic
elements of LAUS, were analyzed in Section 3.12 of
the Draft EIR.
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IND 79-1

] IND 79-2

IND 79-3

This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

IND 79-1

IND 79-2

IND 79-3

The proposed project does not include
modifications to train equipment, including stairs
on the trains that lead to the train exit doors. The
project does include wider platforms for ease of
accessibility and increased platform capacity.

Please see Key Issue Response PD-2: Passenger
Circulation and Accessibility Enhancements. The
proposed VCEs would provide for ease of travel for
the elderly and persons with disabilities.

The project would include architectural elements
and design features that balance the historic
character of LAUS with a new modern design.
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January 30eh, 2019

LINK UMICHN STATION COMMENTS

1/ The &t grade passenger concourse iz the only way o 4. PURIng the cORGTss over
tha tracks makes har an even worse "up and down” trafllc flow for passengers. As it is,
e with an improved at grade concourss, there stll nesds to be Improved connactions
to both the existing subway, Bght rail platharms and future Silver Line Platform fo sach
cther since you are still dealing with 3 levels. You put the concourse on W, its
exsentaly 4 lpvels,

&f Putting the concourse ovar the tracks blocka the abdity 1o ‘double deck™ the rail yard

in tive future in case you need mong tracks for train volumes (| knaw, unikaky) But you
could put hght rail patfarms of even bus bays over top of part of the rail yard since

Space will be at a pramium. J

3/ s the new front of the station plaza on Alameda being designed for the possibikty thar)
the West Santa Ana Branch may want 1o put & station thase? Alac, if that hapoens, that
slation and line needs 1o be designed to extend to the norh - to Chinatown, Eagle Aock,
maybe even LA County General Hospital, Dodger Stadium, Siver Lake ete. 1t would
b gasier if the WESAR line would come into the existing Gold Line platform or same
level | so morthern extensions would be easier J

4/ Somewnere, LAUS neads a first class hotel. ]
5/ Design a designated Ubar & Lyft pick and drop lacation,

&/ Would b nioe if the LAX Fiy- Away busis had a designated location with maybe
improved covered seating/walting area, ticketing, baggage arca,

71 My other really big concasn i the run-through track project only really halps the
Amirak Surf Liner, Calfornla HSR and 4 Mobrolink lnes- Ventura, Anlalope \ailey,
Cvange County and 91 ines. It really doesn do anylhing o help the Riverside Line o
your buslest ling- the San Bemarding Line. You will not be abla to run trough or dircle
these 2 lines trains cul.  You can however, double your eliciency of getling those
trains in and out of LAUS with one simple stap, Pul the second bridga over the LA River
parabiel to the existing bridgs betwesn Mission Tower and Pasadena Junction. This
second oridge was aclually on the Union Pacific rack design maps for when the
slations was being bufit. (See attached copy) The abutments are already In the rver,
you would essentlally just need to drop a set of stoel ginder bridges and relatad
connecting track workiswitchas,

This provides the abiity to -
=Depart a San Bamarding Line train and a Rivarside train simultaneously
=Arrve a Ban Bernarding Line train and a Riverside train simultaneousty

IND 80-1

IND 80-2

IND 80-3

IND 80-4

]IND 80-5

] IND 80-6

IND 80-7

This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

IND 80-1

IND 80-2

IND 80-3

IND 80-4

IND 80-5

IND 80-6

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times, PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements, and PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

Comment noted.

The proposed project does not preclude
implementation of the WSAB Line in the vicinity of
LAUS. Multiple alignments are still being
considered by Metro and the FTA for the WSAB
Line.

Comment noted.

No modifications are proposed to the existing
rideshare drop-off and pick-up locations.

LAX Fly Away buses utilize the Metro Patsaouras
Transit Plaza, which will not be impacted by the
proposed project.
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IND 80-7

The proposed project would reduce train congestion
in the station throat by the elimination of some in-
and-out train movements due to run-through
operations, thus enhancing the efficiency of San
Bernardino Line and Riverside Line train
movements through the throat area. The proposed
project footprint does not include the existing rail
bridges over the Los Angeles River, with the
exception of the North Main Street Bridge to
accommodate safety improvements.
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=Doepart & train off one e, while a train arives from the other ling

ou woukd hen baslcally also create a double track segment for the San Bemarding
from the plathorm at LAUS, pest Terminal Tower, past Mission Tower, over the new LA
River double track bridge, past Pasadena Junction out o Solo Street. | belisve this
crates aboul a 546 mile segment. (Sure would love this segment to ba doubla tracked
alrl_‘u:lm o Gal State LA and a longer plathorm at CSLA to handle figl size Irains)

This bridge also complates the Riverside Line a double track fram the LAUS platiorm all
the way ouf 1o Pomona, alsg helping with the oparation of this line.

4

8/ | also like the greatly expanded number of Trains geing soulh ovar the 101 freeway
and the additien of mons throat tracks o the north,

i K Yo T:'!_n_lp.
LTS
ui‘.;n-: Jahnston
A1BS Van Buren Streat

Chin, CA 91710

IND 80-7
contd.

IND 80-8

IND 80-8 Comment noted.
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THES PLAN shows the exest of Tiakn Stuiea’s mackage.

At tae Lo Argeies Biver (helow), sl rracks carve Som their cotneetion witk the
Seuthere Pacillc (5P, Union Pacific (UF) asd Seeta Fe Ines o the fin of sackage
within {E¢ %rmisl grounds. These taeoar cechs, thoough o carefully designed
aerangerent of mecuts, cromoven aad deable sip swinches, perexit intims of each
remd £0 e foutcd B0 537 (eack Iz e scation ot any fime, All rwitckey withis the en
mizal yord ar¢ cezereled by iz electro-pranmudt fmerdocking plani—ihe largos of its
kind in dke Weg—locmed i TERMINAL TOWER. MISZI0ON TOWER (below) conmrels
L srowements o0 and aff the respectivg 57, UF e Sonm Fe lines. The electric
locking devices in both towers make &t i=spomible to direct traiss over cendlicting o2
pecepied rented, and towermen keop alert 10 igpeaching rikes, who deaiidy @
themseives mizvaies befioe becsaing viible, Ar i pesk, the sormizal's rail yard;
i2eludizg the appreacha showm here, contained 38 rrasiy somling 12 miles 4

LAUPT —: | e

Stk EXHIBIT A"
S LOS AMGELES UNIOM PASSEM@ER TERMINAL
J“f.__..x (e s.l!hLEEa SR, FRFT
Y, i y,
X, TR
& oA U P T DRAWING HLEFE
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IND 81-1  See response to Comment IND 80-3.

IND 81-2 The commenter's preference for the at-grade
passenger concourse is noted.

IND 81-3  See response to Comment IND 80-7.

IND 81-1

IND 81-2

IND 81-3

FR Q
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IND 81-3
Contd.
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IND 82-1

IND 82-2

IND 82-1 Comment noted.

IND 82-2 Comment noted.
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IND 83-1

IND 83-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times, PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements, and PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 83-1
Contd.
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IND 84-1

IND 84-2

IND 84-3

IND 84-4

IND 84-5

Metro is in receipt of the comment letter dated March 4, 2019
(Comment IND 109). See responses to Comment IND 109 for
more detailed responses.

IND 84-1

In December 2016 and January 2017, the Link US
project team made attempts to visit the property
owner’s business to determine its sensitivity to
project noise and/or vibration in accordance with
FTA and FRA guidelines. The property owner was
initially receptive to a site visit, but his schedule
became busy and, as a result, was unable to allow
the project team access. Instead, the property owner
requested the project team communicate over
email. The project team conducted the baseline
noise and vibration measurement effort in January
2017 for the whole project area and, during this
time, the project team again requested access inside
the property to conduct noise and vibration testing
but were unable to for the reasons previously stated.
The project team went to the property, visually
inspected the building exterior, and conducted
short-term (approximately 30 minutes in duration)
noise and vibration measurements from the
sidewalk (i.e., public ROW) near the building. Based
on FTA/FRA guidelines, the measured dBA Leq at the
subject property is 62 dBA, and most applicable to
what is assumed to be a land use only active during
daytime hours.

The map referenced in the comment letter was
prepared solely for the public hearing on January 29,
2019. The subject property is shaded grey to
because Metro did not anticipate property impacts
to occur based on the run-through track alignment
considered in the Draft EIR. Although impacts to the
subject property were not planned to occur,
acquisition of properties along Commercial Street

FR

7-488

(M)

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

IND 84-2

from Garey Street to Center Street were planned to
facilitate the track curvature required to implement
a new loop track south of LAUS.

As discussed in Section 7.2 of the Final EIR, the
proposed project was modified in response to
comments received on the Draft EIR and the
outcome of coordination activities with project
funding partners. Please see the summary of
modifications to the proposed project after Draft
EIR public review (described in Section 7.2) and the
detailed description of the modifications in Section
2.0, Project Description of the Final EIR. Based on
the modified run-through track alignment, the Final
EIR project footprint was updated to avoid direct
physical impacts to the properties south of
Commercial Street (including the subject property
located at 611 Ducommon Street).

The Traffic Impact Study for the project is provided
as Appendix E to the Draft EIR. As disclosed in
Section 3.3 of the Draft EIR, construction activity on
US-101 would result in nighttime closure of freeway
segments (slots) for a period of 8-12 weeks during
weekends only. The freeway would stay open to
traffic in any one direction at all times during
construction.

As discussed in Table 2-1 of the Final EIR, based on
the project modifications, during construction of the
Final EIR project, night closures on the US-101 are
expected to last up to 20 consecutive days but would
not increase the traffic demand by more than 2
percent of the capacity; therefore, temporary
construction impacts on the US-101 main line were
determined to be less than significant.
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IND 84-3

IND 84-4

IND 84-5

Also see response to Comment IND 109-10.

Subsequent to receipt of this email comment letter,
a detailed comment letter from the subject property
owner was also received with more information
pertinent to the environmental evaluation in the Link
US Drat EIR. See response to Comment IND 109-1
for a detailed response regarding radio frequencies
and electromagnetic frequencies.

Metrolink trains do not currently cross US-101 from
the station. According to Transit Cooperative
Research Program, Report 23, Wheel/Rail Noise
Control  Manual, Section 5.3.1.2 Trackwork
Treatments, wheel squeal is generally reduced when
tracks are lubricated, such as with water or other
lubricant.

The environmental analysis in the Draft and Final
EIR assumes that run-through tracks over US-101
are not lubricated and would be on a tight radius
turn in some areas, resulting in wheel squeal when
dry.

In accordance with CEQA requirements, Metro
gathered the comments received on the Draft EIR
and prepared responses to the comments for
incorporation in the Final EIR (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15132(d). Metro staff will conduct
additional outreach to affected property owners
prior to construction.
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IND 85-1

IND 85-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Response PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 86-1

IND 86-2

IND 86-1

See response to Comments IND 84-1 and
IND 109-1. The noise and vibration impact
evaluation is based on existing land use data in
accordance with FTA/FRA guidelines. Multiple
attempts were made by the project team to evaluate
the interior of the subject property during the land
use categorization process. Because the subject
property is zoned and planned for long-term
manufacturing and industrial uses, it is not
considered a  “noise-sensitive  land  use.”
Additionally, because a visual inspection of the
interior use of the building was not granted by the
property owner, it was also not possible for Metro
to confirm what the property owner has stated. The
Draft EIR includes a consideration of confirmed
Category 1, 2, and 3 land uses in accordance with
FTA/FRA criteria.

As discussed in Section 7.2 of the Final EIR, the
proposed project was modified in response to
comments received on the Draft EIR and the
outcome of coordination activities with project
funding partners. The Final EIR includes the
following project modifications that would reduce
construction and operational-related noise and
vibration levels south of LAUS:

e No loop track

e No Commercial Street realignment

e No Center Street lowering

e No staging areas south of Commercial Street

e No physical impacts to the buildings located
on the south side of Commercial Street (from
Garey Street to Center Street)
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Operations

With removal of the loop track, run-through tracks
would be located further north than previously
considered in the Draft EIR. Specifically, the
modified run-through track alignment would shift
closer to US-101, approximately 125 to 150 feet
north of the alignment evaluated in the Draft EIR.

e The nearest tracks on the US-101 viaduct,
north of the property would be approximately
299 feet in the 2026 and 2031 conditions and
229 feet (to High Speed Rail tracks) in the 2040
condition.

e The nearest tracks on the run-through track
embankment, northeast of the property would
be approximately 339 feet in the 2026 and
2031 conditions and 280 feet (to High Speed
Rail tracks) in the 2040 condition.

Based on the modified run-through track alignment,
operational noise and vibration levels for
commercial and industrial land uses without
outdoor uses, as well as for community members
on Ducommon Street south of LAUS are
characterized as follows:

e Noise — The permanent increase in noise
levels are anticipated to be lower than what
was considered in the Draft EIR because
intervening buildings (that are not noise or
vibration sensitive) would remain in place. In
addition, the modified run-through track
alignment would be located closer to US-101
further away from buildings on Ducommon
Street. With the presence of intervening
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buildings  along ~ Commercial  Street,
operational noise would be attenuated; thereby
resulting in an approximate 1-2 decibel
reduction in this area throughout operations
as compared to what was analyzed in the Draft
EIR.

e Vibration — Vibration levels are anticipated to
be lower than what was considered in the Draft
EIR because the modified run-through track
alignment would shift approximately 125 to
150 feet north of the alignment evaluated in
the Draft EIR and the building north of 611
Ducommun Street would not be demolished.

Construction

During construction of the Final EIR project,
construction noise and vibration would still occur at
the subject property; although there would be a
significant reduction of construction activity than
was considered in the Draft EIR.

As discussed in Final EIR Section 10.0, Final EIR
Project Supporting Documentation, due to modified
run-through track alignment being shifted north of
Commercial Street, temporary noise and vibration
levels would occur at non-noise or vibration
sensitive commercial and industrial buildings along
Commercial Street that would be kept in place rather
than displaced under the Draft EIR alignment.
Temporary noise and vibration levels at the subject
property would decrease from what was previously
considered in the Draft EIR for Segment 3 of the
project study area (Draft EIR Table 3.6-13), due to
the presence of intervening buildings that would
help attenuate construction-related noise and
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IND 86-2

Regardless of the project modifications, impacts
from construction related noise associated with the
Final EIR project would remain significant and
unavoidable because noise levels would remain
above 80 dBA Leq (within 100 feet of sensitive
receptors) during daytime hours throughout much
of project study area, and nighttime construction
activities in close proximity to William Mead Homes
and Mozaic Apartments could exceed 70 dBA Leq at
distances of up to 300 feet, which would exceed
FTA's 8 hour nighttime noise standard. Impacts
resulting from  construction vibration —were
determined to be less than significant in the Draft
EIR and the Final EIR.

Metro is in receipt of the comments provided on the
Draft EIR and will be in contact with affected
property owners and stakeholders to discuss project
concerns and consider methods to address
concerns identified through this additional
stakeholder outreach.
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IND 87-1

IND 87-2

IND 87-3

IND 87-4

IND 87-5

IND 87-1

IND 87-2

IND 87-3

Comment noted.

A portion of the pedestrian passageway would be
removed to accommodate the West Plaza. No
modifications to the historic ticketing or waiting
halls are proposed.

A canopy is proposed over the West Plaza to provide
weather protection. Weather protection would also
be provided via the roof of the above-grade
passenger concourse and expanded passageway, in
addition to individualized canopies on each of the
platforms.

As discussed in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, in
the Draft EIR, the existing pedestrian passageway
would be demolished and replaced by the expanded
passageway. The Draft EIR does disclose that the
expanded passageway would not convey the historic
feeling and association currently experienced by
visitors or travelers compared to the present, largely
original pedestrian passageway at LAUS.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

FR

7-496

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

IND 87-4

IND 87-5

The following fundamental requirements that align
to the project objectives (described in Section 2.6 of
the Draft EIR) and which are essential to operation
of the concourse were used as the basis to
determine if a concourse concept was feasible:

e Transit Interconnectivity

e Egress Routes and Passenger Safety
e Passenger Circulation

e Baggage Handling Operations

e  Program Organization and Operations

Retail and commercial uses are considered ancillary
uses.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

Although additional operations and maintenance
activities (window washing and use of an HVAC
system) are required for the elevated portion of the
above-grade passenger concourse, in terms of the
environmental topics evaluated during the CEQA
process, the at-grade passenger concourse
associated with the build alternative would result in
additional excavation, and associated traffic, air
quality, and cultural resources impacts as compared
to the above-grade passenger concourse (described
in Section 5.4.2, Alternatives, of the Draft EIR). This
rationale is the basis for concluding the proposed
project has less environmental impacts than the
build alternative.
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The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 87-6

IND 87-7

IND 87-8

IND 87-9

IND 87-10

IND 87-11

IND 87-12

IND 87-6

IND 87-7

IND 87-8

IND 87-9

IND 87-10

Please see Key Issue Response CR-2: Above-Grade
Passenger Concourse Design and Indirect
Environmental Impacts.

Although this comment does not address
environmental topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor
is safety evaluated under CEQA, to be responsive to
the comment, the project is being designed to
Metrolink engineering standards (SCRRA Design
Criteria Manual, dated November 2014) that require
a continuous track slope in the station platform area
of no more than 0.2 percent to prevent “roll-out.”
Please see Key Issue Response OT-1: Track
Elevation Slope Safety and Runaway Trains.

The commenter’s support for the run-through
tracks is noted.

Please see Key Issue Response OT-4: Adjacent
Parallel Tunnels.

Since project inception, Metro has recognized the
complexity involved in the construction of the
proposed project on an operating rail terminus,
while maintaining local and regional transit/rail
operations and  minimizing  disruption  to
passengers and other station customers. As a
requirement of Mitigation Measure TR-3 (described
in Section 3.3.6 of the Draft EIR), detailed
construction staging plans would be prepared with
the objective of limiting disruptions to the various
local/regional/intercity  transit/rail and  bus
operators and passengers that utilize LAUS. These
plans would be subject to review and approval by
the current rail operators.
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IND 87-12 Comment noted.
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IND 88-1

IND 88-2

IND 88-3

This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

IND 88-1

IND 88-2

IND 88-3

Please see Key Issue Response PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

The need for operations and maintenance activities
(window washing and use of an HVAC system) is
noted.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
concourse is noted.
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IND 89-1

IND 89-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The commenter’s support of the run-through tracks
is noted.

Metro’s project implementation approach does
include two main phases to implement proposed
infrastructure, with the run-through tracks and
signal communication work being implemented
first as part of Phase A and the elevated rail yard with
concourse improvements being implemented as
part of Phase B.
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IND 90-1

IND 90-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 91-1

IND 91-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Response OT-3: Public Art and
Cultural Enhancement Programs.

FR

7-504

Metro



Link Union Station — Final EIR
7.0 Response to Comments

June 2019

IND 92-1

IND 92-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Response OT-3: Public Art and
Cultural Enhancement Programs.
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IND 93-1

IND 93-2

IND 93-3

IND 93-4

IND 93-5

IND 93-1

IND 93-2

IND 93-3

As discussed in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, in
the Draft EIR, Page 3.12-36 reports that an
archaeological field survey was conducted for the
project that failed to locate any evidence of the
previously recorded resources, including the Mojave
Road segment (P-19-187085).

As disclosed on Page 3.12-38 of the Draft EIR, the
only artifact or feature recorded within the ADI from
the Spanish-Mexican Period found to date is in
relationship to archaeological site CA-LAN-1575/H
and is an earthen ditch, Zanja 654.

As discussed on Page 3.12-33 of the Draft EIR, and
as reported in the Link US Cultural Resources Impact
Assessment Report (Appendix N of the Draft EIR),
the northwest portion of the Friedman Bag
Company — Textile Division Building was
constructed in 1906, with additions in 1941 and
1954. The evaluation of the property for the CRHR
discloses that it is only the northwest portion of the
building that is considered a historical resource
under CEQA. Yes, the entirety of the structure is
proposed to be demolished upon implementation
of the project.

Mitigation Measure HIST-1d (described in Section
3.12.6 of the Draft EIR) is part of a four-part
mitigation measure for LAUS as a resource. This
mitigation measure includes provisions that allow
for an educational display that specifically targets
the history of LAUS and how it was used by past
railroad passengers, which may include the use of
the station by the Super Chief train. Additionally,
Mitigation Measure HIST-6 includes a provision for
educational outreach to inform the public regarding
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IND 93-4

IND 93-5

the significance of Historic Chinatown and other
aspects of the history of the location.

The language included for Mitigation Measure
HIST-6 on Page 3.12-84 of the Draft EIR states that
the public outreach and education plan may include
visual/educational exhibits or murals within LAUS.

Yes, the public educational exhibit is part of the
Public Participation or Outreach Plan, as required by
Mitigation Measures HIST-6.

As required by Mitigation Measure HIST-6, Metro
shall develop this public outreach and educational
plan with consultation and input from consulting
Native American Tribes and other potential
stakeholders, such as historical societies or other
members of the interested public.

Paleontological resources were included under
Section 3.12 for Cultural Resources because under
the 2018 CEQA guidelines, their impacts were
considered under this category. Section 3.1.4 of the
Draft EIR describes how the 2019 CEQA guidelines
were addressed.
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] IND 93-6

IND 93-6

Sanborn Fire Insurance Company maps were
inadvertently included twice. The text on Pages 3.12-
25 and 3.12-26 in the Final EIR was revised as
follows:

The following resources were consulted for further
background research (Appendix N of this EIR):

e City of Los Angeles Historic Resources
Survey (SurveyLA) — City of Los Angeles
Historic Resources Survey

e Caltrans As-Built Drawing Archives

e Caltrans Historic Bridge Inventory

e Historic Aerials

e  Online Archive of California

e Sanborn Fire Insurance Company maps
e City Directories

e Los Angeles Department of Building and
Safety permits

e Los Angeles County archives, including
the County assessor's improvement
books

e ProQuest Historical Los Angeles Times
Database

e Newspapers.com database
e Metro documents library

e Southern California Rapid Transit
District Metro Rail project construction
drawings (circa [ca.] 1987)
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IND 94-1

IND 94-2

IND 94-3

IND 94-4

This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

IND 94-1

IND 94-2

IND 94-3

IND 94-4

Correct, the 45-day public comment period closed
March 4, 2019.

Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo
Community Comments.

Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo
Community Comments.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

Comment noted.
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SHERYL HAYASHI
[R5 A T e T
Uy, Ul vl PO 1 70
Fimail: bk _a a1 et

March 11, 2019

Vincen Chio, Link US Deputy Project Manager
One Gateway Plaza, M5 99-17-2

Los Angedes, CA 90012

via amail lo: linkynignstabiendd melre ngl

RE: Link US - Dvaft EIR
Dear Mr. Chia:

My name s Sheryl Hayashi, and | am a member of Mishi Hongwan|i Buddhist Temple
in the Litthe Tokyo community. | am also the parent chair of Boy Scout Troop 738 and
advisor of the Sangha Teens youth group which ame both afffiate arganizations of Nishi
Hongwanji Buddhist Temple

| understand that Meiro ks evaluating the Link Union Station (Link US) project to IND 95-1
address the farecasted increase in riderahip, expand reglonal rall connacthdty, and

create potential opporiuniies for transit-orented development. | also understand that
the Medro is currandly collecting comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report

\

In the DEIR, it appears thal Metm is planning to permanently close Vignes Street al

Commercial Street 50 8% to install the Toundation for overhead lracks. Glosing Vignes
would have a lremendous impact on the Litle Tokyo neighborhood, and | request that IND 95-2
Metra re-engineer the track foundation fo avold this impact of a permanent
closure of Vignes Street. J

Even without a permanent clogure of Vignes, this construction project will cause
negative impacts via the traffic created from the temproary street closures. Therefore,
wa @re asking for minimal lemporary closures of Commercial, Vignes, Gamy, and
Center Street, and strongly oppose the simultanecus closure of these sireets.
Throughout this precass, we raquest that the Litthe Tokyo community is given advanced
notize and proper communieation ta all Little Tokyes stakeholders — but especially thogs IND 95-3
in the area (such as Nishi Hongwangji Buddhist Temple, Fukul Martuary, Upper Crust
Enterprises, and ofhers in this area) that will be immediately and directly impacled
However, proper communication should be maintained with all Litthe Tokyo
stakeholders, as these street closures will impact the entire neighbarhoed dusing
consirudion,

This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

IND 95-1 Comment noted. Correct, the 45-day public
comment period closed March 4, 2019.

IND 95-2  Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo
Community Comments.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

IND 95-3  Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo
Community Comments.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 95-4

IND 95-5

IND 95-4

IND 95-5

Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo
Community Comments.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of the modifications
to the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.1) and the detailed
description of the modifications described in
Section 2.0, Project Description, of the Final EIR.

Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo
Community Comments.

The proposed project was modified in response to
comments on the Draft EIR. Please see the
summary of modifications to the proposed project
after Draft EIR public review (described in Section
7.2) and the detailed description of the
modifications in Section 2.0, Project Description of
the Final EIR.
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IND 96-1

IND 96-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The project is being proposed to meet the
forecasted increases in regional rail/intercity train
trips, thereby reducing train idling time at LAUS, and
improving on-time performance for trains using
LAUS. The proposed project would reduce train
congestion in the station throat by the elimination
of some in-and-out train movements due to run-
through operations, thus enhancing the efficiency of
train movements through the throat area and the
entire Metrolink system. The proposed project
footprint does not include the existing rail bridges
over the Los Angeles River, with the exception of the
North Main Street Bridge to accommodate safety
improvements.
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IND 97-1

IND 97-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

All comments received via the online database have
been received by the project team, and responses to
comments are prepared in accordance with CEQA
requirements.
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IND 98-1

IND 98-2

IND 98-3

IND 98-4

IND 98-5

This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

IND 98-1

IND 98-2

IND 98-3

Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo
Community Comments.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo
Community Comments.

Simultaneous closure of roadways in the project
study area would be avoided to the maximum extent
practicable, although some roadways may need to
be closed for an extended period of time.
Regardless, detours will be provided to maintain
access and connectivity throughout the community.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 98-4  Section 4.0, Cumulative Impacts, of the Draft EIR
analyzed cumulative environmental impacts from
other projects. Both the Regional Connector Transit
Project and Metro Division 20 Portal Project were
included in the list of cumulative projects.

IND 98-5 Mitigation Measure LU-1 (described in Section 3.2.6
of the Draft EIR) includes provisions for a dedicated
bicycle/pedestrian bridge over US-101 from LAUS to
the area south of US-101 if funding is identified.
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IND 99-1

IND 99-2

IND 99-3

This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

IND 99-1

IND 99-2

IND 99-3

Comment noted. Correct, the 45-day public
comment period closed March 4, 2019.

Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo
Community Comments.

Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo
Community Comments.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 99-4 Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo
Community Comments.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
IND 99-3 the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
Contd. (described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

IND 99-4
- IND 99-5 Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo
b Community Comments.

IND 99-5 The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
J period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 100-1 This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Response OT-3: Public Art and
- Cultural Enhancement Program.

IND 100-1
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IND 101-1

IND 101-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The Gold Line is not proposed to be moved as a
result of implementing the Link US project.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 102-1

IND 102-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The commenter's preference for the at-grade
concourse is noted.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times, PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements, and PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 103-1

IND 103-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times, PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements, and PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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IND 104-1

IND 104-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The project implementation approach is discussed
in Section 2.10.1 of the Draft EIR. As discussed in
the Draft EIR, the loop track was planned to be
constructed in Phase A, or the interim condition
proposed for completion in 2026; however, the Final
EIR project includes modifications including
removal of the loop track. Please see the summary
of modifications to the proposed project after Draft
EIR public review (described in Section 7.2) and the
detailed description of the modifications in Section
2.0, Project Description of the Final EIR.

Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times, PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements, and PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

Section 5.0, Alternatives, of the Draft EIR includes
preliminary renderings of the at-grade passenger
concourse associated with the Build Alternative.
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IND 105-1

IND 105-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

See response to Comment IND 104-1.

The planned HSR system would be constructed as
early as 2033. Please see Key Issue Responses PD 1:
Passenger Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger
Circulation and Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.
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} IND 106-1

IND 106-2

This comment does not address environmental topics evaluated
in the Draft EIR, nor does it address the adequacy of the Draft
EIR. However, to be responsive to the comment, general
information and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

IND 106-1

IND 106-2

Please see Key Issue Response PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements.

The Final EIR project includes modifications based
on comments received during the public comment
period. Please see the summary of modifications to
the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR.

Section 3.12 of the Draft EIR includes a full analysis
of impacts on historic properties, including LAUS.
Please see Key Issue Response CR-2: Above-Grade
Passenger Concourse Design and Indirect
Environmental Impacts.
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} IND 107-1

IND 107-1

The commenter’s support for the proposed project

is noted.
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IND 108-1

IND 108-1

The extent of the proposed project does not include
the Los Angeles River or any area east of the Los
Angeles River (Section 2.2 of the Draft EIR). Soil
contamination related to sites located east of the
river is not likely to have migrated into the project
footprint because of the physical separation of near-
surface soils by the Los Angeles River’'s concrete
lining. Additionally, regional groundwater flow
direction is to the south; therefore, contaminants in
the area are unlikely to be carried by groundwater
across the natural north/south-oriented hydrologic
divide created by the river valley. Upgradient
groundwater contamination related to sites located
outside of the project footprint may have migrated
below the project footprint, as documented in the
Link US Phase | ESA (Appendix M of the Draft EIR)
and Section 3.10, Hazards and Hazardous
Materials, of the Draft EIR. The potential for
encountering contaminated groundwater during the
course of the project, regardless of source, will be
evaluated in the Phase Il ESA (Mitigation Measure
HAZ-2, described in Section 3.10.6 of the Draft EIR).
All recommendations and requirements of the
Phase Il ESA will be implemented.

See also Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials.
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IND 109-1

IND 109-2

IND 109-1

The comment notes the ambient noise level in the
vicinity of the subject property (611 Ducommun
Street) is low. Based on the evaluation conducted in
Section 3.2, Land Use and Planning, the Draft EIR,
the area is zoned for commercial and manufacturing
uses and has a general plan land use of the same
designation. For this reason, there are a number of
manufacturing facilities and delivery hubs near
611 Ducommun Street. The area is surrounded by
existing noise sources, such as roadway vehicular
traffic on US-101 (located 375 feet north of the
property) and manufacturing and distribution
facilities.

See response to Comment 86-1 for a description of
Metros efforts made in 2016 and 2017 to access the
property, and the 62 dBA Les measurement obtained
at the subject property.

Although a reference to previously prepared
electromagnetic frequencies report is noted, factual
evidence of the conclusion in the report was not
attached to the comment letter for Metro to
consider in response. Based on the design of the
proposed project evaluated in the Draft EIR, the
nearest tracks on the US-101 viaduct, north of the
subject property would be approximately 166 feet in
the 2026 and 2031 conditions and &9 feet (to HSR
tracks) in the 2040 condition. The nearest tracks on
the run-through track embankment, northeast of the
property would be approximately 230 feet in the
2026 and 2031 conditions and 200 feet (to HSR
tracks) in the 2040 condition. These distances from
tracks to the subject property are even further with
the Final EIR project (see response to Comment 86-

1.
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Additionally, the project does not include an
increase in train service or operation of new
electrified train service that would generate new
sources of radio frequencies or electromagnetic
frequencies. Potential impacts associated with
operation of electrified HSR trains will be evaluated
in the environmental documents prepared for the
planned HSR system, specifically for the Burbank to
Los Angeles and Los Angeles to Anaheim Project
Sections.

Pages 3.6-31, 3.6-38 and 3.6-45 of the Draft EIR
disclose that construction of new run-through tracks
would result in a new source of project-related noise
for land uses nearby that would increase with
operation of additional trains.

U.S. EPA identified an annual average noise
exposure level of 70 dBA as the safe level that can
be experienced over a lifetime. Health impacts from
noise are not expected because this level would not
be exceeded by the project on a yearly basis inside
611 Ducommun Street.

The FTA and FRA guidelines establish a method to
assess noise and vibration impacts on a property
based on its existing use that are grouped into three
land use categories based on noise or vibration
(Categories 1 through 3). The subject property was
not assigned one of these categories because
without additional information related to the
property owner's assertion that the testing of
musical devices at 611 Ducommun Street or
records of prior monitoring of the facility to
maintain a low ambient environment, it was not
possible to assign the property to one of these
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IND 109-2

categories. For this reason the subject property is
not identified as a noise- and/or vibration-sensitive
land use in the charts and studies in the Draft EIR.

Please see response to comment 86-1 for a
description of how the proposed project
modifications (described in Section 7.2) would
affect noise and vibration levels at the subject
property. Based on the results presented in Final EIR
Section 10.0, Final EIR Project Supporting
Documentation, a 1-2 dB reduction is anticipated to
occur at the subject property because run-through
tracks would be located further away from
Ducommun Street and the buildings along
Commercial Street would still be in place and would
attenuate noise.

See response to Comment IND 109-1. During the
45-day public review period, Metro did receive three
correspondences from the property owner. In
accordance with CEQA requirements, Metro
gathered the comments received on the Draft EIR
and prepared responses to the comments for
incorporation in the Final EIR (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15132(d). Metro staff will conduct
additional outreach to affected property owners
prior to construction (see also responses to
Comments 84 and 86).

Metro has previously and will continue to
implement a robust outreach program for the
project with multiple venues and methods to
provide comments. More information can be found
on the project website.
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MNeghborhood Character — Arts District

~
¥

[hetail of e Arts District Nedghborbood — Borthenn fnea

This nesghboehond is in the rorthern-most part of the Arts Detrct and nosteadity grewing, | here are
CENITANT Mager projects undersway expanding the lving spaces and adding businesses that support the
Laige Arts Dialnct population. This specific nosthein portion of the Arts Dainct mooerLainky o
development and since the district ends at the 100 frecway to the north, eviery vailable property has
thie potential i énhancs the district. The Link US rail propct rémoves several propartie from this
cruciall rts Dwbrct area. This wll impact ioral businesses, such as the brewery | Boombosen Bressery),
the spin chasses, the art gallery (DENK), and the clothing business (Urgent Gearl, which are within a few
Wohonc ki ool vy e by, Theete ane plases fost a ook ¢l bang, gy on Ducemmun Sleeet and my location
has been considered for an ar gallery oF fe3talrant. This is an actively growing neighborhood and the
Link LS raill project would remowee some of the Emited properties in the Ditrict, divide the District, bring

Aaiby noise and ramble to the area and casse manths or yeas ol comdroction mmparb,

Wy the Fime thes propect is being consirnscied, thene will e moen moee Iving spaces ans wipparting
cemimaunity businesses, and the projeces impacts will be even mose devastating 1o the Ares Districr.

IND 109-3

IND 109-3

Based on the design of the proposed project
evaluated in the Draft EIR, impacts on several
businesses would occur due to the required
acquisition of parcels to facilitate implementation of
new run-through service. As discussed on Pages
3.2-19 and 3.2-20 of the Draft EIR, the proposed
project would be constructed mostly within the
existing railroad ROW, and no residential
communities or any other established communities
are located within the project footprint. Therefore,
for the purpose of analyzing land use impacts
pursuant to Threshold 3.2-A, the proposed project
would not physically divide an established
community. Based on the design of the proposed
project in the Draft EIR, run-through track
infrastructure would be constructed where vacant
properties and commercial and
manufacturing/industrial land uses are currently
present.

As discussed in response to Comment 86-1 and
109-1, the proposed project was modified in
response to comments on the Draft EIR and the
outcome of coordination activities with project
funding partners. Please see the summary of
modifications to the proposed project after Draft
EIR public review (described in Section 7.2) and the
detailed description of the modifications in Section
2.0, Project Description of the Final EIR. As
discussed in Final EIR Table 2-2, the Final EIR
project would not physically divide an established
community.
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IND 109-4

IND 109-5

IND 109-6

IND 109-4 Metrolink trains do not currently cross US-101 from

the station. According to Transit Cooperative
Research Program, Report 23, Wheel/Rail Noise
Control  Manual, Section 5.3.1.2 Trackwork
Treatments, wheel squeal is generally reduced when
tracks are lubricated, such as with water or other
lubricant. The environmental analysis in the Draft
and Final EIR assumes that run-through tracks near
611 Ducommun Street over US-101 are not
lubricated and would be on a tight radius turn in
some areas, resulting in wheel squeal when dry.

See response to Comment IND 109-1. Multiple
attempts were made by the project team to evaluate
the interior of the subject property during the land
use categorization process. The Draft EIR includes a
consideration of confirmed Category 1, 2, and 3 land
uses in accordance with FTA/FRA criteria. As
discussed in the Draft EIR, apartments and jails are
considered noise-sensitive land uses.

The shortterm  construction and long-term
operational health risks associated with the
proposed project are outlined in Section 3.5, Air
Quality and Global Climate Change, of the Draft EIR,
and Appendix G of the Draft EIR. Due to the larger
impact on younger individuals, the health risk
assessment focused on the residential and school
uses within the project area. The health risk
assessment also included the commercial offices
closest to the rail platforms, where a larger
percentage of the construction and operational
emissions would occur. Although the land uses
along Ducommun Street are located in the vicinity
of run-through track infrastructure, they are located
over 700 feet from the rail platforms. Therefore, the
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IND 109-5

IND 109-6

project’s health risks at these land uses along
Ducommun Street would be lower than those
estimated for the Metro Offices and the Terminal
Annex. As shown in Tables 3.5-30 through 3.5-40,
Section 3.5, Air Quality and Global Climate Change,
of the Draft EIR, the impacts at the Metro Offices
and Terminal Annex would be less than significant.
The less than significant conclusion remains with
the Final EIR Project as discussed in Final EIR
Section 10.0, Final EIR Project Supporting
Documentation,

The specific acoustic properties of the building (at
the exterior and interior) and the block would need
to be tested to ascertain what effects are present to
fully respond to this comment. The testing could
only be completed if the property owner is agreeable
to allowing field crews into the building to conduct
the testing. Metro staff will continue to conduct
outreach to affected property owners prior to
construction. See response to Comment IND 109-1.

See response to Comment IND 86-1 and 109-1.
Upon implementation of the Final EIR project, noise
and vibration levels at the subject property would be
reduced from what was previously considered in the
Draft EIR. The footnote is intended to indicate that
additional information may be needed on a site-
specific basis to verify the use of the building and to
identify what land use category is most applicable.
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IND 109-8

IND 109-9

IND 109-10

IND 109-7 According to the 2018 FTA/FRA manual, it is

extremely rare for vibration from train operations to
cause substantial or even minor cosmetic damage.
Even for fragile historic buildings, damage is unlikely
except where the track is located very close to the
fragile structure in question. The FTA/FRA manual
(Table 7-5 on Page 186) provides structural damage
criteria for four different structure types. Review of
the structure at 611 Ducommun Street by a
structural engineer would be needed to specifically
assign the building to one of these categories, but
conservatively assuming that it is
building/structural Category Il “Non-engineered
timber and masonry buildings,” the vibration
damage impact criterion is approximately 94 VdB.
Predictions of project vibration at the structure
indicate that trains operating would result in
51 VdB, which is less than the damage criterion.
Therefore, building damage due to operational
vibration from the proposed project considered in
the Draft EIR is not anticipated. The likelihood for
building damage as a result of the Final EIR project
is further reduced due to the modified run-through
track alignment and presence of intervening
buildings along Commercial Street.

Please see the summary of modifications to the
proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR. Responses to
Comment 86-1 and 109-1 provide information as to
the updated noise and vibration levels anticipated at
the subject property based on the Final EIR project
modifications.
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IND 109-8 See response to Comment IND 109-1.

IND 1099 A Category 1 land use is the most noise-sensitive
land use that FTA/FRA analyzes. Because the
primary function of the property is currently a day
use only business, and the interior of the property
was not inspected to verify the use and activities
conducted, analysis of the property as if it were a
current or future residential use would be
speculative.

IND 109-10 The duration of construction for the proposed
project is considered for each environmental
resource topic and threshold under the temporary
construction header for each environmental impact
evaluation. Closure of US-101 for extended
durations of time is not proposed because it would
be unacceptable to Metro and Caltrans.

As disclosed in Section 3.3 of the Draft EIR,
construction activity on US-101 would result in
nighttime closure of freeway segments (slots) for a
period of 8-12 weeks during weekends only. The
freeway would stay open to traffic in any one
direction at all times during construction. As
discussed in Table 2-1 of the Final EIR, during
construction of the Final EIR project, night closures
on the US-101 are expected to last up to 20
consecutive days but would not increase the traffic
demand by more than 2 percent of the capacity;
therefore, temporary construction impacts on the
US-101 main line were determined to be less than
significant.
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The detailed freeway closure schedule and detour
schedule and timelines will be developed during
final design and included as part of the TMP, to be
prepared  per  Mitigation = Measure  TR-1
(Section 3.6.6 of the Draft EIR). The information on
freeway closures will be publicized prior to the
closure, which will be similar to the public outreach
undertaken by Metro for other large infrastructure
projects.

Details on street closures and detours for each
segment of the project study area are discussed on
Page 3.3-30 of the Draft EIR. Final EIR Section 10.0,
Final EIR Project Supporting Documentation, also
includes a discussion of detours and local road
closures associated with the Final EIR project.
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Relocationfoquisition/Easerment For 611 Ducommun Is Unclear

Property Impacts
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Property Impacts - What are the impacts for Property Impact 8227

It = nclear i my propecty B corsddered impacied by the progect in the Dralt EIR, On the one hand, il
appeans to be excluded from impact In the figure abowe {my property ts labeled 22}, It b ot cne of the
colors in the Legend describing propevty impacts. | can find no further discussion in the document. It s
wery concerning that no contact has been made to discuss the potental impacts. | have asked if my
property i being contadered for ermnent domain, partl scquribien, of temporary exsement without
resporse, Even though Segment 3 (Viaduct and Bun-through| of the project appears to towch my
bulding, ard even though rmy block is dentilied as part of the project Teatpring and is included in the
Maxirmwm Extent of Physical Disturbance, no one has contacted me abowt my propesty and the potential
impacts. My property [12) b excluded from impact on this map while anather map sheows my property
1o b in an accommedation averlay, which needs a betver deseription and analysis to clarify impacts 10
my propeity, This b all very uncleas as to the ellect this project w8l have on my propenty. The Drafy EIR
o incomplete a5 regands 1o property impacs,

IND 109-11

IND 109-11 The map referenced in the comment letter was
prepared solely for the public hearing on January 29,
2019. The subject property is shaded grey to
because Metro did not anticipate property impacts
to occur based on the run-through track alignment
considered in the Draft EIR. Although impacts to the
subject property were not planned to occur,
acquisition of properties along Commercial Street
from Garey Street to Center Street were planned to
facilitate the track curvature required to implement
a new loop track south of LAUS.

As discussed in Section 7.2 of the Final EIR, the
proposed project was modified in response to
comments on the Draft EIR and the outcome of
coordination  activities with  project funding
partners. Please see the summary of modifications
to the proposed project after Draft EIR public review
(described in Section 7.2) and the detailed
description of the modifications in Section 2.0,
Project Description of the Final EIR. Based on the
modified run-through track alignment, the Final EIR
project footprint was updated to avoid direct
physical impacts to the properties south of
Commercial Street (including the subject property
located at 611 Ducommon Street).

The HSR accommodation overlay boundary
depicted on Figure 2-5 of the Draft EIR is a mere
representation of the portion of the overall project
footprint that is to support the planned HSR system.

Metro staff will conduct outreach to affected
property owners prior to construction.
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b IND 109-13 See response to Comment IND 109-11.
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Mty property i in the Accommaodation Overlay = What does this mean for my property?
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From the Draft Detalled Construction Phasing Scenarios, my property ks in the Construction
Slaging/Assembly Area = whal does this mean for my property?

IND 109-14

IND 109-15

IND 109-14 See response to Comment IND 109-11.

IND 109-15 The construction staging/assembly area was
erroneously placed on the subject property. As
discussed in response to Comment 86-1, the Final
EIR project includes removal of the staging area
from this location among others previously depicted
in the Draft EIR. Figure 10-1 in Section 10.0, Final
EIR Project Supporting Documentation, shows the
potential staging areas associated with the Final EIR
project.
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IND 110-1

IND 110-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Response PD-1: Passenger
Transfer Times, PD-2: Passenger Circulation and
Accessibility Enhancements and PD-3: Purpose of
Elevated Portion of Above-Grade Passenger
Concourse.

No changes or additional seating to the front of
LAUS is proposed as part of the project. The project
would include new bathrooms and other transit
amenities. Mitigation Measure AQ-3 includes
provisions that require rail operators to implement
emerging rail technology for trains using LAUS
based.
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IND 111-1

IND 111-1

This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

The project is being proposed to meet the
forecasted increases in regional rail/intercity train
trips, thereby reducing train idling time at LAUS, and
improving on-time performance for trains using
LAUS. The proposed project would reduce train
congestion in the station throat by the elimination
of some in-and-out train movements due to run-
through operations, thus enhancing the efficiency of
train movements through the throat area and the
entire Metrolink system. The proposed project
footprint does not include the existing rail bridges
over the Los Angeles River, with the exception of the
North Main Street Bridge to accommodate safety
improvements.
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IND 112-1 This comment does not address environmental
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. However, to be
responsive to the comment, general information
and background related to project development
topics have been provided, where applicable.

Please see Key Issue Response OT-3: Public Art and
Cultural Enhancement Program.

IND 112-1
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