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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.  

• 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.  

• 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. 

• 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.  

• 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: 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

• Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo Community Comments 

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

• 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. 

• 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 

• 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: 

o 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 



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

 

 

 7-5 

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 I 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 I ESA investigative process included 
the ASTM-mandated elements, including site reconnaissance, review of regulatory records (including 
review of existing Phase I and Phase II 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:  

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

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

• 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 I 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 I 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 I ESA will be further evaluated through a Phase II ESA sampling and analysis 
program (Mitigation Measure HAZ-2). The Phase II 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 II 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: 
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The following provisions shall be included in the TMP: 

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

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

• 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 

Comment Number Name 

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 

Comment Number Name 

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 Ikegami – Little Tokyo Business Association 

Tribal 

TRI 1 John Tommy Rosas – Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation 

TRI 2 Gabrieleño 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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Table 7-1. List of Agencies, Organizations, and Individuals that Commented on the Draft EIR 

Comment Number Name 

IND 5 Gretchen Anderson  

IND 6 Linda C. Samuels 

IND 7 Greg Heet 

IND 8 Leigh Goodwin 

IND 9 Babetti Oy 

IND 10 Celea Brooks 

IND 11 Ellena Mellon 

IND 12 Ines Rodriguez 

IND 13 NA 

IND 14 Okogo Stephanie 

IND 15 Jose Escobar 

IND 16 Matthew Barrett 

IND 17 Andrea Thomas 

IND 18 Allon Percus 

IND 19 Thomas Dorsey 

IND 20 Andrew Fox 

IND 21 Ryan Yates 

IND 22 James Tyner 

IND 23 Dominic Soo 

IND 24 Scott Garner 

IND 25 Matt Ruscigno 

IND 26 Chris Barraza 

IND 27 Kyle Jenkins 
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Table 7-1. List of Agencies, Organizations, and Individuals that Commented on the Draft EIR 

Comment Number Name 

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 Name 

IND 51 John Connor 

IND 52 Jesse Silva 

IND 53 Michael Hlebovy 

IND 54 Campbell Sadeghy 

IND 55 Dominic Gonzalez 

IND 56 Spencer Windes 

IND 57 NA  

IND 58 Ryan Sharp 

IND 59 Esteban McKenzie 

IND 60 Timmy Luong 

IND 61 Cary Bellaflor 

IND 62 David Andrew 

IND 63 Nicolas Burrier 

IND 64 David Matsu 

IND 65 John Perry 

IND 66 Kyle Remmenga 

IND 67 Travis Morgan 

IND 68 Kevin Strumpell 

IND 69 Louis Pepi 

IND 70 Doante Ivory 

IND 71 Michael Berg 

IND 72 Glenn Zucman 

IND 73 Robert Frampton 
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Table 7-1. List of Agencies, Organizations, and Individuals that Commented on the Draft EIR 

Comment Number Name 

IND 74 Mike Kaiser 

IND 75 Mildred Mijangos 

IND 76 James Okazaki 

IND 77 James Smith 

IND 78 Sonia Mcintosh 

IND 79 Stephanie Hammer 

IND 80 Mark Johnston 

IND 81 Mark Johnston 

IND 82 Jason Elepano 

IND 83 Michael Frazier 

IND 84 Greg Heet 

IND 85 Alex Mezey 

IND 86 Greg Heet 

IND 87 Alan K Weeks 

IND 88 Stephen Laux 

IND 89 Mike Brady 

IND 90 Karl Lauff 

IND 91 Sarah Cifarelli 

IND 92 Mark Steven Greenfield 

IND 93 Bardsley Bean M.A. 

IND 94 Doug Aihara 

IND 95 Sheryl Hayashi 

IND 96 Eric Reese 
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Table 7-1. List of Agencies, Organizations, and Individuals that Commented on the Draft EIR 

Comment Number Name 

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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Agencies 
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Agency 1 Comment 

Name: Pete Cooke 

Agency: Department of Toxic Substances Control 
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AGE 1-1 This comment acknowledges the DTSC’s receipt of 
the Link US Draft EIR.  

AGE 1-2 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 
I ESA was conducted for the project. This technical 
study is provided as Appendix M of the Draft EIR. 
The findings of the Phase I ESA are specifically 
summarized in Section 3.10.4 of the Draft EIR. 

AGE 1-3 The Link US Phase I ESA evaluates, to the extent 
possible within the scope of a Phase I evaluation, 
whether the RECs constitute high, moderate, or 
low risks to human health or the environment for 
the proposed project. 

AGE 1-4 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 II 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.  

AGE 1-1 

AGE 1-3 

AGE 1-2 

AGE 1-4 

AGE 1-5 
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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.  
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AGE 1-6 Comment noted.  

 

  

AGE 1-6 
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Agency 2 Comment 

Name: Mark A. McLoughlin 

Agency: California High-Speed Rail Authority 
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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: 

• Caltrans 

• CHSRA 

• SCRRA 

• 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 

AGE 2-1 

AGE 2-2 



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

 

 

 7-30 

improvements within the limits of the Link US 
project.  

AGE 2-2 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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AGE 2-3 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. 

AGE 2-4 Metro recognizes that CHSRA would continue to 
work with the federal agency as part of the NEPA 
environmental clearance process for this project. 

AGE 2-5 Metro concurs with the benefits of the proposed 
project, as identified in this comment. 

AGE 2-6 Comment noted. Metro appreciates the contact 
information provided in this comment and will 
coordinate accordingly. 

 

AGE 2-3 

AGE 2-4 

AGE 2-5 

AGE 2-6 
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Agency 3 Comment 

Name: Billy Hoe 

Agency: Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering  
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AGE 3-1 Refer to response to Comment AGE-3-2.  

 

AGE 3-1 
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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.  

AGE 3-2 
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AGE 3-3 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. 

AGE 3-4 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).  

AGE 3-3 

AGE 3-4 
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AGE 3-5 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.” 

AGE 3-6 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.  

AGE 3-7 See response to Comment AGE 3-4. 

AGE 3-8 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.   

AGE 3-9 Text in Section ES.5, Anticipated Agency 
Involvement, was revised as follows: 

• City County of Los Angeles 

 

AGE 3-9 

AGE 3-8 

AGE 3-7 

AGE 3-6 

AGE 3-5 
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AGE 3-10 Based on the analysis conducted, upon 
implementation of proposed mitigation, impacts 
in the AM or PM peak-hour conditions would not 
result in delays that would be considered 
significant per LADOT guidelines. Cesar Chavez 
Avenue and Vignes Street would not be closed at 
the same time. Text in Mitigation Measure TR-1 
was revised as follows to prohibit concurrent 
closure of Cesar Chavez Avenue and Vignes Street: 

The following provisions shall be included in 
the TMP: 

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

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

• 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.  

AGE 3-11 

AGE 3-10 
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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. 



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

 

 

 7-41 

 

 

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 

AGE 3-12 
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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 3-13 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.  

AGE 3-14 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.  

AGE 3-14 

AGE 3-13 
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AGE 3-15 As described in Section 5.0, Alternatives, on Page 
5-132 of the Draft EIR, the Reduced Historic 
Impact Alternative is considered the 
Environmentally Superior Alternative. The Reduced 
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.  

 

AGE 3-15 
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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 
project.  

 

AGE 3-16 
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AGE 3-17 See response to Comment AGE 3-10.  

 

AGE 3-17 
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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 yard 
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. 

 

AGE 3-18 
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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.  

AGE 3-19 
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AGE 3-20 See response to Comment AGE 3-19. 

 

AGE 3-20 
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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.  

 

AGE 3-21 
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AGE 3-22 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).   

 

AGE 3-22 
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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, Items 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. 

AGE 3-23 
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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.  

Phase A – Implementation of early 
action/interim improvements primarily 
associated with the regional/intercity rail 
run-through track infrastructure south of LAUS 
and necessary signal modifications, roadway 
modifications, and property acquisitions to 
facilitate new run-through service would occur 
in the interim condition (Phase A: 2026)  

Phase B – New lead tracks, the elevated rail 
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.  

 

AGE 3-24 
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AGE 3-25 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.  

AGE 3-26 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.  

 

AGE 3-26 

AGE 3-25 
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AGE 3-27 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. 

AGE 3-28 Correct. 

AGE 3-28 

AGE 3-27 
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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. 

AGE 3-29 
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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. 
Investment 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. 

 

AGE 3-30 
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AGE 3-31 See response to Comment AGE 3-10.  

 

AGE 3-31 
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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 II or IV bike lanes that consist of only 
pavement striping and bollards (no additional 
right-of-way and no raised median will be required) 
along Commercial Street from Alameda Street to 
Center Street. If additional funding is identified, a 
dedicated bicycle/pedestrian bridge over US-101 
could be constructed in place of the new bicycle 
lanes described above. If a dedicated 
bicycle/pedestrian bridge is funded and selected 
for implementation, the design of this new 
infrastructure, including potential aesthetic 
treatment and design details, will be coordinated 
with the City of Los Angeles.  

 

AGE 3-32 
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AGE 3-33 See response to Comment AGE 3-32. 
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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 Less than 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 Impact  
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AGE 3-35 See response to Comment AGE 3-10.  
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AGE 3-36 Cesar Chavez Avenue and Vignes Street are not 
planned to be closed at the same time during the 
construction of bridge improvements. Therefore, 
either Cesar Chavez Avenue or Vignes Street would 
remain open for through-traffic at all times.  

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." 

AGE 3-36 
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AGE 3-37 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). 

AGE 3-38 See response to Comment AGE 3-12.  

AGE 3-38 

AGE 3-37 
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AGE 3-39 See response to Comment AGE 3-38. 
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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 I 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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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). 

AGE 3-41 
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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.  

AGE 3-42 
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Agency 4 Comment 

Name: Billy Hoe 

Agency: Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering 
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AGE 4-1 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.  

AGE 4-2 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). 

AGE 4-3 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).  

AGE 4-4 See response to Comment AGE 3-40. 

AGE 4-5 Comment noted. 

AGE 4-6 See response to Comment AGE 3-11.  

AGE 4-1 

AGE 4-2 

AGE 4-3 

AGE 4-4 

AGE 4-5 

AGE 4-6 
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Agency 5 Comment 

Name: Jose Huizar 

Agency: City of Los Angeles 
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AGE 5-1 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.  

AGE 5-2 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 II 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 

AGE 5-1 

AGE 5-2 

AGE 5-3 

AGE 5-4 
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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 
II bicycle facility to a Class IV bicycle facility on 
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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 II 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. 

AGE 5-3 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 



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

 

 

 7-78 

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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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.  

AGE 5-4 The Alameda Street corridor was analyzed for 
traffic impacts 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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AGE 5-5 See response to Comment AGE 5-5a through AGE 
5-5h. 

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

AGE 5-5b See response to Comment AGE 5-2.  

AGE 5-5c 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. 

AGE 5-5d To avoid impacts to Commercial Street in the 
interim condition, the embankment would be 
supported with vertical retaining walls.  

AGE 5-5e 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.  

AGE 5-5f 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 

AGE 5-5 

AGE 5-5b 

AGE 5-5c 

AGE 5-5d 

AGE 5-5e 

AGE 5-5f 

AGE 5-5a 

AGE 5-5h 

AGE 5-5g 

AGE 5-6 
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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. 

AGE 5-5g 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. 

AGE 5-5h 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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AGE 5-6 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. 
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Response to Comment Letter AGE 5, Attachment A  
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Agency 6 Comment 

Name: Ronald Kosinksi 

Agency: California Department of Transportation 
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AGE 6-1 Metro appreciates Caltrans’ review of the Draft EIR 
in accordance with provisions of CEQA Guideline 
15096(d). 

AGE 6-2 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).  

AGE 6-3 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) 

AGE 6-4 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 

AGE 6-1 

AGE 6-4 

AGE 6-3 

AGE 6-2 

AGE 6-5 
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consideration in developing the current conceptual 
design. 

AGE 6-5 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 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 Threshold 
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). 

AGE 6-7 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.  

AGE 6-8 In response to this comment, Metro provided a 
copy of the MOU to Caltrans on April 10, 2019. 

AGE 6-9 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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as “vacate” in the context of the EIR text referenced 
in this comment.  

AGE 6-10 Metro will coordinate closely with Caltrans 
throughout the development of the Construction 
TMP and the potential temporary closures of any 
Caltrans facilities.  

AGE 6-11 See response to Comment AGE 6-5.  

AGE 6-12 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.    

AGE 6-13 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).  

AGE 6-14 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 Contaminants listed in the Phase I are 
incorporated into Table 3.8-2 in Section 3.8, 
Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR. 

AGE 6-17 It is important to note that the 180-day expiration 
for Phase I 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 I 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 I 
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 I documents performed 
in the future would benefit from the project-wide 
Phase I ESA, as well as the follow-up Phase II work 
required per Mitigation Measure HAZ-2. 

AGE 6-18 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. 

AGE 6-16 

AGE 6-17 
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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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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. 

AGE 6-20 A Phase I 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 I ESA investigative process included the 
ASTM mandated elements, including site 
reconnaissance, review of regulatory records 
(including review of existing Phase I and Phase II 
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:  

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

• 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 I 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 I ESA 
will be evaluated through a Phase II ESA sampling 
and analysis program (Mitigation Measure HAZ-
2). The Phase II 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 II 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 
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implementation of Mitigation Measures HAZ-1, 
impacts would be reduced to a level less than 
significant. 

AGE 6-21 Mitigation for project-related impacts is provided 
in Section 3.10.-6 of the EIR.  

AGE 6-22 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: 

• 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 

• 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 Comment noted. 

AGE 6-24 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 
Monitoring Management Plan 

The acronym, as defined in the Executive Summary 
of the Draft EIR notes for Table ES-1, on Page ES-
lxxxiii, 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; 
CIH=Certified Industrial Hygienist; 
CRMMP=Cultural Resource Mitigation and 
Monitoring 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 

AGE 6-22 
Contd. 

AGE 6-23 

AGE 6-24 

AGE 6-25 

AGE 6-26 

AGE 6-27 

AGE 6-28 

AGE 6-29 

AGE 6-30 
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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; 
MOU=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 CRMMMP 
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 Monitoring Management Plan 

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



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

 

 

 7-106 

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. 

AGE 6-26 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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Guidelines for Archaeological Documentation 
and the California Office of Historic 
Preservation’s Archaeological Resources 
Management. 

AGE 6-27 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. 

• 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: 

• Efforts to Preserve and Protect in Place: 
The CRMMP, per CEQA Guidelines 
15162.4(b)(3), shall attempt to avoid 
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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. 

AGE 6-29 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: 

• 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 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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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. 

AGE 6-30 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: 

• 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 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. 

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 
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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 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. 

AGE 6-32 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. 

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 
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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. 

AGE 6-34 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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use and sacredness of the area as it relates to 
Native Americans. 

AGE 6-35 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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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 
SHPO comments on the project. 

AGE 6-37 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).  

AGE 6-38 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 TongvaGabrielino, also 
known as the GabrielinoTongva. The 
TongvaGabrielino 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 Diegueño to the south. Much of the review 
of the TongvaGabrielino presented here is 
based on William McCawley’s book, The First 
Angelinos (Appendix N of this EIR). 

The TongvaGabrielino 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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TongvaGabrielino 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 TongvaGabrielino among the most 
materially wealthy of California’s native groups 
(Appendix N of this EIR). 

The TongvaGabrielino 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 TongvaGabrielino 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 
Gabrieleno Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians 
– Kizh Nation, the Gabrieleno/Tongva San 
Gabriel Band of Mission Indians, the Tongva 
Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation, and the 
Gabrielino 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 Gabrieleno 
Gabrieleño 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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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. 

AGE 6-41 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 The text in Section 3.12, Cultural Resources, of the 
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 
5024.  

AGE 6-43 As noted in Mitigation Measure TR-1 (Section 3.3.6 
of the Draft EIR), closures will be coordinated with 
Caltrans and other entities.  

AGE 6-44 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.  

AGE 6-42 

AGE 6-43 

AGE 6-44 

AGE 6-45 

AGE 6-46 

AGE 6-47 

AGE 6-48 
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AGE 6-45 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. 

AGE 6-46 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: 



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

 

 

 7-125 

US-101 Main Line 

• Improved median and shoulder 
horizontal clearances 

• Increased horizontal stopping sight 
distance to provide required design 
speed 

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

• Increased lane widths for reduced 
sideswipe collisions 

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

• 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) 

• Increased deceleration length 

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

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

Commercial Street On-Ramp (Southbound) 

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

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

Vignes Street On-Ramp (Northbound) 

• 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 

SB SR 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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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.  

AGE 6-47 See response to Comment AGE 6-11. 

AGE 6-48 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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AGE 6-49 The runoff to the US-101 main line is 
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 J of the EIR). This information 
will also be incorporated into the project report. 

AGE 6-50 Thank you for your review. 

 

AGE 6-49 

AGE 6-50 
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Agency 7 Comment 

Name: Roderick Diaz 

Agency: Southern California Regional Rail Authority/Metrolink 
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AGE 7-1 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.  

AGE 7-2 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.  

AGE 7-3 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 rail 
operating agreements and/or 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 

AGE 7-1 

AGE 7-3 

AGE 7-2 
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performance goals objectives 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 
during construction.  

Prior to construction, Metro and the 
construction contractor shall prepare detailed 
construction phasing temporary construction 
staging plans for each phase of construction 
that identify appropriate means and methods 
the contractor would implement to maintain 
mutually agreed upon on time performance 
goals objectives 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 
correspond to detailed construction phasing 
plans to minimize impacts on passenger 
transfer times. 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 to evaluate the efficiency of the measures 
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in place to achieve the mutually agreed upon on 
time performance is met and shall coordinate 
with Metro and the construction contractor to 
implement changes to means and methods 
during construction to ensure the performance 
objectives are maintained at an acceptable level 
throughout construction of the project. 

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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AGE 7-4 See response to Comment AGE 7-3. 

AGE 7-5 Metro appreciates the successful working 
relationship with SCRRA to develop the Link US 
plan, in conjunction with SCRRA’s implementation 
of the SCORE Program. All relevant findings and 
analysis outcomes have been incorporated into the 
project thus far and will continue in the future as 
more analysis is provided.  

AGE 7-6 Metro will continue to coordinate with SCRRA 
regarding operations and the proposed project in 
order to fulfill the needs of all rail operators during 
construction and operation of the project. Metro 
will also continue to coordinate with SCRRA 
regarding design standards and design exceptions 
to provide for thorough design reviews. 

AGE 7-7 Comment noted. Metro appreciates the contact 
information provided in this comment and will 
coordinate accordingly. 

 

 

AGE 7-4 

AGE 7-7 

AGE 7-6 

AGE 7-5 
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Agency 8 Comment 

Name: Charles C. Holloway 

Agency: Los Angeles Department of Water and Power 
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AGE 8-1 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. 

AGE 8-2 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 

AGE 8-1 

AGE 8-2 

AGE 8-3 
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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: 

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

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

• 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.   

AGE 8-3 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. 

AGE 8-3 
Contd. 

AGE 8-4 
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Agency 9 Comment 

Name: Jwalin Champaneria 

Agency: Los Angeles Department of Transportation 
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AGE 9-1 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). 

AGE 9-2 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.  

AGE 9-3 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.  

AGE 9-1 

AGE 9-2 

AGE 9-4 

AGE 9-3 

AGE 9-5 

AGE 9-6 

AGE 9-7 

AGE 9-8 

AGE 9-9 
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AGE 9-4 The list of study intersections was agreed to by 
LADOT based on the MOU executed with Metro. 

AGE 9-5 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. 

AGE 9-6 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. 

AGE 9-7 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. 

AGE 9-8 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.   

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

AGE 9-11 A new figure was added to Section 2.9.6 of Section 
2.0, Project Description, of the Final EIR, depicting 
these improvements. 

AGE 9-12 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. 

AGE 9-13 See response to Comment AGE 9-2. 

AGE 9-14 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 

AGE 9-10 

AGE 9-12 

AGE 9-13 

AGE 9-11 

AGE 9-14 

AGE 9-16 

AGE 9-15 

AGE 9-17 

AGE 9-18 

AGE 9-19 

AGE 9-20 

AGE 9-21 
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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. 

AGE 9-15 Based on Figure 1-1 of the Downtown Design 
Guide, the project is not within one of the 
applicable highlighted districts.  

AGE 9-16 See response to Comment AGE 9-4. 

AGE 9-17 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.  

AGE 9-18 The Garey Street and Commercial Street 
intersection serves as the entrance/exit to US-101; 
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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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. 

AGE 9-19 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. 

AGE 9-20 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. 

AGE 9-21 Comment noted. See response to Comment 
AGE 9-3.  
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AGE 9-22 Comment noted. 

AGE 9-23 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: 

• 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. 

 

AGE 9-23 

AGE 9-22 

AGE 9-24 

AGE 9-25 
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Agency 10 Comment 

Name: Jennifer Harriger 

Agency: Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 
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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.  

AGE 10-1 
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AGE 10-2 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. 

AGE 10-3 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 

AGE 10-2 

AGE 10-1 
Contd. 

AGE 10-3 
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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. 
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AGE 10-4 Comment noted. 

AGE 10-4 



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

 

 

 7-159 

 

AGE 10-5 Comment noted. 

AGE 10-5 
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AGE 10-6 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. 

AGE 10-7 Comment noted. 

AGE 10-6 

AGE 10-7 
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Comment Letter AGE 10, Attachment A 
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Comment Letter AGE 10, Attachment B 
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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.  

AGE 11-2 Comments received on the Draft EIR and 
responses to comments are included in this 
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. 

AGE 11-3 The comment provides context with respect to the 
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. 

 

AGE 11-1 

AGE 11-2 

AGE 11-3 
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AGE 11-4 Operational Noise and Vibration. Figure 2-8 

(located in Section 2.0, Project Description, of the 
Draft EIR) identified the location of La Petite 
Academy simply as a preschool/daycare facility. 
This figure has been updated in the Final EIR to 
identify the name of the preschool/daycare facility 
as First 5 LA Headquarters - La Petite Academy. 
The facility, as identified in Figure 2-8 of the Draft 
EIR, was considered in all environmental analysis 
contained in the Draft EIR, as it is located adjacent 
to where a construction access road was proposed 
in the Draft EIR. In response to comments raised 
by the firm representing First 5 LA, modifications 
to the proposed project were made after Draft EIR 
public review. As described in Section 7.2, the 
existing access road adjacent to the First 5 LA 
building is no longer proposed for use during 
construction, and was removed from the proposed 
project in the Final EIR. 

Although La Petite Academy and the First 5 LA 
building are not specifically identified by name in 
Section 3.5, Air Quality and Global Climate change, 
of the Draft EIR or the Link US Air Quality/Climate 
Change and Health Risk Assessment (Appendix G of 
the Draft EIR), they are included in the dispersion 
modeling that was conducted to evaluate the 
construction and operational emissions. Please 
refer to response to Comment AGE 11-27 for a 
description of the short-term construction and 
long-term operational health risks at the La Petite 
Academy and First 5 LA building. The cancer risks 
of the proposed project in the Draft EIR are below 
the 10-in-1-million threshold, per the results of the 
dispersion modeling conducted, and impacts are 
less than significant. 

AGE 11-5 

AGE 11-4 

AGE 11-6 

AGE 11-3 
Contd. 
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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 11-5 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. 

AGE 11-6 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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AGE 11-7 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. 

AGE 11-8 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.  

AGE 11-9 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.  

AGE 11-7 

AGE 11-8 

AGE 11-9 

AGE 11-10 

AGE 11-13 

AGE 11-12 

AGE 11-11 

AGE 11-14 
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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.  

AGE 11-11 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: 

• Gas, electricity, and water use 

• Solid waste disposal 

• Motor vehicle use 

• 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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• Second paragraph of Section 3.6.4 

• Figure 3.6-4 

• Table 3.6-7 

• Table 3.6-8 

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: 

• Gold Line Light Rail Transit on Track 1, 
located 650 feet away – 35 VdB 

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

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

AGE 11-13 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, 

AGE 11-14 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: 

• Site preparation 

• Soil bearing capacity 
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• Appropriate sources and types of fill 

• Liquefaction 

• Lateral spreading 

• Corrosive soils 

• Structural foundations 

• 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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AGE 11-15 See response to Comment AGE 11-14. 

AGE 11-16 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 II 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. 

AGE 11-17 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.   

AGE 11-18 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 

AGE 11-14 
Contd. 

AGE 11-15 

AGE 11-16 

AGE 11-19 

AGE 11-18 

AGE 11-17 

AGE 11-21 

AGE 11-20 
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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. 

AGE 11-19 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. 

AGE 11-20 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. 

AGE 11-21 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 30631a. 
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AGE 11-22 At the onset of the project in 2016, the 5 year old 

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. 

AGE 11-23 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.  

AGE 11-22 

AGE 11-25 

AGE 11-23 

AGE 11-26 

AGE 11-24 
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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.  

AGE 11-24 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.  

AGE 11-25 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.  

AGE 11-26 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 

building are not specifically identified by name in 
Section 3.5, Air Quality and Global Climate 
Change, of the Draft EIR or the Link US Air 
Quality/Climate Change and Health Risk 
Assessment, Appendix G of the Draft EIR, they are 
included in the dispersion modeling that was 
conducted to evaluate the construction and 
operational emissions. The dispersion modeling 
was conducted using the American Meteorological 
Society and EPA Regulatory Model' and covered 
the entire project area, including the La Petite 
Academy and the First 5 LA building. The results of 
the dispersion modeling are reported in the Final 
EIR, relative to the location of the La Petite 
Academy and the First 5 LA building. As shown in 
Tables 3.5-30 through 3.5-40 in Section 3.5, Air 
Quality and Global Climate Change of the Final 
EIR, without mitigation, the short-term 
construction and long-term operational health 
risks at the La Petite Academy and the First 5 LA 
building are less than the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District’s thresholds and, therefore, 
less than significant. Implementing Mitigation 
Measures AQ-1 through AQ-3 would further 
reduce the health risks.  

See responses to Comments AGE 11-4 and AGE 
11-12 (noise and vibration), AGE 11-16 (hazards), 
and AGE 11-18 (traffic).  

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. 

AGE 11-28 

AGE 11-27 

AGE 11-30 

AGE 11-29 

AGE 11-31 
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The criteria for recirculation as set forth in CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15088.5 have not been met. 

AGE 11-28 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. 

AGE 11-29 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.  

AGE 11-30 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.  

AGE 11-31 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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AGE 11-32 The use of the existing access road adjacent to the 

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.  

AGE 11-33 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 II 
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). 

AGE 11-34 Comment noted. 

AGE 11-32 

AGE 11-33 

AGE 11-34 
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Organizations 
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Organization 1 Comment 

Name: Jessica Lall 

Organization: Central City Association of Los Angeles 
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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. 

ORG 1-1 Comment noted. 

ORG 1-2 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. 

ORG 1-3 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. 

ORG 1-4 Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger 
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation 
and Accessibility Enhancements.  

ORG 1-1 

ORG 1-3 

ORG 1-2 

ORG 1-4 
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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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ORG 1-5 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. 

ORG 1-6 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. 

ORG 1-7 Comment noted. 

ORG 1-8 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 

ORG 1-4 
Contd. 

ORG 1-6 

ORG 1-5 

ORG 1-7 

ORG 1-8 
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description of the modifications in Section 2.0, 
Project Description of the Final EIR. 
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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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1. Design of Link US Building bad for travelers carrying baggage-disabled-you 
go up- around-down to train! 

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 2-1 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. 

ORG 2-1 
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2. Link US Building looks like a flying saucer from the 1970s “Jetsens” cartoon 
for what $500 million? 

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

4. Possible involvement of councilman Hazar his staff won’t say anything- so 
maybe the project may become an issue with FBI and IRS 

5. Location of Link US Building on the Aliso St. Toxic waste and chemical 
weapons dump must be cleaned up before design Link US 

6. Any many of the faults LAUSHS left out of Draft EIR LAUSHS helped with 
draft EIR without credit – even though it is FRA sec. 106 certified 

 

ORG 2-2 The artist renderings are conceptual and subject to 
change.  

ORG 2-3 Please see Key Issue Response CR-2: Above-Grade 
Passenger Concourse Design and Indirect 
Environmental Impacts. 

ORG 2-4 Comment noted. 

ORG 2-5 Please see Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil 
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials.  

ORG 2-6 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.  

ORG 2-2 

ORG 2-3 

ORG 2-4 

ORG 2-5 

ORG 2-6 
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Organization 3 Comment 

Name: Dr. Clyde Tom Williams  
Organization: Citizens Coalition for a Safe Community   
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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 
largely unintelligible from this distance. That's one thing.  

Will there be a combined E.I.R., E.I.S. at some point in time? That's okay.  

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 I highly recommend that you do a 

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.  

ORG 3-3 See Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil 
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials.  

ORG 3-1 

ORG 3-2 

ORG 3-3 
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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, I 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-traffic 
(unintelligible).Therefore, you've got problem there. 

ORG 3-4 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 Oil Field. The Union 
Station Oil 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 I 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 II 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. 

ORG 3-5 Aerial photography from the years 1923, 1928, and 
1938, and Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps from 1906 
and 1920 were reviewed during the Phase I 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 

ORG 3-4 

ORG 3-5 

ORG 3-6 

ORG 3-3 
Contd. 
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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. 

ORG 3-6 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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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.  

Is Metro putting the cart before the horse for the sake of the Olympics?  

The above grade option is bad for passengers, but more importantly, is bad 
for beautiful Union Station because it will clash. It will look like a flying saucer.  

It is bad for trains because the south exit tracks makes a double S curve, which 
does not exist on the north track. 

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 4-1 Please see Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil 
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials. 

ORG 4-2 Comment noted.  

ORG 4-3 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. 

ORG 4-4 North and south of the station are reversing curves, 
sometimes called “S” curves. Standards are in 
place for the design of reversing curves. 

 

ORG 4-1 

ORG 4-3 

ORG 4-4 

ORG 4-2 
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Is this going to accommodate a (unintelligible) individual?  

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.I.R. Why is 
this? Was it accidental? Will it be repaired, or was it intentional? Thank you. 

ORG 4-5 Comment is unintelligible. No response provided.  

ORG 4-6 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. 

ORG 4-5 

ORG 4-6 
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Organization 5 Comment 

Name: Shane Phillips  

Organization: Central City Association of Los Angeles 
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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.  

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. 

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. 

 

ORG 5-1 

ORG 5-2 
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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. I 
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 Ikegami 

Organization: Little Tokyo Business Association 
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Transcribed Speech: 

Okay. David Ikegami. I'm a property owner at Jackson Street and Vignes, and 
I 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.  

 

ORG 6-1 Comment noted. 

ORG 6-1 
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My concern is with the at grade tracks proposed in your presentation that are 
set directly on Commercial Street crossing Center Street, Vignes and Garey. 
Any such tracks in that location would severely, negatively impact our 
businesses and safety of our community people. 

Please have your engineers do whatever they can to avoid at grade tracks. It 
would increase traffic. It would -- we have many trucks that go in and out of 
that area, and it's -- it is part of the Little Tokyo community, which has been 
there for many years, over a hundred years. 

So please do whatever you can do to avoid any at grade tracks on Commercial, 
Garey, Vignes, Center Street. Thank you. 

ORG 6-2 There are no tracks proposed at-grade directly on 
Commercial Street, Center Street, Vignes Street, or 
Garey Street as part of the proposed project. 

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. 

ORG 6-2 
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Organization 7 Comment 

Name: Yukio Kawatami 

Organization: Little Tokyo Community Council 
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Transcribed Speech: 

Yes. Yukio Kawatami with the Little Tokyo Community Council for 
Transportation Committee. I 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. I 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 The commenter’s support for the project is noted.  

ORG 7-1 
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Organization 8 Comment 

Name: Paul Dyson 

Organization: Rail Passenger Association of California 
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Transcribed Speech: 

Good evening. I 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. I 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 
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. 

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 8-1 The commenter’s support for the run-through 
tracks is noted.  

 

ORG 8-1 
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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.I.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 I say this is the very 
first priority. It has to be functional as an operating railroad station. All those 
is secondary. Thank you. 

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. 

ORG 8-2 
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Organization 9 Comment 

Name: James Okazaki 

Organization: Little Tokyo Community Council 
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ORG 9-1 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. 

ORG 9-2 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. 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 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.  

ORG 9-1 

ORG 9-2 

ORG 9-3 

ORG 9-4 
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Organization 10 Comment 

Name: Susan MacAdams 
Organization: Train Riders Association of California 
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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. 

ORG 10-1 
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ORG 10 Comment, Attachment A 

 

 



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

 

 

 7-241 

 

Organization 11 Comment 

Name: Kristin Fukushima 

Organization: Little Tokyo Community Council 
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ORG 11-1 Comment noted. 

ORG 11-2 Correct, the 45-day public comment period closed 
March 4, 2019. 

ORG 11-3 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. 

ORG 11-4 Please refer to Key Issue Response OT-2: Little 
Tokyo Community Concerns. 

ORG 11-1 

ORG 11-2 

ORG 11-3 

ORG 11-4 
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ORG 11-5 Please refer to Key Issue Response OT-2: Little 
Tokyo Community Concerns. 

ORG 11-6 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. 

ORG 11-7 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. 

ORG 11-5 

ORG 11-6 

ORG 11-7 
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Organization 12 Comment 

Name: Susan MacAdams 

Organization: Train Riders Association of California 
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ORG 12-1 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.  

ORG 12-2 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 I 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 H2S in soil is not currently being 
conducted, because H2S in soil was not identified 
as a contaminant of concern during preparation of 
the Phase I ESA. As an organization that routinely 
constructs subway tunnels through oil fields in the 
Los Angeles Basin, Metro is aware of the hazard 

ORG 12-2 

ORG 12-1 
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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 II 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 I site 
reconnaissance were documented in the Phase I 
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. Oil seeps are also well 
documented in the downtown area and referenced 
in the Phase I 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 II 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 
subsurface. Metro’s best practices for construction 
will be implemented to mitigate exposures to 
hydrogen sulfide. 

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 

ORG 12-2 
Contd. 

ORG 12-5 

ORG 12-3 

ORG 12-4 
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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. 

ORG 12-5 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 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. 

ORG 12-6 

ORG 12-7 

ORG 12-8 
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ORG 12-9 See response to comment ORG 12-4. 

ORG 12-10 This comment provides background information 
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. 

ORG 12-11 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.  

ORG 12-12 This comment quotes a press release from Metro 
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 I 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.  

ORG 12-9 

ORG 12-8 
Contd. 

ORG 12-11 

ORG 12-12 

ORG 12-10 
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ORG 12-13 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 Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil 
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials. 

ORG 12-14 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. 

 

ORG 12-12 
Contd. 

ORG 12-13 

ORG 12-14 
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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 
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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 

ORG 12-18 
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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 

ORG 12-18 
Contd. 

ORG 12-19 

ORG 12-20 
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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. 

ORG 12-20 This comment refers to a proposed design in the 
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 12-21 See responses to comments ORG 12-11 and ORG 
12-12.  

ORG 12-22 Soil contamination is addressed in a Phase I and 
Phase II 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 II 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.  

 

ORG 12-20 
Contd. 

ORG 12-22 

ORG 12-21 



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

 

 

 7-262 

 

ORG 12-23 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. 

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. 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. 

ORG 12-23 

ORG 12-24 
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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 12-25 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. 

ORG 12-24 
Contd. 

ORG 12-25 



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

 

 

 7-265 

 

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.  

ORG 12-26 

ORG 12-25 
Contd. 
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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.  

ORG 12-27 

ORG 12-26 
Contd. 
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ORG 12-28 Some drought-tolerant landscaping and 
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.  

ORG 12-29 This comment refers to a proposed design in the 
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.  

 

ORG 12-27 
Contd. 

ORG 12-28 

ORG 12-29 
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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 
Accessibility Enhancements, OT-2: Track Elevation 
Slope Safety and Runaway Trains, and Key Issue 
Response OT-4: Adjacent Parallel Tunnels. 

ORG 12-29 
Contd. 

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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ORG 12-31 
Contd. 
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ORG 12-32 Comment noted. 

ORG 12-32 

ORG 12-31 
Contd. 



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

 

 

 7-272 

 

(THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK) 



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

 

 

 7-273 

 

Organization 13 Comment 

Name: Geoffrey Yamamoto 

Organization: Parish Pastoral Council St. Francis Xavier Church Japanese Catholic 
Center/Maryknoll 
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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. 

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. 

 

ORG 13-1 

ORG 13-2 
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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 This correspondence is a message for Metro staff. 
No additional response is required. 

 

ORG 14-1 
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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 This comment is an introduction to the more 
detailed comments below.  

ORG 15-2 This comment is an introduction to the more 
detailed comments below. 

ORG 15-3 This comment is an introduction to the more 
detailed comments below. 

ORG 15-4 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.  

ORG 15-1 

ORG 15-4 

ORG 15-3 

ORG 15-2 
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ORG 15-5 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. 

ORG 15-6 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 I 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 yards, 
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 I ESA. 

ORG 15-7 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. 

ORG 15-5 

ORG 15-4 
Contd. 

ORG 15-6 

ORG 15-7 

ORG 15-9 

ORG 15-8 

ORG 15-11 

ORG 15-10 
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ORG 15-8 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 3.9-9 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. 

ORG 15-9 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 
Alquist-Priolo Special Study Zone is located 
approximately 5.5 miles from the project study 
area (CDMG 1977). However, the project 
study rea is underlain several buried thrust 
faults, commonly referred as blind thrust 
faults are located within the project area by 
northerly dipping blind thrust faults at depth. 
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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The project study area is not located within a 
delineated Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault 
Zone (Appendix L of this EIR).  

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. 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. 

Upper Elysian Park Thrust (Upper) Fault 

The Upper Elysian Park Thrust (Upper) (EPT) 
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 years. Although the UEPT might 
generate strong ground motion at the site, it 
is not considered capable of generating 
surface rupture (Dolan et al. 2001). 
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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/qfaults  

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 
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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 II 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 I 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 II ESA will 
be prepared that will include an evaluation of 
contaminated soils from areas that will be 
impacted by project construction. The Phase II 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 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 Oil 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. 

ORG 15-13 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 

ORG 15-12 

ORG 15-13 

ORG 15-14 

ORG 15-16 

ORG 15-15 

ORG 15-17 
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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. 

ORG 15-14 Comment noted.  

ORG 15-15 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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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.  

ORG 15-16 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.  

ORG 15-17 See response to comment ORG 15-9.  
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ORG 15-18 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.  

ORG 15-19 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 

ORG 15-17 
Contd. 

ORG 15-18 

ORG 15-19 

ORG 15-20 

ORG 15-21 
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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. A resource 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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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. 

ORG 15-20 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. 

ORG 15-21 Please see responses to comments ORG 15-19 and 
ORG 15-20. 
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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: 

• City of Los Angeles Historic Resources 
Survey (SurveyLA) – City of Los Angeles 
Historic Resources Survey 

• Caltrans As-Built Drawing Archives 

• Caltrans Historic Bridge Inventory 

• Historic Aerials 

• Online Archive of California 

• Sanborn Fire Insurance Company maps 

• City Directories 

• Los Angeles Department of Building and 
Safety permits 

• Los Angeles County archives, including 
the County assessor’s improvement 
books 

• ProQuest Historical Los Angeles Times 
Database 

• Newspapers.com database 

• Metro documents library 

• Southern California Rapid Transit 
District Metro Rail project construction 
drawings (circa [ca.] 1987)  

ORG 15-22 

ORG 15-21 
Contd. 

ORG 15-23 

ORG 15-24 
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• SurveyLA 

• Caltrans As-Built Drawing Archives 

• Caltrans Historic Bridge Inventory 

• Historic Aerials 

• Online Archive of California 

• Sanborn Fire Insurance Company maps 

• City Directories 

• Los Angeles Department of Building and 
Safety permits 

• Los Angeles County archives, including 
the County Assessor’s improvement 
books 

• ProQuest Historic Los Angeles Times 
Database 

• Newspapers.com database 

• Metro documents library 

• Southern California Rapid Transit 
District Metro Rail Project construction 
drawings 

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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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. 

ORG 15-23 See response to comment ORG 15-6 and 
ORG 15-22.  

ORG 15-24 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 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. 

ORG 15-25 

ORG 15-26 

ORG 15-27 
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ORG 15-26 Similar to the proposed project, the majority of 
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. 

ORG 15-27 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 



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

 

 

 7-304 

provided to support the claim that the Draft EIR 
should be recirculated. 
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ORG 15-28 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. 

ORG 15-29 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, 

ORG 15-28 

ORG 15-29 

ORG 15-30 
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no substantial evidence was provided to support 
the claim that the Draft EIR should be recirculated. 

ORG 15-30 The terms “if this is not feasible” and “to the extent 
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 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. 

ORG 15-32 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. 

ORG 15-31 

ORG 15-34 

ORG 15-33 

ORG 15-32 

ORG 15-35 
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ORG 15-33 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 (likely 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. 

ORG 15-34 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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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. 

ORG 15-35 The following text has been removed from Section 
4.0 of the Final EIR: 

This approach is functionally equivalent to the 
extent that the project is adequately 
characterized, analyzed, and sufficient 
mitigation measures have been considered, 
where feasible, to avoid or reduce the 
anticipated significant direct, indirect, and 
cumulative impacts. 

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 To realize the long-term benefits associated with 
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. 

ORG 15-37 The air quality analysis is not stating that the 
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 

ORG 15-36 

ORG 15-37 

ORG 15-38 

ORG 15-39 

ORG 15-40 
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specific modeling would not provide for a more 
informed or enhanced analysis. 

ORG 15-38 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.” 

ORG 15-39 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: 

• impacts to the historic station and 
passageway 

• increased area of impervious surface and 
requirement for additional drainage 
infrastructure 

• increased air quality impacts associated with 
extensive excavation and construction 

• increased potential for encountering 
hazardous materials 

• conflicts with utilities 

• conflicts with rail operations 

• increased property impacts south of US-101 
to related to track infrastructure  

• 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 I 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 15-41 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.  

ORG 15-42 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 

ORG 15-41 

ORG 15-40 
Contd. 

ORG 15-42 

ORG 15-43 

ORG 15-44 

ORG 15-45 
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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.  

ORG 15-43 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 I ESA was prepared for the project, and is 
included as Appendix M of the Draft EIR.  

ORG 15-44 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.  

ORG 15-45 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. 
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ORG 15-46 Mitigation Measure AES-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. 

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. 

ORG 15-47 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. 

ORG 15-48 Comment unclear. The term “maximum feasible” 
is not used in the sentence provided by the 

ORG 15-45 
Contd. 

ORG 15-46 

ORG 15-47 

ORG 15-48 
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commenter. The criteria for a subsequent EIR, as 
set forth in CEQA Guidelines Section 15162, have 
not been met. 



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

 

 

 7-319 

 

ORG 15-49 The City of Los Angeles regulates construction 
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: 

   (a)   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. 

ORG 15-50 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. 

ORG 15-50 

ORG 15-49 

ORG 15-51 

ORG 15-52 

ORG 15-53 

ORG 15-54 
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ORG 15-51 Please see response to comment ORG 15-11. 

ORG 15-52 General information regarding liquefaction 
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.  

ORG 15-53 The term “maximum extent practicable” is 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. 

ORG 15-54 The term “maximum extent practicable” is 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. 
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ORG 15-55 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.  

ORG 15-56 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.  

ORG 15-57 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. 

ORG 15-58 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.  

ORG 15-59 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 

ORG 15-55 

ORG 15-56 

ORG 15-57 

ORG 15-58 

ORG 15-59 

ORG 15-60 

ORG 15-61 
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measures will be incorporated into the MMRP as 
part of the Final EIR. 

ORG 15-60 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.  

ORG 15-61 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 
part of the administrative record and would be 
provided on request.  

ORG 15-63 The Draft EIR appendices are coordinated and 
reflect an impact analysis for the proposed project 
with consistent conclusions and baseline 
assumptions where applicable. Please see 
response to comment ORG 15-11.  

ORG 15-64 References are provided in alphabetical order in 
Section 10 of the Preliminary Geotechnical Report 
(Appendix L of the Draft EIR). The purpose of this 
report was to review existing data and provide 
preliminary geotechnical information for the 
proposed project. Specific reports or studies done 
for the area that the commenter is referencing were 
not available for review at the time of the 
preparation of this report. In addition, relevant 
information obtained from available reports and/or 
studies was summarized in the Preliminary 
Geotechnical Report. The supporting documents 
provided in the appendices are sufficient for this 
level of design and for the purpose of the Draft EIR. 

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.” 

ORG 15-62 

ORG 15-63 

ORG 15-64 

ORG 15-65 
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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 15-66 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. All 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. 

ORG 15-67 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.  

ORG 15-68 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.  

ORG 15-66 

ORG 15-65 
Contd. 

ORG 15-67 

ORG 15-68 

ORG 15-69 
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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. 

ORG 15-69 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 15-70 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. 

ORG 15-71 See response to comment ORG 15-70. 

ORG 15-72 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. 

ORG 15-73 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.” 

ORG 15-70 

ORG 15-69 
Contd. 

ORG 15-71 

ORG 15-72 

ORG 15-73 
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ORG 15-74 See response to comment ORG 15-72 and 
ORG 15-19.  

ORG 15-75 The link provided by the commenter is for a 1988 
construction management report and does not 
provide groundwater information that is useful for 
or relevant to the current assessment. The 
reviewed reports are listed in Section 10, 
References, in Appendix L of the Draft EIR. See 
response to comment ORG 15-72. 

Current groundwater information for the project 
area will be considered and evaluated during final 
design in findings incorporated into the final 
geotechnical report required per Mitigation 
Measure GEO-1. 

ORG 15-76 The purpose of the preliminary geotechnical report 
was to document existing geologic, geotechnical, 
and seismic conditions at the project based on 
available information. The information presented 
was limited and general in reference to 
groundwater quality. Subsequent geotechnical 
investigations that will be prepared in support of 
final design and implementation of Mitigation 
Measure GEO-1 will include an evaluation of 
groundwater quality for the project.  

See response to comment ORG 15-72. 

ORG 15-77 The information provided is sufficient for the intent 
of the preliminary geotechnical report and Draft 
EIR. Subsequent geotechnical investigations will be 
prepared in support of final design and 
implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 will 
evaluate corrosion potential of the onsite soils. 

ORG 15-74 

ORG 15-75 

ORG 15-76 

ORG 15-77 

ORG 15-78 
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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 15-79 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. 

ORG 15-80 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 

ORG 15-79 

ORG 15-78 
Contd. 

ORG 15-80 

ORG 15-81 

ORG 15-82 
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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 15-83 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.  

ORG 15-84 See response to comments ORG 15-64 and 
ORG 15-79.  

ORG 15-85 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.  

ORG 15-86 See response to comment ORG 15-9.  

ORG 15-87 See response to comment ORG 15-9 and 
ORG 15-64.  

ORG 15-82 
Contd. 

ORG 15-83 

ORG 15-84 

ORG 15-85 

ORG 15-86 

ORG 15-87 
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ORG 15-88 Comment on punctuation is unclear as to what 

part of the document is being referenced. 

See response to comments ORG 15-19 and 
ORG 15-22.  

ORG 15-89 Figure 6-1 of Appendix N is consistent with the text 
of the CRIAR in terms of identifying AII and the ADI 
for both the proposed project and the build 
alternative. This terminology, as it relates 
specifically to the identification and evaluation of 
historical resources for the purposes of CEQA, is 
defined on Page 11 of the CRIAR and on Page 
3.12-13 of the Draft EIR. It is consistently used 
throughout both documents. 

ORG 15-90 See response to comment ORG 15-19. 

ORG 15-87 
Contd. 

ORG 15-88 

ORG 15-89 

ORG 15-90 
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ORG 15-91 The public review comment period was 45 days. An 
extension will not be provided. 

ORG 15-92 This comment does not identify an environmental 
topic or state a question or issue regarding the 
impact evaluation contained in the Draft EIR. 

ORG 15-93 The text in Section 2.11.1 has been updated to spell 
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. 

ORG 15-94 This comment does not identify an environmental 
topic or state a question or issue regarding the 
impact evaluation contained in the Draft EIR. 

ORG 15-95 This comment does not identify an environmental 
topic or state a question or issue regarding the 
impact evaluation contained in the Draft EIR. 

ORG 15-96 This comment does not identify an environmental 
topic or state a question or issue regarding the 
impact evaluation contained in the Draft EIR. 

ORG 15-97 This comment does not identify an environmental 
topic or state a question or issue regarding the 
impact evaluation contained in the Draft EIR. 

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 



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

 

 

 7-335 

ORG 15-98 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 
#LA0G1051.  

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. 

ORG 15-99 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 15-100  This comment does not identify an issue. 

ORG 15-101  This comment does not identify an issue. 

ORG 15-102 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. 

ORG 15-103  This comment does not identify an issue. 

ORG 15-104  This comment does not identify an issue. 

ORG 15-100 

ORG 15-99 
Contd. 

ORG 15-101 

ORG 15-102 

ORG 15-103 

ORG 15-104 
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Organization 16 Comment 

Name: John Smith 

Organization: Taxpayers for Reasonable Solutions 
  



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

 

 

 7-338 

 

(THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK) 



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

 

 

 7-339 

 

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.  

ORG 16-1 
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Organization 17 Comment 

Name: Ronald Meyer 

Organization: Los Angeles Bicycle Advisory Committee 
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ORG 17-1 The commenter’s support for the project is noted.  

ORG 17-1 
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Organization 18 Comment 

Name: Tom Savio 

Organization: Los Angeles Union Station Historical Society 
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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. 

ORG 18-1 
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ORG 18-2 Please see Key Issue Response HAZ-1: Soil 
Contamination and Hazardous Waste/Materials. 

ORG 18-3 Please see Key Issue Responses CR-1: Preservation 
of Historic Resources at LAUS and CR-2: Above-
Grade 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. 

ORG 18-3 

ORG 18-2 

ORG 18-1 
Contd. 
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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. 

ORG 18-3 
Contd. 

ORG 18-4 
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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.  

ORG 18-4 
Contd. 

ORG 18-5 
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ORG 18-6 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. 

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. 

ORG 18-7 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. 

ORG 18-5 
Contd. 

ORG 18-6 

ORG 18-7 
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ORG 18-8 Comment noted. 

ORG 18-7 
Contd. 

ORG 18-8 
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Organization 19 Comment 

Name: Dean Matsubayashi  

Organization: Little Tokyo Service Center 
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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. 

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. 

 ORG 19-1 

ORG 19-2 
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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 19-5 Comment noted. 
ORG 19-3 

ORG 19-4 

ORG 19-5 
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Organization 20 Comment 

Name: David Schonbrunn 

Organization: Train Riders Association of California 
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Comment ORG 20 was received after the 45-day public review 
and comment period closed on March 4, 2019.  

ORG 20-1 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 

ORG 20-2 
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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 Ikegami 

Organization: Little Tokyo Business Association 
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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 21-2 The commenter’s support for the project is noted. 

ORG 21-3 Comment noted.  

ORG 21-2 

ORG 21-1 

ORG 21-3 



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

 

 

 7-364 

 

(THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK) 



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

 

 

 7-365 

Tribal 
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Tribal 1 Comment 

Name: John Tommy Rosas 

Organization: Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation  
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TRI 1-1 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. 

TRI 1-2 Comment noted. This comment indicates TATTN 
opposition to the Draft EIR; however, no supporting 
information to substantiate the opposition is 
provided in this comment. 

TRI 1-3 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.  

TRI 1-4 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.  

TRI 1-5 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 

TRI 1-1 
TRI 1-2 
TRI 1-3 
TRI 1-4 

TRI 1-5 

TRI 1-6 

TRI 1-7 
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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. 

TRI 1-6 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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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-1 
(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.  

TRI 1-7 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: Gabrieleño Band of Mission Indians  

Organization: Kizh Nation  
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Tribal Correspondence provided by the Gabrieleño 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 Gabrieleño 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 Gabrieleño 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 Thank you for the Gabrieleño 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 Gabrieleño 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. 

 

TRI 2-1 
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Tribal 3 Comment 

Name: San Dunlap  

Organization: Gabrielino Tongva Nation  

  



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

 

 

 7-378 

 

(THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK)



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

 

 

 7-379 

 

 

 

TRI 3-1 Thank you for the Gabrielino Tongva Nation’s review 
of the Draft EIR. This comment indicates that the 
Gabrielino Tongva Nation was notified that the Draft 
EIR was ready for review. 

TRI 3-2 Comment noted. This comment indicates that the 
submitted comments are made on behalf of the 
Gabrielino Tongva Nation and focus on the Cultural 
Resources section of the Draft EIR. 

TRI 3-3 Comment noted. This comment indicates that the 
Gabrielino Tongva Nation has direct cultural 
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 
Gabrielino Tongva Nation can provide Native 
American monitors when the project is in to 
construction. Metro will continue to consult with the 
Gabrielino 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. 

TRI 3-1 

TRI 3-2 

TRI 3-3 

TRI 3-4 
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Tribal 4 Comment 

Name: Adrian Morales  

Organization: Gabrieleno Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians  
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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. 

 

TRI 4-1 
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Individuals 
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IND 1-1 In response to this comment, the Draft EIR was 
posted to Metro’s Link US project website as one 
file.  

IND 1-1 
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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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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 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. 

IND 3-2 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 

IND 3-1 

IND 3-2 

IND 3-3 
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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 3-3 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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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 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.  

IND 4-2 Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger 
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and 
Accessibility Enhancements.   

IND 4-3 The commenter’s preference for the at-grade 
passenger concourse is noted.  

IND 4-2 

IND 4-1 

IND 4-3 
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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 This correspondence is a message for Metro staff, 
not related to the Draft EIR. No additional response 
is required. 

IND 6-1 
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IND 7-1 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. 

IND 7-2 Eminent domain is not planned to occur for the 
property at 611 Ducommun Street. See response to 
Comments 86-1 and 109-11. 

 

IND 7-1 

IND 7-2 
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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.  

IND 8-1 
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The written comments are illegible and unable to decipher.  

IND 9-1 Comment illegible. No response provided.  

IND 9-1 
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Need to consult with general services department to discuss certain 
placement of varies trash containers and sign around the station. 

 

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. 

 

IND 10-1 
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The station needs 2 more unisex restrooms for people who need assisted 
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. 

IND 11-1 
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Put ADDED a mini TV w/close caption for the deaf! 

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.  

IND 12-1 
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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 This comment does not address environmental 
topics evaluated in the Draft EIR, nor does it address 
the adequacy of the Draft EIR.  

IND 13-1 
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Add more times to the schedule not just during rush hour. Add additional 
stops that link downtown to south LA. 

 

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 
in train frequencies or schedules, as this is up to the 
individual rail operators. However, the proposed 
project would provide capacity enhancements to 
accommodate the forecasted increase in train 
movements and associated passenger volumes at 
LAUS. 

 

IND 14-1 
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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. 

IND 15-1 
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IND 16-1 Comment noted. 

IND 16-2 Comment noted.  

IND 16-1 

IND 16-2 
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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.  

IND 17-1 
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IND 17-1 
Contd. 
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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. 

IND 18-1 
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IND 19-1 Public hearing meeting presentation, boards, and 
recording of the meeting were posted to Metro’s 
Link US project website. 

IND 19-1 



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

 

 

 7-408 

 

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. 

IND 20-1 
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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. 

IND 21-1 
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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. 

IND 22-1 
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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. 

IND 23-1 
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 7-412 

 

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. 

IND 24-1 
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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. 

IND 25-1 
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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. 

IND 26-1 
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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. 

IND 27-1 
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 7-416 

 

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. 

IND 28-1 
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 7-417 

 

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. 

IND 29-1 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. 

IND 29-1 

IND 29-2 
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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. 

IND 30-1 
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 7-419 

 

Amparo Cebrero 

 

IND 31-1 Comment noted. 

IND 31-1 
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 7-420 

Comment Translation: 

I support the sound wall shall keep below 69 decibels.  

IND 32-1 The commenter’s support for the sound wall is 
noted.  

IND 32-1 
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Comment Translation: 

I support building the sound wall to keep below 69 decibels. Thanks! 

 

IND 33-1 The commenter’s support for the sound wall is 
noted. 

IND 33-1 
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 7-422 

 

Maria Martinez 

IND 34-1 Comment noted.  

IND 34-1 
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Comment Translation: 

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 
the night? 

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. 

IND 35-1 
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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.  

 

IND 36-1 
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Comment Translation: 

I support building the sound field to keep below 69 decibels. Thanks. 

 

IND 37-1 The commenter’s support for the sound wall is 
noted. 

IND 37-1 
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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. I agree in everything that 
was spoken in regards to improving the metro of the train. 

 

IND 38-1 The commenter’s support for the project is noted.  

IND 38-1 
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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.  

Suzane Atia 

IND 39-1 Comment noted.  

IND 39-1 
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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.  

IND 40-1 
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 7-429 

 

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 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.  

IND 41-2 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 

IND 41-1 

IND 41-2 
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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 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. 

IND 42-1 
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 7-432 

 

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.  

IND 43-1 
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 7-433 

 

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. 

IND 44-1 
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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. 

IND 45-1 
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 7-435 

 

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. 

 

IND 46-1 
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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. 

 

IND 47-1 
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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. 

IND 48-1 
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 7-438 

 

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. 

IND 49-1 
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 7-439 

 

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. 

 

IND 50-1 
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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 51-1 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. 

IND 51-2 The commenter’s opposition to removal of the East 
Portal Dome is noted. Please see response to 
Comment IND 41-2. 

 

IND 51-1 

IND 51-2 
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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. 

IND 52-1 
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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. 

IND 53-1 
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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. 

IND 54-1 
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 7-444 

 

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. 

 

IND 55-1 
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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. 

 

IND 56-1 
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 7-446 

 

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.  

 

IND 57-1 
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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 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 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. 
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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 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 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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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 Please see Key Issue Responses PD-1: Passenger 
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and 
Accessibility Enhancements. 

IND 64-2 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. 

IND 64-1 

IND 64-2 
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I 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 
is necessary. The courtyards, historic station, and new plazas will serve as 
great waiting areas, and I suspect few people will make the trek up to the 
above ground concourse.  

I also worry it will take visual alternations from the historic station. 
 

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 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. 

IND 65-2 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.  

 

 

IND 65-1 

IND 65-2 
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I support the expansion to run through but I 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. I 
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. 

 

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. 

 

IND 66-1 
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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. 

 

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 Comment noted. 

IND 67-2 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. 

 

 

IND 67-1 
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I 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 Please see Key Issue Response PD-1: Passenger 
Transfer Times and PD-2: Passenger Circulation and 
Accessibility Enhancements. 

IND 67-4 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. 

 

IND 67-3 

IND 67-4 
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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 68-1 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. 

IND 68-2 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 GHG 
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. 

IND 68-1 

IND 68-2 

IND 68-3 
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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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Transcribed Speech: 

Hello. Louis Pepi, transportation associate at Metro. My primary concern -- 
and I 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 I 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 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. 

IND 69-1 
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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 
Olympics. It just gets much more confusing for them, where they need to 
go, up, down, left, side to side. It's not very clear. Thank you. 

 
IND 69-1 
Contd. 
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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 I 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. I 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. I woke up. I 
didn't try to cross the rail. I woke up. My bag was cut, and I had another bag. 
I 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 I got home, by the time I 
got to Union -- Compton station, my shoes were left there, and it's  

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.  

IND 70-1 
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(unintelligible) message was being sent to me. I don't do anything. I 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 I really feel like--. 

 

IND 70-1 
Contd. 
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Transcribed Speech: 

Thank you. My name is Michael Berg, and I 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. I had one question. On the discussion 
about the construction impacts in the air monitoring -- I'm sorry. I 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. I 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 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 I ESA. Hydrogen sulfide is a toxic gas that 
co-occurs with certain petroleum deposits. During 
preparation of the Phase I 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 I 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 
II 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 II ESA will be 
implemented. 

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

IND 71-1 
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 So that's my comment about -- and I work for the City of Los Angeles next 
door (unintelligible), and I have a personal story about my impact of the 
contamination that exists in this area between Union Station and Los 
Angeles River, and I 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 I was one of the people that was 
impacted heavily by a (unintelligible) of this area in working directly on top. 
So I 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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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 
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 I know, there's not a 
single water fountain in all of Union Station. I hope that Link US can consider 
the needs of human beings who are traveling and visiting (unintelligible). 
Thank you. 

IND 72-1 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. 

IND 72-1 
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Transcribed Speech: 

I'm Robert Frampton. I'm from Pasadena. I have an interest in the 
electrification, and I know that both high-speed rail will be electrified, and 
there are studies for electrifying eventually the Metrolink as well. I 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 -- I 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 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. 

 

IND 73-1 
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Transcribed Speech: 

Yes. I am Mike Kaiser. I just have a general comment. I think this project's 
just superb. I love it. I 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. I 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, I 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 I were speaking before 
the presentation, in connection with the high-speed rails, someone should  

IND 74-1 The commenter’s support for the project is noted.  

IND 74-1 
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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. I 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 I 
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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Transcribed Speech: 

Good afternoon. My name is Mildred. I'm a frequent public transportation 
user, and today's presentation was great, and I heard the impact of operation 
on traffic, but I didn't hear any information, or I 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 I would 
like to have more information on that and what accommodations will be 
made for those routes. Thank you. 

 

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 

IND 75-1 
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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.  
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Transcribed Speech: 

I did understand that there was a mitigation for traffic for the signal at 
Commercial and that's great.  

My understanding -- and I want to make it clear -- because I 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 I 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 -- I 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 Comment noted.  

IND 76-2 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.  

IND 76-1 

IND 76-2 
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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, 
any of the operations for them is going to be critical using Garey and 
Commercial. So I 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. 

IND 76-3 
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Transcribed Speech: 

Good evening. One quick question. It pertains to the distance. I 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 -- I 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 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.  

IND 77-1 
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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 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.  

IND 78-1 
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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 79-1 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. 

IND 79-2 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. 

IND 79-3 The project would include architectural elements 
and design features that balance the historic 
character of LAUS with a new modern design. 

IND 79-1 

IND 79-2 

IND 79-3 
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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 80-1 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. 

IND 80-2 Comment noted.   

IND 80-3 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.  

IND 80-4 Comment noted. 

IND 80-5 No modifications are proposed to the existing 
rideshare drop-off and pick-up locations.   

IND 80-6 LAX Fly Away buses utilize the Metro Patsaouras 
Transit Plaza, which will not be impacted by the 
proposed project. 

IND 80-1 

IND 80-2 

IND 80-3 

IND 80-4 

IND 80-5 

IND 80-6 

IND 80-7 
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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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IND 80-8 Comment noted. 

 

IND 80-8 

IND 80-7 
contd. 
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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 
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IND 81-3 
Contd. 
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IND 82-1 Comment noted. 

IND 82-2 Comment noted. 

IND 82-1 

IND 82-2 
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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. 

IND 83-1 
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IND 83-1 
Contd. 
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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 

IND 84-1 

IND 84-2 

IND 84-3 

IND 84-4 

IND 84-5 
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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).  

IND 84-2 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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Also see response to Comment IND 109-10.  

IND 84-3 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. 

IND 84-4 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 over US-101 
are not lubricated and would be on a tight radius 
turn in some areas, resulting in wheel squeal when 
dry.   

IND 84-5 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 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. 

IND 85-1 
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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: 

• No loop track  

• No Commercial Street realignment 

• No Center Street lowering 

• No staging areas south of Commercial Street 

• No physical impacts to the buildings located 
on the south side of Commercial Street (from 
Garey Street to Center Street)  

IND 86-1 

IND 86-2 
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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.  

• 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.  

• 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:  

• 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.  

• 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 
vibration.  
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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. 

IND 86-2 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 Comment noted. 

IND 87-2 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.  

IND 87-3 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. 

IND 87-1 

IND 87-2 

IND 87-3 

IND 87-4 

IND 87-5 
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IND 87-4 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:  

• Transit Interconnectivity 

• Egress Routes and Passenger Safety 

• Passenger Circulation  

• Baggage Handling Operations 

• Program Organization and Operations 

Retail and commercial uses are considered ancillary 
uses.  

IND 87-5 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 Please see Key Issue Response CR-2: Above-Grade 
Passenger Concourse Design and Indirect 
Environmental Impacts. 

IND 87-7 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. 

IND 87-8 The commenter’s support for the run-through 
tracks is noted.  

IND 87-9 Please see Key Issue Response OT-4: Adjacent 
Parallel Tunnels. 

IND 87-10 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.  

IND 87-6 

IND 87-7 

IND 87-8 

IND 87-9 

IND 87-10 

IND 87-11 

IND 87-12 
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IND 87-11 Comment noted. 

IND 87-12 Comment noted.  
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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 88-1 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. 

IND 88-2 The need for operations and maintenance activities 
(window washing and use of an HVAC system) is 
noted. 

IND 88-3 The commenter’s preference for the at-grade 
concourse is noted.  

IND 88-1 

IND 88-2 

IND 88-3 
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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. 

IND 89-1 
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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. 

IND 90-1 
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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. 

IND 91-1 
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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.  

IND 92-1 
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IND 93-1 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. 

IND 93-2 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. 

IND 93-3 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 

IND 93-1 

IND 93-2 

IND 93-3 

IND 93-4 

IND 93-5 
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the significance of Historic Chinatown and other 
aspects of the history of the location.   

IND 93-4 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. 

IND 93-5 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 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):  

• City of Los Angeles Historic Resources 
Survey (SurveyLA) – City of Los Angeles 
Historic Resources Survey 

• Caltrans As-Built Drawing Archives 

• Caltrans Historic Bridge Inventory 

• Historic Aerials  

• Online Archive of California  

• Sanborn Fire Insurance Company maps  

• City Directories  

• Los Angeles Department of Building and 
Safety permits 

• Los Angeles County archives, including 
the County assessor’s improvement 
books 

• ProQuest Historical Los Angeles Times 
Database  

• Newspapers.com database  

• Metro documents library  

• Southern California Rapid Transit 
District Metro Rail project construction 
drawings (circa [ca.] 1987)  

IND 93-6 
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• SurveyLA 

• Caltrans As-Built Drawing Archives 

• Caltrans Historic Bridge Inventory 

• Historic Aerials  

• Online Archive of California  

• Sanborn Fire Insurance Company maps  

• City Directories  

• Los Angeles Department of Building and 
Safety permits 

• Los Angeles County archives, including 
the County assessor’s improvement 
books 

• ProQuest Historical Los Angeles Times 
Database  

• Newspapers.com database  

• Metro documents library  

• Southern California Rapid Transit 
District Metro Rail project construction 
drawings (circa [ca.] 1987)  
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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 94-1 Correct, the 45-day public comment period closed 
March 4, 2019. 

IND 94-2 Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo 
Community Comments. 

IND 94-3 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. 

IND 94-4 Comment noted. 

IND 94-1 

IND 94-4 

IND 94-3 

IND 94-2 
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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 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. 

 

IND 95-2 

IND 95-1 

IND 95-3 
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IND 95-4 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 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. 

IND 95-5 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. 

IND 95-4 

IND 95-5 
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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. 

 

IND 96-1 
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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.  

 

IND 97-1 
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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 98-1 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 98-2 Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo 
Community Comments. 

IND 98-3 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. 

IND 98-1 

IND 98-2 

IND 98-3 

IND 98-4 

IND 98-5 
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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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 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 Comment noted. Correct, the 45-day public 
comment period closed March 4, 2019. 

IND 99-2 Please see Key Issue Response OT-2: Little Tokyo 
Community Comments. 

IND 99-3 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. 

IND 99-1 

IND 99-2 

IND 99-3 
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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 
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 99-5 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 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 99-4 

IND 99-5 

IND 99-3 
Contd. 
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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 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. 

IND 101-1 
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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. 

IND 102-1 
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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. 

IND 103-1 
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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.  

IND 104-1 
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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. 

IND 105-1 
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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 106-1 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. 

IND 106-2 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. 

IND 106-1 

IND 106-2 
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IND 107-1 The commenter’s support for the proposed project 
is noted.  

IND 107-1 
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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 I 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 II ESA (Mitigation Measure 
HAZ-2, described in Section 3.10.6 of the Draft EIR). 
All recommendations and requirements of the 
Phase II ESA will be implemented. 

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

 

IND 108-1 
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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 Leq 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 89 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).  

IND 109-1 

IND 109-2 
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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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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. 

IND 109-2 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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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. 

IND 109-3 
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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 short-term 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 

IND 109-4 

IND 109-5 

IND 109-6 
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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, 

IND 109-5 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. 

IND 109-6 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 109-6 
Contd. 
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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 III “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. 

IND 109-7 

IND 109-8 

IND 109-9 

IND 109-10 
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IND 109-8 See response to Comment IND 109-1. 

IND 109-9 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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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. 

IND 109-11 
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IND 109-12 See response to Comment IND 109-11. 

IND 109-13 See response to Comment IND 109-11. 

 

IND 109-12 

IND 109-13 
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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.  

 

IND 109-14 

IND 109-15 
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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.  

IND 110-1 
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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. 

IND 111-1 
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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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