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1 Section 4(f) Regulatory Framework

1 SECTION 4(f) REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

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

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

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

2. The project must be a transportation project;

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project

Final Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation March 2024 | 1-1



1 Section 4(f) Regulatory Framework

Figure 1-1. 23 CFR 774.3 Section 4(f) approvals

Does a programmatic Is there a feasible and
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!

h

Source: 23 CFR 774.3, WSP 2020

1.1

Types of Properties Protected by Section 4(f)

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

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

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

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

Off-street public bicycle, pedestrian, and equestrian trails with a primary purpose for
recreation.

Publicly owned wildlife and waterfowl refuges of national, state, or local significance
that are open to the public to the extent that public access does not interfere with the
primary purpose of the refuge.

Historic sites that are listed, or eligible for inclusion, in the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP) at the local, state, or national level of significance regardless
of whether the historic site is publicly owned or open to the public.

Properties that contribute to the eligibility of a NRHP-eligible or listed historic
district.

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

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project

1-2 | March 2024 Final Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation



1 Section 4(f) Regulatory Framework

1.1.1 Public School Playgrounds

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

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

1.1.2 Bikeways and Trails

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

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

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

This designation for trails applies to shared use or bike paths (or portions thereof) designated
or functioning primarily for recreation, unless the official(s) with jurisdiction determines that
it is not significant for such purpose. If the publicly owned shared use or bike path is
primarily used for transportation and is an integral part of the local transportation system,
the requirements of Section 4(f) do not apply since it is not a recreational area.

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project
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1.1.3 Historic Districts

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

Within a NR[HP] listed or eligible historic district, [FTA]’s long-standing policy is that
Section 4(f) applies to those properties that are considered contributing to the eligibility of
the historic district, as well as any individually eligible property within the district. Elements
within the boundaries of a historic district are assumed to contribute, unless they are
determined by [FTA] in consultation with the SHPO/THPO not to contribute.

and

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

1.2  Section 4(f) Use

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

1.2.1 Permanent Incorporation

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

1.2.2 Temporary Occupancy (as a use)

Temporary occupancy results when Section 4(f) property, in whole or in part, is required for
project construction-related activities. The property is not permanently incorporated into a
transportation facility, but the activity is considered to be adverse in terms of the preservation
purpose of Section 4(f). Section 23 CFR 774.13(d) provides the conditions under which
“temporary occupancies of land...are so minimal as to not constitute a use within the
meaning of Section 4(f).” As discussed in Section 1.2.4.1, if all of the conditions in Section
774.13(d) are met, the temporary occupancy does not constitute a use.

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project
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1.2.3 Constructive Use

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

e The projected noise level increase (attributable to the project) substantially interferes
with the use and enjoyment of a noise-sensitive facility of a Section 4(f) property,
such as an outdoor amphitheater, sleeping area of campgrounds, enjoyment of
historic site or urban park where a quiet setting is a recognized feature or significant
attribute, viewing wildlife in wildlife and waterfowl refuge areas;

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

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

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

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

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

1.2.4 Exceptions

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

e Use of historic transportation facilities in certain circumstances listed in 23 CFR
774.13(a)

e Archaeological sites that are on or eligible for the NRHP primarily because of what
can be learned by data recovery and has minimal value for preservation in place,
exceptions listed in 23 CFR 774.13(b)

e Designations of park and recreation lands, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and
historic sites that are made or determinations of significance that are changed as
described in 23 CFR 774.13(c)

e Temporary occupancies that are so minimal as to not constitute use as described in
23 CFR 774.13(d)

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project
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e Projects for federal lands transportation facilities described in 23 USC Section
101(a)(8) and 23 CFR 774.13(e))

e Certain trails, bikes, and sidewalks including (but not limited to) those that are part of
the local transportation system and that function primarily for transportation as
described in 23 CFR 774.13(f)

e Transportation-enhancement activities, transportation alternatives projects, and
mitigation activities as described in 23 CFR 774.13(g)

Two of these exceptions, for temporary occupancy and mitigation activities, apply to certain
properties in the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project’s Affected Area.
These exceptions are described in the following sections.

1.2.4.1 Temporary Occupancy (as an exception)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1.3  Prudent and Feasible Avoidance Alternatives

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

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

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project
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e A determination that the project would not adversely affect the activities, features, or
attributes qualifying a park, recreation area, or refuge for protection under
Section 4(f).

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

An avoidance alternative is one that completely avoids the use of Section 4(f) resources. Per
the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012), “[A] project alternative that avoids one

Section 4(f) property by using another Section 4(f) property is not an avoidance alternative.”
An avoidance alternative must first be evaluated to determine whether it is prudent and
feasible. FTA Section 4(f) regulations list a series of factors to consider in determining
whether an alternative is prudent and feasible. A feasible and prudent avoidance alternative is
defined in 23 CFR 774.17 as:

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

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

e An alternative is not prudent if:

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

— It results in unacceptable safety or operational problems;

—  After reasonable mitigation, it still causes:

Severe social, economic, or environmental impacts;

Severe disruption to established communities;

Severe disproportionate impacts to minority or low-income populations; or
Severe impacts to environmental resources protected under other federal
statutes;

O O O O

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

— It causes other unique problems or unusual factors; or

— It involves multiple factors in paragraphs (3)(i) through (3)(v) of this definition,
that while individually minor, cumulatively cause unique problems or impacts of
extraordinary magnitude.
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1.4 De Minimis Impact

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

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

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

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

1.5 All Possible Planning to Minimize Harm

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

Section 4(f) properties altogether.

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

Mitigation measures involving public parks, recreation areas, or wildlife or waterfowl refuges
may involve a replacement of land and/or facilities of comparable value and function or
monetary compensation to enhance the remaining land.

Mitigation of historic sites usually consists of those measures necessary to preserve the
historic integrity of the site and agreed to in accordance with 36 CFR 800 by FTA, the
California State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), and other consulting parties. In any
case, the cost of mitigation should be a reasonable public expenditure in light of the severity
of the impact on the Section 4(f) property in accordance with 23 CFR 771.105(d).

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project
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1.6 Least Overall Harm

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

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

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

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

— The relative significance of each Section 4(f) property;

— The views of the official(s) with jurisdiction over each Section 4(f) property;

— The degree to which each alternative meets the purpose and need for the project;

—  After reasonable mitigation, the magnitude of any adverse impacts to resources
not protected by Section 4(f); and

— Substantial differences in costs among the alternatives.

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

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

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

2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This section describes the No Build Alternative and the LPA studied in the WSAB Transit
Corridor Final EIS/EIR, including station locations, and the MSF. The LPA was developed
through a comprehensive alternatives analysis process and meets the purpose and need of
the Project.

The No Build Alternative and LPA are generally defined as follows:

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

e LPA: The LPA consists of a 14.5-mile LRT line that will extend from the northern
terminus in the City of Los Angeles/Florence-Firestone community of LA County to a
southern terminus in the City of Artesia.

Figure 2-1 illustrates the LPA. The northern terminus of the LPA will be located just south of
the intersection of Long Beach Avenue and Slauson Avenue, connecting to the current
Slauson/A Line Station. South of Slauson Avenue, the LPA will follow the UPRR-owned La
Habra Branch! ROW east along Randolph Street. At the Ports-owned San Pedro Subdivision
ROW, the LPA will turn southeast to follow the San Pedro Subdivision ROW and then
transition to the PEROW south of the I-105 freeway. The LPA will then follow the Metro-
owned PEROW to the southern terminus at the Pioneer Station in Artesia. Figure 2-2 depicts
the alignment sections that will require freight track relocation. The LPA will be grade
separated where warranted, as indicated on Figure 2-1.

1 The La Habra Branch may also be referred to as the La Habra Subdivision. La Habra Branch is used within this document.
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Figure 2-1. Locally Preferred Alternative Alignment by Grade
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Figure 2-2. Existing Rail Right-of-Way Ownership
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2.1 No Build Alternative

For the NEPA evaluation, the No Build Alternative is evaluated in the context of the existing
transportation facilities in the project corridor (the corridor extends approximately 2 miles
from each side of the four alternatives evaluated in the Draft EIS/EIR) and other capital
transportation improvements and/or transit and highway operational enhancements that are
reasonably foreseeable. Because the No Build Alternative provides the background
transportation network against which the LPA’s impacts are identified and evaluated, the No
Build Alternative does not include the Project.

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

The required environmental baseline socioeconomic growth projections, including the
reasonably foreseeable transportation network in 2042, were established in July 2017 when
the preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR began. The SCAG 2016-2040 RTP/SCS was the adopted
current regional growth forecast at the time the Draft EIS/EIR baseline was established.
Specifically, the baseline year 2017 and future year 2042 population, housing, and
employment are derived from the Transportation Analysis Zone-level estimates from the
SCAG 2016-2040 RTP/SCS.

Table 2.1 lists the existing transportation network and planned improvements included as
part of the No Build Alternative based on the Metro 2009 LRTP and SCAG 2016 RTP/SCS.

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

Location Relative to

Project To / From Study Area
Rail (Existing)
Metro Rail System (LRT and Heavy Rail Various locations Within Study Area
Transit)
Metrolink (Southern California Regional Various locations Within Study Area
Rail Authority) System
Rail (Under Construction/Planned)’
Metro Westside D Line Extension Wilshire/Western to Outside Study Area

Westwood/VA Hospital

Metro C Line Extension®to Torrance 96th Street Station to Torrance Outside Study Area
Metro C Line Extension Norwalk to Expo/Crenshaw Outside Study Area
Metro East-West Line/Regional Santa Monica to Lambert Road Within Study Area
Connector/Eastside Phase 2 Santa Monica to Peck Road
Metro North-South Line/Regional Long Beach to Claremont Within Study Area
Connector/Foothill Extension to Claremont
Phase 2B
Metro Sepulveda Transit Corridor Metro G Line to Metro E Line Outside Study Area
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Project

Metro East San Fernando Valley Transit
Corridor

To [ From
Sylmar to Metro G Line

Study Area
Outside Study Area

‘ Location Relative to

Los Angeles World Airport Automated
People Mover

96th Street Station to LAX
Terminals

Outside Study Area

Metrolink Capital Improvement Projects

Various projects

Within Study Area

California High-Speed Rail

Burbank to LA
LA to Anaheim

Within Study Area

Link US?

LA Union Station

Within Study Area

Bus (Existing)

Metro Bus System (including BRT, Express,

and local)

Various locations

Within Study Area

Municipality Bus System*

Various locations

Within Study Area

Bus (Under Construction/Planned)

Metro G Line (BRT)

Del Mar (Pasadena) to
Chatsworth

Del Mar (Pasadena) to Canoga
Canoga to Chatsworth

Outside Study Area

Vermont Transit Corridor (BRT)

120th Street to Sunset Boulevard

Outside Study Area

North San Fernando Valley BRT

Chatsworth to North Hollywood

Outside Study Area

North Hollywood to Pasadena

North Hollywood to Pasadena

Outside Study Area

Highway (Existing)

Highway System

Various locations

Within Study Area

Highway (Under Construction/Planned)

High Desert Multi-Purpose Corridor

SR-T4 to SR-18

Outside Study Area

I-5 North Capacity Enhancements

SR-14 to Lake Hughes Road

Outside Study Area

SR-71 Gap Closure

1-10 to Rio Rancho Road

Outside Study Area

Sepulveda Pass Express Lane

1-10 to US-101

Outside Study Area

SR-57/SR-60 Interchange Improvements

SR-57/SR-60

Outside Study Area

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

Ports of Long Beach and LA to
SR-60

Within Study Area

I-105 Express Lane

[-405 to 1-605

Within Study Area

I-5 Corridor Improvements

[-605 to I-710

Outside Study Area

Source: Metro 2018, WSP 2019

Notes: ! Where extensions are proposed for existing Metro rail lines, the origin/destination is defined for the operating scheme of
the entire rail line following completion of the proposed extensions and not just the extension itself.
2The Metro C Line extension to Torrance includes new construction from Redondo Beach to Torrance; however, the line will

operate from Torrance to 96th Street.
3 Link US rail walk times included only.

* The municipality bus network system is based on service patterns for Bellflower Bus, Cerritos on Wheels, Cudahy Area Rapid
Transit, Get Around Town Express, Huntington Park Express, La Campana, Long Beach Transit, Los Angeles Department of
Transportation, Norwalk Transit System, and the Orange County Transportation Authority.
BRT = bus rapid transit; LA = Los Angeles; LAX = Los Angeles International Airport;

LRT = light rail transit; SR = State Route; VA = Veterans Affairs
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2.2
2.2.1

Locally Preferred Alternative

Refinements to the Locally Preferred Alternative

The LPA evaluated in this report is Alternative 3 from the Draft EIS/EIR with refinements to
address stakeholder coordination and comments on the Draft EIS/EIR. Refinements to the
LPA include the following:

Shift the Slauson/A Line aerial station platform south and add a second set of vertical
circulation and pedestrian circulation elements between the Slauson/A Line Station
and the existing A Line Station. Additionally, a set of stairs was added between the A
Line station and street level.

Swap the location of the freight and LRT tracks within the La Habra Branch ROW
compared to the Draft EIS/EIR design. Freight tracks will be located on the north
side of the ROW and LRT tracks on the south side to accommodate potential freight
connectivity to an existing industrial track on the north side of the ROW.

Open or close at-grade crossings and implement left-turn restrictions over the LRT
tracks in the City of Huntington Park:

— Open crossings previously proposed for closure at Albany Street and Rugby
Boulevard

—  Close crossings previously proposed to remain open at Malabar Street and
Arbutus Avenue

— Implement left-turn restrictions at Santa Fe Avenue, Pacific Boulevard, Miles
Avenue, and State Street

Modify roadway design at the southeast corner of Florence Avenue and California
Avenue to avoid partial acquisition of infrastructure related to a water well.

Redesign a freight spur track connection north of Rayo Avenue on the west side of
the freight tracks to avoid impacts to a spur track.

Close the private at-grade crossing at Miller Way. The private business will be
displaced by the Project.

Extend the LRT viaduct north of Imperial Highway to avoid impacts to a spur track
and full acquisition of a property.

Reconfigure the I-105/C Line Station parking facility by removing dedicated transit
parking on the west side of the freight tracks and expanding the parking facility on
the east side of the freight tracks to the north; also add a new driveway entrance to the
parking facility at Century Boulevard.

Eliminate demolition and reconstruction of the Arthur Avenue and Facade Avenue
bridges; modify Facade Avenue to an emergency exit only from the 1-105/C Line infill
station (rather than a station entrance and exit).

Modify the replacement freight bridge at I-105 to a four-span structure, consistent
with the current bridge, rather than the previously proposed two-span structure.
Replace the proposed pedestrian undercrossing with a pedestrian bridge at
Paramount High School that will span the entire rail ROW.

Realign the MSF site entrance on Somerset Boulevard to align with Bayou Avenue to
allow for a signalized pedestrian crossing of Somerset Boulevard.

Add protected left turn and a traffic signal on Clark Avenue at Los Angeles Street to
accommodate dedicated turning movements to the community.

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project
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2 Project Description

Modify alignment of the LRT tracks and soundwall at the Bellflower Mobile Home
Park to minimize parking loss and provide replacement parking elsewhere on the
property to maintain the existing number of parking spaces.

Redesign retaining walls on the southeast side of the 183rd Street/Gridley Road
crossing from retained fill to columns.

Incorporate the Artesia Historic District Recreation Trails as an existing, rather than
future, condition in the Final EIS/EIR plan set.

Add a design option that will close 186th Street but keep 187th Street open to traffic
in the City of Artesia, and turn Corby Avenue into a cul-de-sac with an access
driveway for the existing business.

Modify the entrance to the Pioneer Station parking structure to align with Solana
Place and shift structure north to provide alley egress resulting in an additional level
on the Pioneer parking structure to maintain the number of parking spaces identified
in the Draft EIS/EIR.

Extend the median located north of the LRT tracks at the Pioneer Boulevard

grade crossing to prohibit left turns from a shopping center driveway along the east
side.

Incorporate Mitigation Measures NOI-4 (Crossing Signal Bell Shrouds) and NOI-5
(Gate-Down-Bell-Stop Variance), recommended in the Draft EIS/EIR to further
reduce noise at grade crossings, as Project Measure NOI PM-1 and NOI PM-2 in the
Final EIS/EIR to be implemented as part of the LPA.

Add Project Measure VA PM-8 (Residential Screening for Aerial Structures), which
requires privacy screening along portions of the aerial structure adjacent to the rear of
residential properties in the Cities of Paramount, Bellflower, and Cerritos if the
soundwall in those locations will not be sufficiently tall to provide similar privacy
screening.

Add Project Measures BIO PM-1 (Invasive Plant Species Best Management Practices)
and BIO PM-2 (Prohibition of Invasive Plant Species in Landscape Plans) to provide
options to minimize the spread of invasive species during construction and prohibit
the inclusion of invasive species in landscape plans; add Project Measure BIO PM-3
(LA Metro Tree Policy) to require adherence to LA Metro Tree Policy, adopted by
Metro in October 2022.

Add Project Measure CR PM-1 (Secretary of the Interior Standards Design Review),
which requires review and approval of the design of the new LRT bridge and C Line
station that will be constructed within the Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District
and extension of the Union Pacific LA River Rail Bridge’s existing concrete piers by a
professional who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification
Standards in architectural history, history, or architecture.

Refinements also included the following modifications to construction laydown/staging

areas:

Relocate the construction laydown area near State Street and Randolph Street to east
of State Street in the railroad ROW.

Relocate the laydown area at the southeast corner of Imperial Highway and Garfield
Place to north of Imperial Highway within the San Pedro Subdivision ROW.

Locate a construction laydown/staging area on the east side of the ROW between
Rayo Avenue and Southern Avenue.

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project
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2 Project Description

Additionally, refinements included changes to traction power substations (TPSS) site
locations:

e Relocate TPSS Site 14 from the northwest corner of Randolph Street and State Street
to the east within railroad ROW.

e Eliminate optional TPSS Sites 16E and 12E in the City of Huntington Park.

e Add Optional TPSS Site 7E within the reconfigured parking facility east of the tracks
at the I-105/C Line Station parking facility.

e Relocate the proposed TPSS Site 2 from the northwest side of the intersection of
183rd Street/Gridley Road to the southeast side.

2.2.2 Alignment Configuration

This section summarizes the LPA alignment. The general characteristics of the LPA are
summarized in Table 2.2. Figure 2-3 illustrates the freeway crossings along the alignment.
Additionally, the LPA will require relocation of existing freight rail tracks within the ROW to
maintain existing operations where freight tracks will be in a shared corridor with the LRT
tracks. Figure 2-2 depicts the alignment sections that will require freight track relocation.

Table 2.2. Summary of LPA Components

Component | Quantity
Alignment length 14.5 miles
Length of at-grade and aerial 12.1 miles at-grade; 2.4 miles aerial’
Station configurations 9 along WSAB alignment, 1 at-grade infill station
along C Line
3 aerial; 6 at-grade
Parking facilities 5 total: 4 surface lots and 1 parking structure
(approximately 2,800 spaces)
At-grade crossings 30
Elevated street crossings 15
Freight crossings 6
Freeway crossings 4 (1 aerial/overcrossing at I-105; 3 freeway

undercrossings? at
1-710, 1-605, SR 91)

Freight realignment 8.7 miles

River crossings 3 (Rio Hondo, Los Angeles River, and San
Gabriel)

TPSS facilities 17

Maintenance and Storage Facility site 1

(City of Bellflower)

Source: WSP 2023

Notes: ' Alignment configuration measurements count retained fill embankments as at-grade.
2The light rail tracks crossing beneath freeway structures.

LA = Los Angeles; TPSS = traction power substation; WSAB = West Santa Ana Branch
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Figure 2-3. Freeway Crossings
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2 Project Description

The total alignment length of the LPA will be approximately 14.5 miles, consisting of
approximately 12.1 miles of at-grade and 2.4 miles of aerial alignment. The LPA will include
nine new LRT stations along the WSAB alignment, of which six will be at-grade and three
will be aerial. Additionally, the Project will add one new infill station along the C Line at I-105
to allow transfers between the WSAB alignment and the C Line. Five of the stations will
include parking facilities, providing a total of approximately 2,800 dedicated transit parking
spaces. Four of the parking facilities will be surface lots and the fifth will be a parking
structure. The alignment will include 30 at-grade crossings, 4 freeway crossings (3 freeway
undercrossings and 1 aerial freeway crossing), 3 river crossings, 15 aerial road crossings, and
6 freight crossings. The following further describes the LPA along the alignment.

Northern terminus (City of Los Angeles/Florence-Firestone community of LA County): The
northern terminus of the LPA will begin at the Slauson/A Line Station, which will serve as a
transfer point to the Metro A Line. Transfers between the Slauson/A Line Station and the
existing Metro A Line will be accommodated via two pedestrian bridges between the two
station platforms. The pedestrian bridges will be located at the southern and northern ends
of the platforms and will be accessed by stairs, escalators, and/or elevators. Stairs, escalators,
and/or elevators will also connect with the street level on the north side of the station, while
stairs will connect with the street level on the south side of the station. An additional set of
stairs will be added to the existing A Line Station providing access to street level. Tail tracks?2
accommodating layover storage for a three-car train will extend approximately 1,000 feet
north from the station.

La Habra Branch ROW? (City of Huntington Park): South of the Slauson/A Line Station, the
alignment will turn east along the existing UPRR owned La Habra Branch ROW in the median
of Randolph Street. The alignment will be on the south side of the La Habra Branch ROW, and
the freight tracks will be realigned but remain in the northern portion of the ROW. The
alignment will transition to an at-grade configuration west of Alameda Street and will proceed
east along the Randolph Street median. Wilmington Avenue, Regent Street, and Malabar Street
will be closed to traffic crossing the ROW, altering the intersection design to a right-in, right-out
configuration. The Pacific/Randolph Station will be located just east of Pacific Boulevard. From
the Pacific/Randolph Station, the alignment will continue east at-grade. Arbutus Avenue and
Rita Avenue will be closed to traffic crossing the ROW, altering the intersection design to a
right-in, right-out configuration.

San Pedro Subdivision ROW (Cities of Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate, Downey,
and Paramount): At the San Pedro Subdivision ROW, the alighment will transition to an
aerial configuration and turn south to cross over Randolph Street and the freight tracks,
returning to an at-grade configuration north of Gage Avenue. The alignment will be located
on the east side of the existing San Pedro Subdivision ROW freight tracks, and the existing
track(s) will be relocated to the west side of the ROW. The alignment will continue at-grade
within the San Pedro Subdivision ROW to the at-grade Florence/Salt Lake Station south of
Florence Avenue.

2 Tail tracks are additional tracks that extend beyond the end of the mainline tracks and can be used for temporarily parking,
storing, or reversing the direction of trains. While the tracks are designed to allow for layover if needed, trains will not sit at the
end of the line.

3 The La Habra Branch may also be referred to as the La Habra Subdivision. La Habra Branch is used within this document.

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project
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The alignment will continue southeast from the at-grade Florence/Salt Lake Station within
the San Pedro Subdivision ROW, crossing Otis Avenue, Santa Ana Street, and Ardine Street
at-grade. The alignment will be located on the east side of the existing San Pedro Subdivision
freight tracks, and the existing tracks will be relocated to the west side of the ROW. South of
Ardine Street, the alignment will transition to an aerial structure to cross over the existing
UPRR tracks and Atlantic Avenue. The Firestone Station will be located on an aerial structure
between Atlantic Avenue and Firestone Boulevard. The Firestone Station will include a
dedicated transit parking facility providing approximately 600 parking spaces with a vehicle
underpass under the freight tracks to access the parking facility.

The alignment will then cross over Firestone Boulevard and transition back to an at-grade
configuration prior to crossing Rayo Avenue at-grade. The alignment will continue south along
the San Pedro Subdivision ROW, crossing Southern Avenue at-grade and continuing at-grade
until it transitions to an aerial configuration to cross over the Los Angeles River. The LRT
bridge will be constructed next to the existing freight bridge. South of the Los Angeles River,
the alignment will transition to an at-grade configuration, then passing under the I-710 freeway
through a new box tunnel structure. The alignment will then return to an aerial structure to
cross over the Rio Hondo channel. South of the Rio Hondo channel, the alignment will
transition to an aerial structure to cross over a realigned spur track, Imperial Highway and
Garfield Avenue. South of Garfield Avenue, the alignment will transition to an at-grade
configuration and serve the Gardendale Station north of Gardendale Street.

From the Gardendale Station, the alignment will continue south in an at-grade configuration,
crossing Gardendale Street and Main Street to serve the I-105/C Line Station, which will be
located at-grade north of Century Boulevard. The I-105/C Line Station will include a
dedicated transit parking facility providing approximately 340 to 360 parking spaces,
depending on the location of the TPSS. The alignment will continue at-grade, crossing
Century Boulevard, then will cross over the I-105 freeway in an aerial configuration within
the existing San Pedro Subdivision ROW bridge footprint. A new Metro C Line Station will
be constructed in the median of the I-105 freeway. The 1-105/C Line Station will be connected
to the new infill C Line Station in the middle of the freeway via a pedestrian walkway on the
new LRT bridge. Vertical pedestrian access will be provided from the LRT bridge to the new C
Line Station platform via stairs, escalators, and/or elevators. Emergency egress from the C
Line Station will also be provided at Fagade Avenue via stairs and elevators. To accommodate
construction of the new station platform, the existing Metro C Line tracks will be widened
and, as part of the I-105 Express Lanes Project, the I-105 lanes will be reconfigured.

PEROW (Cities of Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos, and Artesia): South of the I-105 freeway,
the alignment will continue at-grade within the San Pedro Subdivision ROW. In order to
maintain freight operations and allow for freight train crossings, the alignment will transition
to an aerial configuration as it turns southeast and enter the PEROW. The existing freight
track will cross beneath the aerial alignment and align on the north side of the PEROW east
of the San Pedro Subdivision ROW. The Paramount/Rosecrans Station will be located in an
aerial configuration west of Paramount Boulevard and north of Rosecrans Avenue. The
existing freight track will be relocated to the northeast side of the alignment adjacent to the
viaduct structure. The Paramount/Rosecrans Station will include a dedicated transit parking
facility providing approximately 490 parking spaces located south of the alignment between
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power property and Rosecrans Avenue.

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project
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The alignment will continue southeast in an aerial configuration over the Paramount
Boulevard/Rosecrans Avenue intersection and descend to an at-grade configuration. The
alignment will return to an aerial configuration to cross over Downey Avenue descending
back to an at-grade configuration north of Somerset Boulevard. The existing Paramount High
School pedestrian bridge will be reconstructed over the LPA and freight tracks to maintain
the connection between Paramount High School and the athletics fields. One of the adjacent
freight storage tracks at the World Energy facility will be relocated to accommodate the new
LRT tracks and maintain storage capacity. There are no active freight tracks south of the
World Energy facility (Somerset Boulevard).

The alignment will cross Somerset Boulevard at-grade. South of Somerset Boulevard, the at-
grade alignment will parallel the existing Bellflower Bike Trail that is currently aligned on the
south side of the PEROW. The alignment will continue at-grade crossing Lakewood
Boulevard, Clark Avenue, and Alondra Boulevard. The at-grade Bellflower Station will be
located west of Bellflower Boulevard. The Bellflower Station will include a dedicated transit
parking facility providing approximately 260 parking spaces.

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

East of Artesia Boulevard, the alignment will cross beneath the I-605 freeway in an existing
underpass. Southeast of the underpass, the alignment will continue at-grade, crossing
Studebaker Road. North of Gridley Road, the alignment will transition to an aerial
configuration to cross over 183rd Street and Gridley Road. The alignment will return to an at-
grade configuration and cross 186th Street and 187th Street at-grade. The alignment will then
pass through the Pioneer Station on the north side of Pioneer Boulevard at-grade. The
Pioneer Station will include a dedicated transit parking facility providing approximately 1,100
parking spaces. Tail tracks accommodating layover storage for a three-car train will extend
approximately 1,000 feet south from the station, crossing Pioneer Boulevard and terminating
north of South Street.

2.2.3 Design Option — Close 186th Street

The LPA includes one design option:

e Design Option: Close 186th Street — The design option would close 186th Street but
keep 187th Street open to traffic in the City of Artesia. Corby Avenue would become a
cul-de-sac with an access driveway for the existing business (Figure 2-4).
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Figure 2-4. Locally Preferred Alternative and Design Option: Close 186th Street
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2.2.4 Maintenance and Storage Facility

Generally, each LRT project requires an MSF facility to provide daily servicing and cleaning,
inspection and repairs, and storage of light rail vehicles (LRVs). Activities may take place in
the MSF throughout the day and night depending upon train schedules, workload, and the
maintenance requirements.

In January 2022, the Metro Board identified the Bellflower MSF as the WSAB Project’'s MSF
site. The MSF site is located in the City of Bellflower and is bounded by a mobile home
community and industrial facilities to the west, Somerset Boulevard and apartment
complexes to the north, residential homes to the east, and the PEROW and Bellflower Bike
Trail to the south. Access to the site will be via a signalized driveway at Somerset Boulevard
and Bayou Avenue (Figure 2-5). In total, the MSF site is approximately 21 acres and could
accommodate up to 80 LRVs to serve the Project’s operations plan.

The MSF will have storage tracks, each with sufficient length to store three-car train sets and a
maintenance-of-way vehicle storage. The facility will include a main shop building with
administrative offices, a cleaning platform, a TPSS, employee parking, a vehicle wash facility, a
paint and body shop, and other facilities as needed. The east and west yard leads (i.e., the tracks
leading from the mainline to the facility) will have sufficient length for a three-car train set.
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Figure 2-5. Maintenance and Storage Facility Site
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3 Methodology

3 METHODOLOGY

3.1 Section 4(f) Affected Area

The historic NRHP-listed or eligible properties identified in the West Santa Ana Branch
Transit Corridor Project Final Cultural Resources Survey Report — Rev 1 (Metro 2020) (Cultural
Resources Survey Report—Rev 1) and additional properties identified in the Final Cultural
Resources Survey Report — Rev 2 (Metro 2023) (Cultural Resources Survey Report—Rev 2) were
included in the Section 4(f) analysis. The proposed area of potential effects (APE) for the
LPA, as defined by Section 106, was delineated to encompass areas that contain historic
properties that may be directly or indirectly affected by the LPA, including one design option
and the MSF. The project-specific Section 106 APE was established through consultation
among the lead federal agency, the FTA; Metro; SHPO; and other consulting parties.
Information regarding the correspondence between the consulting parties is provided in
Appendix A. The Affected Area for analysis of Section 4(f)-protected historic sites is the
Section 106 APE.

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

3.2 Affected Environment/Existing Conditions

Historic sites identified within the APE are documented in the Cultural Resources Survey
Report — Rev 2. Records and archival research at the Southern Central Coastal Information
Center, tribal and historic group consultation, as well as archaeological and built
environment field surveys were used to identify historic sites. ArcGIS survey data, historical
research, and descriptions provided in the Cultural Resources Survey Report — Rev 2 were
used to analyze the historic sites identified in the APE for Section 4(f) use by the LPA.

All public parks and recreational properties located within one-quarter-mile of the LPA were
identified in the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Final Parklands and
Community Facilities Impact Analysis Report (Metro 2024a) (Final Parklands and Community
Facilities Impact Analysis Report). Updates made to the Final Parklands and Community
Facilities Impact Analysis Report to support the Final EIS/EIR were reviewed and
incorporated into the Final Section 4(f) Evaluation. Existing facilities were identified from
planning documents, desktop analysis of aerial maps and satellite imagery, and GIS data
sourced from the Los Angeles County tax assessor and the Los Angeles County Department
of Regional Planning. Online research of parks and recreation webpages, school district
webpages, and aerial maps was conducted to confirm the presence of park and community
facilities that meet the Section 4(f) definition for public recreational use. All of the identified
properties that extended into the Affected Area, as defined in Section 3.1, were reviewed to
determine if they are parks and recreational areas of national, state, or local significance that
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are both publicly owned and open to the public. Metro contacted the official(s) with
jurisdiction for each of the identified Section 4(f) resources to confirm their significance.
This correspondence is documented in Section 9.2.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the California Department of Fish and Wildlife
databases were reviewed for natural wildlife refuges located within the Affected Area for
Section 4(f) resources. These resources are not found in the Affected Area and, therefore, are
not discussed further in the Section 4(f) analysis of impacts. The historic and park and
recreational resources identified within the APE and Affected Area that meet the Section 4(f)
definition are described in Section 4.

3.3 Section 4(f) Use Evaluation

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

The evaluation of Section 4(f) use included a review of the Cultural Resources Survey Report
— Rev 2. The NRHP-eligible and listed historic sites within the APE were evaluated for
Section 4(f) use. The West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Revised Final Cultural
Resource Effects Report (Metro 2024b) documents the effects determinations made for historic
properties under Section 106 and served as the basis for evaluation of the properties under
Section 4(f).

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

ArcGIS data files sourced from the WSAB project team included the proposed alignment,
stations, parking facilities, MSF site, and TPSS sites, as well as potentially affected parcels that
would require either full or partial permanent property acquisition or a TCE. Design changes
subsequent to the Draft EIS/EIR were reviewed and incorporated into the Final Section 4(f)
Evaluation.

In addition to these technical reports, the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Final
Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report (Metro 2024c) (Final Noise and Vibration Impact
Analysis Report) was reviewed for noise and vibration impacts to properties meeting the
Section 4(f) resource definition and that were found to exceed the FTA impact thresholds
indicating a severe or moderate impact potentially requiring mitigation. The noise and
vibration assessment followed FTA guidance and procedures for the evaluation of screening
sensitive noise receptors for noise impact due to operational noise and vibration and
construction noise and vibration associated with the Project. Those parks identified that are
primarily used for active recreation, such as sports complexes, were not considered noise
sensitive as per the guidance provided in the FTA Noise and Vibration Manual (FTA 2018). The
complete noise analysis is provided in the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report.
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3 Methodology

Visual and aesthetic impacts to scenic resources and sensitive viewers were identified and
evaluated in the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact
Analysis Report (Metro 2024d). This information was used to evaluate whether the LPA will
substantially diminish the aesthetic setting of Section 4(f) resources that derive their value in
terms of their Section 4(f) purpose and significance at least partially from setting. The
evaluation of Section 4(f) use is discussed in Section 5.
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4 Description of Section 4(f) Properties

4 DESCRIPTION OF SECTION 4(f) PROPERTIES

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

4,1 Historic Sites

Section 4(f)-protected historic sites include those listed or eligible for listing in the NRHP.
Such properties located within the Section 106 APE for the LPA and their context are
described in detail in the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Final Cultural
Resources Survey Report — Rev 2 (Metro 2023) (Final Cultural Resources Survey Report — Rev
2). Within the Section 106 APE, 19 historic sites are listed in or determined eligible for listing
in the NRHP, including two NRHP-eligible or -listed historic districts located partially or fully
within the Section 106 APE. Three river channels (Los Angeles River, Rio Hondo, and San
Gabriel) were determined NRHP-eligible in 2022 after circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR and
were included in the APE delineated for the Project prior to the Draft EIS/EIR. Three of the
19 properties (L&F Machine Company, Huntington Park High School, and Cudahy
Substation) were identified after circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR in portions of the APE
expanded since 2021. The California SHPO, the official with jurisdiction over historic sites,
has concurred with no adverse effect determinations for these additional NRHP-eligible
historic properties, as described in Section 5.2 and Section 9.1.

Table 4.1 summarizes the NRHP-eligible and -listed historic sites within the Section 106
APE. These properties are shown in Figure 4-1a through Figure 4-1d. The California SHPO
is the official with jurisdiction over all Section 4(f) historic sites in the Affected Area.

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

Property

Pueblo del Rio Public Housing Comple,
Long Beach Avenue, Los Angeles

Type
NRHP-eligible historic district
under Criteria A and C

‘ Section 4(f) Applies?

To contributing
properties only

Randolph Substation/Randolph Street, NRHP-eligible historic property Yes
Huntington Park under Criterion C

Southern California Edison Long Beach- NRHP-eligible historic structure Yes
Laguna Bell 60kV and 220 kV under Criteria A and C

Transmission Lines

LADWP Boulder Lines 1 and 2 NRHP-eligible historic structure Yes

under Criteria A and C

Rancho Los Amigos Medical Center
Historic District, Downey

NRHP-eligible historic district
under Criteria A

To contributing
properties only

Century Freeway-Transitway Historic
District

NRHP-eligible historic district
under Criteria A and C

To contributing
properties only

Bellflower Pacific Electric Railway Depot
16336 Bellflower Boulevard, Bellflower

NRHP-eligible historic property
under Criteria A and C

Yes
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Property ‘ Type ‘ Section 4(f) Applies?

10040 Flora Vista Street, Bellflower NRHP-eligible historic property Yes
under Criterion C

Union Pacific Los Angeles River Rail NRHP-eligible historic property Yes

Bridge, South Gate under Criterion C

6000 Alameda Street, Huntington Park NRHP-eligible historic property Yes
under Criterion C

6101 Santa Fe Avenue, Huntington Park NRHP-eligible historic property Yes
under Criterion C

2860 Randolph Street, Huntington Park NRHP-eligible historic property Yes
under Criterion C

6300-6302 State Street, Huntington Park | NRHP-eligible historic property Yes
under Criterion C

L & F Machine Company/ NRHP-eligible historic property Yes

2110 Belgrave Avenue, Huntington Park under Criterion A

Huntington Park High School/ NRHP-eligible historic property Yes

6020 Miles Avenue, Huntington Park under Criterion C

Cudahy Substation/Salt Lake Avenue, NRHP-eligible historic property Yes

Cudahy under Criterion C

Los Angeles River Channel, NRHP-eligible historic property Yes

South Gate (portion of) under Criteria A and C

Rio Hondo Chanr?el, NRHP-eligible historic property Yes

South Gate (portion of) under Criteria A and C

San Qabriel Ri'ver Channel, NRHP-eligible historic property Yes

Cerritos (portion of) under Criteria A and C

Source: Metro 2020b, Metro 2024b, WSP 2020, WSP 2023
Notes: CFR = Code of Federal Regulations; kV = kilovolt; LA = Los Angeles; LADWP = Los Angeles Department of Water and

Power; NRHP = National Register of Historic Places
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4 Description of Section 4(f) Properties

Figure 4-1a. Historic Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection
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4 Description of Section 4(f) Properties

Figure 4-1b. Historic Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection
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4 Description of Section 4(f) Properties

Figure 4-1c. Historic Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection
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4 Description of Section 4(f) Properties

Figure 4-1d. Historic Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection
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4 Description of Section 4(f) Properties

4.1.1 Pueblo del Rio/5024 Holmes Avenue, Los Angeles

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

4.1.2 Randolph Substation/Randolph Street, Huntington Park

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

The Randolph Substation building is eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion C as an
intact example of a SCE substation building. Its period of significance is 1930, the year it was
completed. It retains integrity of design, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association, as
it has been consistently used as a substation building since the time of its construction.

4.1.3 Southern California Edison Long Beach — Laguna Bell 60kV Transmission Lines

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

The lines were determined eligible for listing in the NRHP in 2017 under Criterion A as a
central element of SCE’s 220kV transmission system and under Criterion C as innovatively
designed transmission lines and for the design of their crossing at Cerritos Channel, a
significant engineering feat. The established period of significance for the lines varies by
voltage, as follows: 66kV and below, 1907-30; and 67kV to 230kV, 1912-41. The period of
significance for the Long Beach-Laguna Bell 66kV and 220kV Transmission Lines is 1928,
the year construction was completed.
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4.1.4 Los Angeles Department of Water and Power Boulder Lines 1 and 2

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

4.1.5 Rancho Los Amigos Medical Center Historic District, Downey

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

4.1.6 Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District

The Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District is a linear historic district that
encompasses roughly 18 miles of I-105 from California Street in El Segundo to Studebaker
Road in Norwalk. The boundaries of the historic district are defined by the California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) ROW and include the Metro C Line (formerly
referred to as the Green Line) and 10 freeway-related Metro C Line LRT stations; the bridges
and ramps constructed as part of the interstate; and the interchanges that connect I-105 to I-
405, 1-110, I-710, and I-605. While the historic district extends well beyond the boundaries of
the APE, the APE includes approximately 0.5 mile of the historic district inclusive of three
overcrossings and one underpass.

The historic district is significant under Criterion A as the focus of a landmark California
environmental justice lawsuit. Additionally, it is considered significant as one of the last
metropolitan interstate freeways to be completed as part of the interstate highway system.
Under Criterion C, the historic district is significant for its integration of then-novel
Information Technology Security features and design components, an integral LRT system
and stations in the median, and limited intermodal interchanges. Its significance is not
related to its aesthetic design. The historic district’s period of significance spans 1968, when
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its design was initially prepared by Caltrans engineers, to 1995, when the construction of the
Metro C Line in its median was completed.

4.1.7 Bellflower Pacific Electric Railway Depot/16336 Bellflower Boulevard, Bellflower

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

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

4.1.8 10040 Flora Vista Street, Bellflower

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

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

4.1.9 Union Pacific Los Angeles River Rail Bridge, South Gate

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

4.1.10 6000 Alameda Street, Huntington Park

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

4.1.1 6101 Santa Fe Avenue, Huntington Park

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

4.1.12 2860 Randolph Street, Huntington Park

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

4.1.13 6300-6302 State Street, Huntington Park

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

4.1.14 L & F Machine Company/2110 Belgrave Avenue, Huntington Park

Constructed beginning in 1946 and reaching its current form by 1955, the double-volume
warehouse building and office at 2110 Belgrave Avenue were constructed for the L & F
Machine Company. Founded by industrialist Ralph Larrabee in 1935 and incorporated in
1956, L & F Machine Company was a contract machine shop that fabricated equipment and
parts for a number of customers in the Los Angeles area. Most notably, L & F Machine
Company was the principal fabricating shop for Boller and Chivens, the leading precision
manufacturer of astronomical equipment in the post-World War II era. L & F Machine
Company fabricated all the company’s large telescopes and weldments beginning in the late
1940s and continuing through the late 1970s. The building derives its significance from its
association with post-World War II manufacturing and is eligible under Criterion A for its
role in the industrial and defense sector. The building, largely unchanged since 1955, conveys
its historic significance for manufacturing large-scale astronomical equipment through its
large footprint, double-volume height, and distinctive sawtooth roof. Its associated period of
significance is 1946, the date of its construction, to 1985, the date by which L & F Machine
Company appears to have ceased being the principal fabricating shop for Boller and Chivens.

4.1.15 Huntington Park High School/6020 Miles Avenue, Huntington Park

Located along Miles Avenue between Randolph Street and Belgrave Avenue in the City of
Huntington Park, Huntington Park High School includes approximately 13 permanent
buildings and several portable classroom buildings across its campus. First developed in
1909, several buildings were damaged and removed following the 1933 Long Beach
Earthquake. Extant buildings range in date from the 1920s through the 1990s. Largely rebuilt
and reconstructed in 1936 following the earthquake, the campus features several buildings
built in the Public Works Administration (PWA) Moderne style, reflected the most in the
Administration Building fronting Miles Avenue.

The high school is eligible under Criterion C for its architectural significance. It is an
excellent example of PWA Moderne architecture, as reflected in its Administration Building
(1936) and Auditorium (1937). It is also reflected in buildings that were reconstructed with
Moderne updates, such as the Home Economics and Classroom Building (1924) and the
Annex (1925). Other contributing campus buildings include the Cafeteria (1936), Social Arts
(1939), and Gymnasium (1923) buildings. Furthermore, the PWA Moderne buildings are
good examples of the work of architect George M. Lindsey (1891-1973), who was also
responsible for designs for James A. Garfield High School in East Los Angeles and John
Marshall High School in Los Feliz. Huntington Park High School’s period of significance
spans from 1934 to 1939, encompassing its redevelopment following the 1933 Long Beach
Earthquake and renovation of extant buildings to reflect the PWA Moderne style.
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4.1.16 Cudahy Substation/Salt Lake Avenue, Cudahy

Located between Salt Lake Avenue and Elizabeth Street east of Otis Avenue in Cudahy, the
Cudahy Substation contains the standard components of an electrical substation, including
banks of transformers throughout. One historic-period building, identifiable in its relation to
SCE as a civic type-library 2 model substation building, is sited on the southwestern portion
of the property. Three civic type-library 2 model substation buildings are known to remain in
the region, Cudahy, Santa Fe Springs, and Signal Hill. Characteristic of a civic type-library 2
model substation building, it was designed in a version of the Classical Revival style with a
concrete base, brick walls, and a tile-clad roof.

The Cudahy Substation building is eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion C as an
intact example of a SCE substation building. The building was designed and constructed as
part of SCE’s architecture program before 1949. It is identifiable as a civic type-library 2
model substation building designed in a simplistic version of the Classical Revival style. It
retains all seven aspects of integrity and has been consistently used as a substation building
since the time of its construction. The substation property includes one additional utilitarian
concrete-block building sited to the southeast that was added to the property between 1954
and 1963 and does not contribute to its significance.

4.1.17 Los Angeles River Channel, South Gate

The Los Angeles River is a 51-mile-long river, much of which was artificially channelized and
lined with concrete as part of the Los Angeles County Drainage Area (LACDA) Project, a
comprehensive flood control project for the Los Angeles Basin completed between 1939 and
1969. The approximately 2,400-foot-long segment of the Los Angeles River channel within the
APE was constructed in 1951. It consists of a roughly trapezoidal cross-section channel with a flat
concrete bottom and sloping concrete- and riprap-lined banks. It is approximately 100-feet wide at
the bottom and 220-feet wide across the top. The United States Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE) oversaw completion of the LACDA Project, which included the construction of a system
of channelized streams, debris basins, and other flood control structures, to restrict periodic
flooding of the Los Angeles River and other waterways in the Los Angeles Basin. Since its
implementation, the LACDA Project has protected large swaths of metropolitan Los Angeles
from destructive and deadly floods and was instrumental in the region’s rapid urbanization in the
twentieth century.

The Los Angeles River channel was determined NRHP-eligible by the USACE in 2022, and
SHPO concurred with that determination. The Los Angeles River channel is a contributing
segment to a larger resource that encompasses elements of the LACDA Project, including the
Los Angeles River Flood Control System, and extends well beyond the APE for the LPA.
Under NRHP Criterion A, the segment is significant for its association with the planning
and construction of the LACDA Project and the flood control system’s role in safeguarding
the development of the Los Angeles metropolitan area in the mid-twentieth century. The
subject segment is additionally significant under NRHP Criterion C for its engineering and
design as part of the LACDA Project, the purpose of which is specific to the region’s
unpredictable cycle of flooding. The period of significance associated with the subject
segment of the Los Angeles River channel begins in 1951, when the segment was
channelized and paved, and concludes in 1969, the year the first phases of construction of the
LACDA Project were completed.
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4.1.18 Rio Hondo Channel, South Gate

The Rio Hondo channel is a 16-mile-long, artificially channelized river that was lined with
concrete between 1951 and 1958 as part of the LACDA Project. The LACDA Project was a
massive system of channelized streams and other flood control structures, the implementation of
which was overseen by the USACE throughout the mid-twentieth century to provide protection
from periodic flooding throughout the Los Angeles Basin. The portion of the Rio Hondo channel
within the Section 106 APE (subject segment) includes approximately 2,900 linear feet of the
channel, which is approximately 100 feet wide at the bottom and 220 feet across the top. It is
roughly trapezoidal in cross-section with a flat concrete bottom and sloping concrete- and
concrete-fortified riprap-lined banks. Straight reinforced concrete parapet walls separate the
channel from the paved ROWs that trace each side of the channel. However, a fork in the east
ROW descends the banks and passes beneath the Rio Hondo Bridge, which crosses the channel
with the APE. The Rio Hondo Bridge was evaluated and determined not to be NRHP-eligible.

The Rio Hondo River channel was determined NRHP-eligible by the USACE in 2022, and SHPO
concurred with that determination. The portion of the Rio Hondo channel within the APE is a
contributing segment to a larger resource that extends well beyond the Project APE to encompass
elements of the LACDA Project, including the Los Angeles River Flood Control System. Under
NRHP Criterion A, the segment is significant for its association with the design and construction
of the LACDA Project and the flood control system’s role in safeguarding the development of the
Los Angeles metropolitan area in the mid-twentieth century. The subject segment is additionally
significant under NRHP Criterion C for its engineering and design as part of the LACDA Project,
the purpose of which is specific to the region’s unpredictable cycle of flooding. The period of
significance associated with the subject segment of the channel begins in 1951, when the
segment was channelized and paved, and concludes in 1969, the year the first phases of
construction of the LACDA Project were completed.

4.1.19 San Gabriel River Channel, Cerritos

The San Gabriel River is a 58-mile-long river, much of which was channelized and paved with
concrete between 1947 and 1968 as part of the LACDA Project. That project channelized streams,
debris basins, and implemented other control measures throughout the mid-twentieth century to
safeguard the urbanization of the Los Angeles Basin. The portion of the San Gabriel River
channel (subject segment) within the Section 106 APE includes 1,220 linear feet of the 58-mile-
long channel which were completed in 1966 as part of the LACDA Project. Within the APE, as
over much of its course, the river channel is roughly trapezoidal in cross-section. The paved river
bottom is flat, except for a central trench, while the banks are sloped. The subject segment is
approximately 150 feet wide across the top and 85 feet wide at the bottom. To accommodate the
San Gabriel River Bridge, which crosses the channel in the APE, the service road tracing the
river’s east bank dips into the channel and passes under the bridge along the embankment. The
San Gabriel River Bridge was evaluated and determined not to be NRHP-eligible.

The San Gabriel River channel was determined NRHP-eligible by the USACE in 2022, and
SHPO concurred with that determination. The portion of the San Gabriel River channel within
the APE is a contributing segment to a larger resource that extends well beyond the Project APE
to encompass elements of the LACDA Project, including the San Gabriel River Flood Control
System. Under NRHP Criterion A, the segment is significant for its association with the design
and construction of the LACDA Project and the flood control system’s role in safeguarding the
development of the Los Angeles metropolitan area in the mid-twentieth century. The subject
segment is additionally significant under NRHP Criterion C for its engineering and design as
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part of the LACDA Project, the purpose of which is specific to the region’s unpredictable cycle of
flooding. The period of significance for the subject segment begins in 1966, when the segment
was channelized and paved, and concludes in 1969, the year the first phases of construction of the
LACDA Project were completed.

4.2 Public Parks and Recreational Areas

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

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

Seven school properties were identified within the Affected Area of the LPA. The properties
are shown in Figure 4-2a through Figure 4-2d. Of these, two are private schools and are not
protected by Section 4(f).

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

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

Six trails are located within the Affected Area of the LPA. The facilities, shown in Figure 4-2a
through Figure 4-2d, are the Los Angeles River Bike Path along the Los Angeles River, Rio
Hondo Bike Path along the Rio Hondo channel in the City of South Gate, Bellflower Bike
Trail in Bellflower, Artesia Historic District Recreational Trails, San Gabriel River Mid-Trail
along the San Gabriel River, and the Paramount Bike Path, which has been partially
completed between Lakewood Boulevard and Rosecrans Avenue. The Artesia Historic
District Recreational Trails were not previously identified in the Affected Area in the Draft
EIS/EIR because they opened in April 2021, after the previous analysis was complete.
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Table 4.2. Park and Recreational Resources/Properties Identified within the Affected Area Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection

Resource

Property Type

Official(s) with
Jurisdiction

Public Recreational Uses

Section 4(f) Applies

Lillian Street Elementary School School Los Angeles Playground, asphalt play areas include track, tennis Yes, playground
5909 Lillian St, Los Angeles Unified School court, four-square, basketball and other ball courts, and| area only
District miscellaneous play space
San Antonio Elementary School School Los Angeles Asphalt play areas include track, tennis court, Yes, playground
6222 State St, Huntington Park Unified School basketball and other ball courts, and miscellaneous area only
District play space.
Salt Lake Park Park City of Huntington | Recreation center, gymnasium, grass soccer field, Yes
3401 East Florence Ave, Huntington Park synthetic grass soccer field, baseball diamonds, batting
Park cages, skate park, tennis courts, weight room, picnic
areas, barbecues, children's playgrounds, concession
stand, and meetings rooms
Legacy High School Complex School Los Angeles 1 baseball field, 1 open field, 4 tennis courts Yes, playground
5225 Tweedy Blvd, South Gate Unified School area only
District
Hollydale Community Center/Park Park City of South Gate | Basketball court, community center, playground. No | Yes
12221 Industrial Ave, Parks and onsite parking
South Gate Recreation
Department
Paramount Park Park City of Paramount | Playgrounds, handball courts, baseball diamonds, Yes
14400 Paramount Blvd, Paramount basketball court, picnic shelters/barbecues,
gymnasium, walking path, restrooms, pool with onsite
parking
Paramount High School School Paramount Unified| None, not a significant park or recreation area per No, no significant
14429 Downey Ave, Paramount School District official with jurisdiction public recreational
use
Paramount High School West Campus | School Paramount Unified| None, not a significant park or recreation area per No, no public
14708 Paramount Blvd, Paramount School District official with jurisdiction recreational use
Paramount Park Middle School School Paramount Unified| None, not a significant park or recreation area per No, no public

14608 Paramount Blvd, Paramount

School District

official with jurisdiction

recreational use
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Official(s) with
Resource Property Type Jurisdiction Public Recreational Uses Section 4(f) Applies

Adventist Union School School N/A, in private Campus not open to public. Playground is within No, not publicly
15548 Santa Ana Ave, Bellflower ownership private school grounds owned
Ruth R. Caruthers Park Park City of Bellflower | Baseball/softball fields, batting cages, skate park, game| Yes
10500 East Flora Visa St, Bellflower room, picnic areas, wading pool, playgrounds, tennis

courts, basketball court, volleyball courts, handball

courts, tetherball courts, fitness center, 2-mile fitness

course, equestrian path, barbecues, and bike trail
Valley Christian Middle and High School N/A, in private None No, not publicly
Schools ownership owned
17700 and 18100 Dumont Ave, Cerritos
Rosewood Park Park City of Cerritos and| Basketball court, sand area with playground equipment, Yes
17715 Eric Ave, Cerritos Artesia Cemetery | picnic shelters, barbecues, multipurpose field, with

District onsite parking

Artesia Park Park City of Artesia Banquet space, baseball/softball diamond, basketball | Yes
1870 Clarkdale Avenue, Artesia court, meeting rooms, picnic areas, picnic shelters,

children's playground, restrooms, soccer field, tennis

court, with onsite parking
Hollywood Sports Recreational City of Bellflower | Hollywood Sports, commercial recreational enterprise | No, private
9108 Somerset Blvd and 15230 complex recreational
Lakewood Blvd operation
Flora Vista Dog Park Park City of Bellflower | Off-leash dog exercise Yes
9203 Flora Vista St
Pacific Electric Depot Historic City of Bellflower | Pacific Electric Depot building and public restroom Yes, as a historic
16336 Bellflower Blvd building building property only, see

Section 4.1.7

The Mayne Events Center and the LA Events center | City of Bellflower | The Mayne Events Center and the LA County Fire No, primary

County Fire Museum 16400 Bellflower
Blvd

and museum

Museum

purpose is not park
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Resource

Official(s) with

Public Recreational Uses

‘ Property Type

Jurisdiction

Section 4(f) Applies

Los Angeles River Bike Path Bike path Los Angeles Bicycling, skating, skateboarding, jogging, and similar | Yes
County active recreation
Department of
Public Works
Rio Hondo Bike Path Bike path Los Angeles Bicycling, skating, skateboarding, jogging, and similar | Yes
County active recreation
Department of
Public Works
Bellflower Bike Trail Bike trail City of Bellflower | Bicycling, skating, skateboarding, jogging, and similar | No, License
active recreation Agreement

preserves rail use

San Gabriel River Mid-Trail Non-motorized| Los Angeles Bicycling, skating, skateboarding, jogging, and similar | Yes
trail County active recreation
Department of
Public Works
Paramount Bike Path Bike trail City of Paramount | Bicycling, skating, skateboarding, jogging, and similar | No, License
active recreation Agreement
preserves rail use
Urban Orchard Park (Planned) Park City of South Gate | Planned passive recreation park. Phase 1 is in Yes, Phase 1 only

Parks and
Recreation
Department

development and will include constructed wetlands and
an educational garden, orchard, and picnic plaza.
Future phases are envisioned to include walking and
bicycle paths, community art, and native plantings.

Artesia Historic District Recreational
Trails

Non-motorized
trail

City of Artesia

Walking and biking

No, License
Agreement
preserves rail use

Source: Metro 2023b, WSP 2023
Note: N/A = not applicable
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Figure 4-2a. Recreational Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection
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Figure 4-2b. Recreational Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection
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Figure 4-2c. Recreational Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection

Tweedy Blyg S
\Z\O
Legacy High ———— &® .
School Complex @ o o
08‘ Q
Los Angeles River —— ~—Rio Hondo Bike Path S =
Bike Path %) T
Abbott Ry S '[ 1:
N
S e
L 1
®l. o T
| o} |
| |
a Lo
o
/) Ve _ 1
m
0@%/ a
o WJ’ Q
2
&
3 )
° =
s s 0
3 =
< - .
&
§
v
~
) G
Hollydale Community — S T,
Center/Park & Yo s,
o) <
i g
105} -
2
Z
o

4l
(2]

Paramount High School
Rosecrans Ave 'O,

Paramount Park ——
Paramount Park
" Hollywood Sports
A Middle School JWaoksp
Somerset
N P 1,800 3,600 Paramount High School Blvd
[ |
Feet West Campus j\
Property Identification Paramount Bike Path
Section 4[f) Protected Bellflower Bike Trail
[ ] Not Section 4lf) Protected Flora Vista Dog Park
Alondra Blvd
Section 4(f) Protected Bike Path Adventist Union School

=== Not Section 4(f] Protected Bike Path

WSAB Transit Corridor Project

Flower St

Lakewood Blvd

Om= Locally Preferred Alternative

Source: Metro 2018a, WSP 2020, WSP 2023

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project

4-20 | March 2024 Final Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation



4 Description of Section 4(f) Properties

Figure 4-2d. Recreational Properties Evaluated for Section 4(f) Protection
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4.2.1 Lillian Street Elementary School

Lillian Street Elementary School is located at 5909 Lillian Street, Los Angeles, and is within
the Los Angeles Unified School District. The school provides instructional programs for
kindergarten through sixth grade and offers two after-school programs. The playground area
at Lillian Street Elementary is approximately 320 feet from the LPA. The campus provides
recreational opportunities open to the public when school is not in session including a
playground, asphalt play areas, and courts.

On January 30, 2020, Metro contacted the Los Angeles Unified School District to confirm
ownership, operation, and significance of Lillian Street Elementary School. Based on the
school district’s policy allowing public use of outdoor recreational facilities, the playground
portions of the school campus meet the definition of a Section 4(f) property.

4.2.2 San Antonio Elementary School

San Antonio Elementary School is located at 6222 State Street, Huntington Park, and is
within the Los Angeles Unified School District. The school provides instructional programs
for kindergarten through fifth grade. The San Antonio Elementary playground area is
approximately 270 feet from the LPA. The campus provides recreational opportunities open
to the public when school is not in session, including a track, asphalt play areas, and courts.

On January 30, 2020, Metro contacted the Los Angeles Unified School District to confirm
ownership, operation, and significance of San Antonio Elementary School. Based on the
school district’s policy allowing public use of outdoor recreational facilities, the playground
portions of the school campus meet the definition of a Section 4(f) property.

4.2.3 Salt Lake Park

Salt Lake Park is located at 3401 East Florence Avenue in the City of Huntington Park. The
park is owned by the city and provides a recreation center, gymnasium, grass and synthetic
grass soccer fields, baseball diamonds, batting cages, skate park, tennis courts, weight room,
picnic areas, barbecues, children’s playgrounds, concession stand, and meetings rooms. The
park is approximately 23 acres and is approximately 70 feet from the LPA and 480 feet from
the Florence/Salt Lake Station. Salt Lake Park meets the definition of a Section 4(f) resource
as it is a publicly owned park and recreation area.

On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the City of Huntington Park to confirm ownership,
operation, and significance of Salt Lake Park. Salt Lake Park meets the definition of a Section
4(f) resource as it is a publicly owned park.

4.2.4 Legacy High School Complex

Legacy High School Complex is located at 5225 Tweedy Boulevard, South Gate, and is within
the Los Angeles Unified School District. The school provides instructional programs for
ninth grade through twelfth grade. Legacy High School Complex is approximately 7.3 acres
in size and the sports fields are approximately 140 feet from the LPA. The campus provides
recreational opportunities open to the public when school is not in session, including a
baseball field, open field, and tennis courts.

On January 30, 2020, Metro contacted the Los Angeles Unified School District to confirm
ownership, operation, and significance of Legacy High School Complex. Based on the school
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district’s policy allowing public use of outdoor recreational facilities, the playground portions
of the school campus meet the definition of a Section 4(f) property.

4.2.5 Hollydale Community Center/Park

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

On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the City of South Gate to confirm ownership,
operation, and significance of Hollydale Community Center/Park. On February 12, 2020, the
City Parks and Recreation Department responded, confirming its jurisdiction and that the
park is accessible to the public. The park is a Section 4(f)-protected property.

4.2.6 Paramount Park

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

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

Separately, the city has an agreement for use of the 110-foot-wide LADWP ROW that is
located between the park and the Metro ROW. The approximately 166,000-square-foot (3.8-
acre) LADWP ROW is adjacent to the LPA. While the primary use of the power right-of-way
is not as a recreational property, it is included in the area afforded Section 4(f) protection
because the specifics of the property agreement are not available and it functions as part of
Paramount Park.

There is an existing grade-separated pedestrian crossing between the Paramount High School
east and west campuses that occupies a portion of the Metro and LADWP rights-of-way. This
crossing is exclusively for Paramount High School students and faculty and is not open to
public use. Therefore, the pedestrian crossing is not considered a Section 4(f) resource.

Paramount Park, inclusive of the LADWP ROW, meets the definition of a Section 4(f)
resource as it is a publicly owned park and recreation area; however, by the lease terms
described in License Agreement A000604 (Metro 1993), the separate parcel leased from
Metro is not a Section 4(f) property.
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4.2.7 Paramount High School

Paramount High School, located at 14429 Downey Avenue in the City of Paramount, is a
public high school in the Paramount Unified School District. The campus provides
recreational opportunities, including a baseball field, open field, six tennis courts, and a
football field and stands that are approximately 50 feet from the LPA.

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

4.2.8 Paramount High School West Campus

Paramount Unified Community School, located at 14708 Paramount Boulevard in the City of
Paramount, is a public school in the Paramount Unified School District. Students share
playfields with Paramount High School, which are accessed by an overcrossing of Metro’s
PEROW.

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

429 Paramount Park Middle School

Paramount Park Middle School, located at 14608 Paramount Boulevard in the City of
Paramount, is a public school in the Paramount Unified School District. The school has one
recreational playfield on campus, which is approximately 360 feet from the alignment.

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

4.2.10 Adventist Union School

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

4.2.11 Ruth R. Caruthers Park

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

On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the City of Bellflower to confirm ownership, operation,
and significance of Ruth R. Caruthers Park. On February 10, 2020, the city responded,
confirming its jurisdiction.

4.2.12 Rosewood Park

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

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

On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the City of Cerritos to confirm ownership, operation, and
significance of Rosewood Park. On February 10, 2020, the city responded, providing
information on ownership by the Artesia Cemetery District confirming its jurisdiction as
operator of the park and the local recreational significance of the resource. Rosewood Park
meets the definition of a Section 4(f) property as it is a publicly owned park and recreation area.
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4.2.13 Artesia Park

Artesia Park is located at 1870 Clarkdale Avenue in the City of Artesia. The park is owned by
the city and provides banquet space, baseball/softball diamond, basketball court, meeting
rooms, picnic areas, picnic shelters, children's playground, restrooms, soccer field, tennis
court, and onsite parking. The park is approximately 14.9 acres and is approximately 130 feet
from the alignment for the LPA. Artesia Park meets the definition of a Section 4(f) property
as it is a publicly owned park and recreation area.

4.2.14 Hollywood Sports

On February 10, 2020, the City of Bellflower informed Metro that the city owns the properties at
9108 Somerset Boulevard and 15230 Lakewood Boulevard, which is approximately 20 feet from
the LPA. Both parcels, totaling 28 acres, are owned by the city and were formerly used as a golf
course. They are currently leased to Hollywood Sports as an action sports themed operator. The
southern edge of this property is adjacent to Metro’s ROW. The property is the future site of the
Bellflower MSF site. While the current use of the property is recreational and the underlying land
ownership is the City of Bellflower, Hollywood Sports is a privately operated for-profit sports
facility. The City of Bellflower confirmed in a meeting with Metro on April 19, 2022, the content of
its letter from March 11, 2021, stating that the property is not identified as a significant park nor as
having an important role in meeting the park and recreation objectives of the city. As such, it is not
a significant public park or recreational property and is not subject to Section 4(f) protections.

4.2.15 Flora Vista Dog Park

On February 10, 2020, the City of Bellflower identified the city-owned Flora Vista Dog Park at
9203 Flora Vista Street, which is approximately 30 feet from the LPA, in a letter to Metro. The
park is a fenced area for off-leash dog recreation. The property is a park use and designated
as a “local” resource by the city. The southern end of the park lies adjacent to Metro’s ROW.
The park is approximately 0.6 acre and is adjacent to the Bellflower MSF site. Flora Vista Dog
Park meets the definition of a Section 4(f) resource as it is a publicly owned park and
recreation area.

4.2.16 Pacific Electric Depot Building

On February 10, 2020, the City of Bellflower provided Metro information about its lease,
maintenance, and operation of the historic Pacific Electric Depot building and restroom
building at 16336 Bellflower Boulevard, which is approximately 20 feet from the LPA. The
city indicated that it is important for its historic value to the community. The building is used
for storage and provides a public restroom. It is protected under Section 4(f) and addressed as
a historic property in Section 4.1.7 of this report but does not have separate park use.

4.2.17 Mayne Events Center and the LA County Fire Museum

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

Publicly owned museums, aquariums, and zoos are not normally considered parks,
recreational areas, or wildlife and waterfowl refuges and are therefore not subject to Section
4(f), unless they are significant historic sites.
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Based on the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012), the Mayne Events Center and the LA
County Fire Museum are not Section 4(f)-protected properties.

4.2.18 Los Angeles River Bike Path

Los Angeles River Bike Path is a Class I bike path and is the Los Angeles River’s longest
contiguous bikeway extending approximately 20 miles from the railyards in the City of Vernon to
the Shoreline Pedestrian Bike path in the City of Long Beach. The Los Angeles River Bike Path
runs on the east side of the river channel in the City of Long Beach and crosses the Los Angeles
River on a road bridge. Once it intersects Imperial Highway, the bike path continues north along
the west side of the Los Angeles River to the City of Vernon. The bike path on the east side
continues under the bridge to the confluence of the Rio Hondo channel and Los Angeles River in
the City of South Gate, which becomes the Rio Hondo Bike Path. The Rio Hondo Bike Path
continues to downtown Long Beach and ends by the Pacific Ocean. The Los Angeles River Bike
Path will cross under the LPA.

On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works to
confirm ownership, operation, and significance of the Los Angeles River Bike Path. On February
27, 2020, the county responded, confirming its jurisdiction and the local recreational significance
of the bike path and provided information on future planned extensions. The Los Angeles River
Bike Path meets the definition of a Section 4(f)-protected property.

4.2.19 Rio Hondo Bike Path

The Rio Hondo Bike Path is a Class I bike path (separated right-of-way for the exclusive use of
bicycles and pedestrians) paralleling the Rio Hondo channel through the San Gabriel Valley in
eastern LA County. The bike path extends from the Peck Road Water Conservation Park in the
southern Monrovia area to the Los Angeles River in the City of South Gate. The bike path heads
southbound through the Whittier Narrows Recreation Area and continues south until it joins the
Los Angeles River Bike Path at the confluence of the Rio Hondo channel and Los Angeles River.
The Rio Hondo Bike Path will cross under the LPA as the alignment crosses the Rio Hondo
channel.

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

4.2.20 Bellflower Bike Trail

The Bellflower Bike Trail is a Class I bike path approximately 2.7 miles long and extends
from the City of Paramount border to the San Gabriel River Trail at Ruth R. Caruthers Park
in the City of Bellflower, just north of the SR-91. The Bellflower Bike Trail is located entirely
within the Metro-owned right-of-way and parallels the LPA between Somerset Boulevard to
just north of the SR-91. The bike trail was developed by the City of Bellflower under a License
Agreement executed December 28, 2006, and revised June 13, 2007, between Metro and the
City of Bellflower. The License Agreement authorizes the construction, maintenance, and
use of the bikeway as a subordinate right to Metro’s right to construct, reconstruct, maintain,
and use existing and future rail tracks, facilities, and appurtenances along the property.
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On January 29, 2020, Metro contacted the City of Bellflower to confirm ownership, operation,
and significance of the Bellflower Bike Trail, including confirmation of the city’s
understanding that the trail exists subordinate to Metro’s need for the property. On February
10, 2020, the city responded, confirming the information in this section. Because the
property is currently in Metro ownership and the agreement reserved the property for rail
development, the land is not subject to Section 4(f) protection.

4.2.21 San Gabriel River Mid-Trail

San Gabriel River Mid-Trail is approximately 35.4 miles long and follows the San Gabriel
River between Azusa and Seal Beach. The trail will cross under the LPA as the alignment will
cross over the San Gabriel River.

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

4.2.22 Paramount Bike Path

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

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

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

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

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project

4-28 | March 2024 Final Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation



4 Description of Section 4(f) Properties

4.2.23 Urban Orchard Park (Planned)

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

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

In Metro’s January 2020 consultation with the City of South Gate Parks and Recreation
Department (Section 9.2.8), the city did not identify any concerns for Urban Orchard Park in
relation to the WSAB Transit Corridor Project.

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

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

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

4.2.24 Artesia Historic District Recreational Trails

On April 6, 2021, the City of Artesia opened the Historic District Regional Trails between
187th Street and 183rd Street. The trail is located entirely within the Metro-owned ROW and
parallels the LPA. The trail is governed by a License Agreement executed January 5, 2016,
between Metro and the City of Artesia for development of a bicycle and pedestrian trail. The
License Agreement grants rights for construction, installation, operation, alteration,
maintenance, reconstruction and/or removal of a bicycle and pedestrian trail for public use
as a subordinate right to Metro’s need for the property for a transportation purpose. Because
the property is currently in Metro ownership and the agreement reserved the property for
transportation development, the land is not subject to Section 4(f) protection.

4.3  Publicly Owned Wildlife and Waterfowl Refuges

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

5.1 Summary of Section 4(f) Evaluation

Table 5.1 summarizes the Section 4(f) evaluation for those resources identified within the
Affected Area of the LPA. These resources include both historic properties and publicly
owned park and recreational properties that are open to the public. Bicycle trails that meet
the Section 4(f) definition per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) are also included.
The analysis of Section 4(f) use of historic sites is based on Section 106 effect determinations
documented in the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Revised Final Cultural
Resources Effects Report (Metro 2024b). The California SHPO is the official with jurisdiction
over historic sites and has concurred with the effect determinations for the NRHP-eligible
historic properties included in Table 5.1, as described in Section 9.1. The remainder of this
section describes the evaluation of use for each Section 4(f) property identified in the Affected
Area.

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

Section 4(f) Protected
Activities, Features, or Section 4(f)
Attributes Description of Effect’ Finding

Pueblo del Rio/5024 NRHP-eligible historic No Adverse Effect No use
Holmes Avenue, Long property under Criteria A
Beach Avenue, Los and C
Angeles
Randolph NRHP-eligible historic No Adverse Effect No use

Substation/Randolph St, | property under Criterion C
Huntington Park

Southern California NRHP-eligible historic No Adverse Effect No use
Edison Long Beach- structure under Criteria A
Laguna Bell 60kV and and C
220 kV Transmission
Lines
LADWP Boulder Lines 1 NRHP-eligible historic No Adverse Effect No use
and 2 structure under Criteria A
and C
Rancho Los Amigos NRHP-eligible historic No Adverse Effect No use
Medical Center Historic | district under Criteria A TPSS, a train control and
District, Downey communication house, and

construction laydown area
within non-contributing area

of district
Century Freeway- NRHP-eligible historic Replacement of 1 bridge de minimis
Transitway Historic district under Criteria A within district; No Adverse impact
District and C Effect

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project

Final Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation March 2024 | 5-1



5 Evaluation of Section 4(f) Use

Section 4(f) Protected
Activities, Features, or Section 4(f)
Attributes Description of Effect’ Finding
Bellflower Pacific Electric | NRHP-eligible historic No Adverse Effect No use
Railway Depot/16336 property under Criteria A
Bellflower Blvd, and C
Bellflower
10040 Flora Vista St, NRHP-eligible historic No Adverse Effect No use
Bellflower property under Criterion C
Union Pacific Los NRHP-eligible historic No Adverse Effect No use
Angeles River Rail Bridge, | structure under Criterion
South Gate C
6000 Alameda St, NRHP-eligible historic No Adverse Effect No use
Huntington Park property under Criterion C
6101 Santa Fe Ave, NRHP-eligible historic Minor acquisition for grade de minimis
Huntington Park property under Criterion C | crossing; No Adverse Effect impact
2860 Randolph St, NRHP-eligible historic No Adverse Effect No use
Huntington Park property under Criterion C
6300-6302 State St, NRHP-eligible historic No Adverse Effect No use
Huntington Park property under Criterion C
L & F Machine NRHP-eligible historic No Adverse Effect No use
Company/2110 Belgrave | property under Criterion A
Avenue, Huntington Park
Huntington Par'k High NRHP-eligible historic Minor acquisition for grade de minimis
School/6020 Miles property under Criterion C | crossing; No Adverse Effect impact
Avenue, Huntington Park
Cudahy Substation/Salt NRHP-eligible historic Minor acquisition for grade de minimis
Lake Avenue, Cudahy property under Criterion C | crossing; No Adverse Effect impact
Los Angeles River NRHP-eligible historic New crossing of Los Angeles | de minimis
Channel, South Gate property under Criteria A | River; No Adverse Effect impact
and C
Rio Hondo Channel, NRHP-eligible historic New crossing of Rio Hondo; de minimis
South Gate property under Criteria A | No Adverse Effect impact
and C
San Gabriel River NRHP-eligible historic New crossing of San Gabriel de minimis
Channel, Cerritos property under Criteria A | River; No Adverse Effect impact
and C
Lillian Street Elementary | Playground, asphalt play Land is not permanently No use

School
5909 Lillian St,
Los Angeles

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

incorporated into

transportation facility; there is

no temporary occupancy of
land; qualifying protected
activities, features, or
attributes are not
substantially impaired (no
constructive use)
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Section 4(f) Protected
Activities, Features, or Section 4(f)
Attributes Description of Effect’ Finding
San Antonio Elementary | Asphalt play areas include | Land is not permanently No use
School track, tennis court, incorporated into
6222 State St, basketball and other ball transportation facility; there is
Huntington Park courts, and miscellaneous | no temporary occupancy of
play space land; qualifying protected
activities, features, or
attributes are not
substantially impaired (no
constructive use)
Salt Lake Park Recreation center, Land is not permanently No use
3401 East Florence Ave, gymnasium, grass soccer | incorporated into
Huntington Park field, synthetic grass transportation facility; there is
soccer field, baseball no temporary occupancy of
diamonds, batting cages, | land; qualifying protected
skate park, tennis courts, activities, features, or
weight room, picnic areas, | attributes are not
barbecues, children's substantially impaired (no
playgrounds, concession | constructive use)
stand, and meetings
rooms
Legacy High School 1 baseball field, 1 open Land is not permanently No use
Complex field, 4 tennis courts incorporated into
5225 Tweedy Boulevard, transportation facility; there is
South Gate no temporary occupancy of
land; qualifying protected
activities, features, or
attributes are not
substantially impaired (no
constructive use)
Hollydale Community Basketball court, Land is not permanently No use

Center/Park
12221 Industrial Ave,
South Gate

community center,
playground. No onsite
parking

incorporated into
transportation facility; there is
no temporary occupancy of
land; qualifying protected
activities, features, or
attributes are not
substantially impaired (no
constructive use)
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Section 4(f) Protected
Activities, Features, or
Attributes

Description of Effect’

Section 4(f)
Finding

Paramount Park Playgrounds, handball Permanent occupancy of de minimis
14400 Paramount Blvd, courts, baseball approximately 4,470 square impact and
Paramount diamonds, basketball feet and temporary temporary
court, picnic occupancy of approximately occupancy
shelters/barbecues, 6,540 square feet of LADWP exception
gymnasium, walking path, | right-of-way that functions as
restrooms, pool with part of Paramount Park;
onsite parking qualifying protected activities,
features, or attributes are not
substantially impaired (no
constructive use)
Ruth R. Caruthers Park Baseball/softball fields, Land is not permanently No use
10500 East Flora Visa St, | batting cages, skate park, | incorporated into
Bellflower game room, picnic areas, | transportation facility; there is
wading pool, playgrounds, | no temporary occupancy of
tennis courts, basketball land; qualifying protected
court, volleyball courts, activities, features, or
handball courts, tetherball | attributes are not
courts, fitness center, two- | substantially impaired (no
mile fitness course, constructive use)
equestrian path,
barbecues. Park includes
onsite parking and 2.5-
mile bike trail
Rosewood Park Basketball court, sand Land is not permanently No use
17715 Eric Ave, Cerritos | area with playground incorporated into
equipment, picnic transportation facility; there is
shelters, barbecues, no temporary occupancy of
multipurpose field, with land; qualifying protected
onsite parking activities, features, or
attributes are not
substantially impaired (no
constructive use)
Artesia Park Banquet space, Land is not permanently No use
1870 Clarkdale Ave, baseball/softball incorporated into
Artesia diamond, basketball court, | transportation facility; there is

meeting rooms, picnic
areas, picnic shelters,
children's playground,
restrooms, soccer field,
tennis court, with onsite
parking

no temporary occupancy of
land; qualifying protected
activities, features, or
attributes are not
substantially impaired (no
constructive use)
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Section 4(f) Protected
Activities, Features, or Section 4(f)
Attributes Description of Effect’ Finding
Flora Vista Dog Park Off-leash dog exercise Land is not permanently No use
9203 Flora Vista St incorporated into

transportation facility; there is
no temporary occupancy of
land; qualifying protected
activities, features, or
attributes are not
substantially impaired (no
constructive use)

Los Angeles River Bike Bicycling, skating, Short-duration detour during | Temporary
Path skateboarding, and similar | construction occupancy
active recreation exception
(No Use)
Rio Hondo Bike Path Bicycling, skating, Short-duration detour during | Temporary
skateboarding, and similar | construction occupancy
active recreation exception
(No Use)
San Gabriel River Mid- Bicycling, skating, Short-duration detour during | Temporary
Trail skateboarding, and similar | construction occupancy
active recreation exception
(No Use)
Urban Orchard Park Planned passive Land is not permanently No Use
(Planned) recreation park incorporated into

transportation facility; there is
no temporary occupancy of
land; qualifying protected
activities, features, or
attributes are not
substantially impaired (no
constructive use)

Source: WSP 2020, WSP 2023

Notes: 'Description of Effect includes the Section 106 finding of effect for historic properties or a summary of the evaluation
included in Section 5.3 of this evaluation for park and recreation areas.

LADWP = Los Angeles Department of Water and Power; MSF = maintenance and storage facility; NRHP = National Register of
Historic Places

5.2 Historic Sites
5.2.1 Pueblo del Rio/5024 Holmes Avenue, Long Beach Avenue, Los Angeles
5.2.1.1 Permanent Incorporation

Located in the APE for the LPA, the Pueblo del Rio Public Housing Complex Historic District
is a 17.5-acre public housing complex composed of 57 two-story, multi-family dwellings (Figure
4-1). The LPA will be in an aerial viaduct south of the historic district that will parallel the
existing right-of-way along Long Beach Avenue. The Slauson/A Line Station will also be located
adjacent to Pueblo del Rio. The LPA will not require any permanent easements, acquisitions, or
displacements from the property. The LPA will not alter any of the characteristics of Pueblo del
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Rio that qualify it for inclusion in the NRHP. The LPA will not diminish the integrity of the
historic property’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.
The LPA will have no adverse effect on this historic property under Section 106. The LPA will
have no acquisitions or direct physical effects to the Pueblo del Rio; therefore, no Section 4(f)
property will be permanently incorporated into the LPA.

5.2.1.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.2.1.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on
or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic properties affected”
or “no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project
determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the Section
106 process, FTA and Metro consulted with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on
this determination. Because the LPA will have no adverse effect on the historic property, it
will not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property
and, therefore, it will not have a constructive use of the historic property.

5.2.1.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary

Based on the discussion above, the LPA will have no Section 4(f) use of the Pueblo del Rio
Public Housing Complex.

5.2.2 Randolph Substation/Randolph Street, Huntington Park
5.2.2.1 Permanent Incorporation

Located in the APE for the LPA, the Randolph Substation on Randolph Street in Huntington
Park was completed in 1930 (Figure 4-1b). The property contains the standard components of
an electrical substation, including banks of transformers and a single building on the west-
central portion of the property. The LPA will be constructed in an aerial viaduct parallel to the
existing UPRR-owned La Habra Branch ROW in the median of Randolph Street. The LPA
will result in no physical impacts to the property, and no change to the property’s integrity of
location, design, materials, or workmanship will occur. Additionally, the LPA will not
physically alter the property’s substation building, which is set back over 160 feet south of the
property line, behind a brick wall. The LPA will have no adverse effect on this historic
property under Section 106. The LPA will have no acquisitions or direct physical effects to the
Randolph Substation; therefore, no Section 4(f) property will be permanently incorporated
into the LPA.

5.2.2.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use from the Randolph Substation.
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5.2.2.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on
or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic properties affected”
or “no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project
determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the Section
106 process, FTA and Metro consulted with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on
this determination. Because the LPA will have no adverse effect on the historic property, it
will not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property;
therefore, it will not have a constructive use of the historic property.

5.2.2.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary
The LPA will have no Section 4(f) use of the Randolph Substation.

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

Located in the APE for the LPA, the SCE Long Beach-Laguna Bell 60 kV and 220kV
transmission lines comprise two 60kV transmission lines and one 220kV transmission line
(Figure 4-1b). The LPA is located on the eastern banks of the Rio Hondo channel where it
crosses over the channel in a new LRT bridge and then transitions to an at-grade configuration
as it continues south. The alignment will pass between pairs of overhead towers, which are
located to the north and south and are spaced approximately 300 feet apart. Within this space,
TPSS 9E is also proposed. The LPA will require two permanent partial acquisitions, a
permanent surface easement, and a TCE from the transmission line corridor in which no
transmission towers are included. The resource itself is composed of overhead towers with
accompanying transmission lines, none of which will be altered by the LPA. As summarized
in Section 1.1.3, policy guidance for treating historic objects and linear structures that share
the right-of-way states that “When a future transportation project is advanced resulting in a
Section 106 determination of no historic properties affected or no adverse effect to such
resources, there would be no Section 4(f) use” (USDOT 2012). The LPA will not alter any of
the characteristics of the property that qualify it for inclusion in the NRHP, nor will it
diminish its integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and
association. Therefore, implementation of the LPA will result in no adverse effect under
Section 106. As part of the Section 106 process, the California SHPO concurred with this
determination. Per the Section 4(f) Policy Paper, there will be no Section 4(f) use of SCE Long
Beach-Laguna Bell 60 kV and 220 kV transmission lines.
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5.24 Los Angeles Department of Water and Power Boulder Lines 1 and 2

Located in the APE for the LPA, the LADWP Boulder Lines 1 and 2 consist of an
approximately 270-mile course of 287.5 kV transmission lines between Hoover Dam and the
City of Watts (Figure 4-1b). The LPA passes between the property’s overhead towers in an at-
grade configuration at Rayo Avenue along the San Pedro Subdivision ROW. The LPA will
require no additional easements or acquisitions, as the utility and rail right-of-way share an
existing easement at their intersection. As summarized in Section 1.1.3, policy guidance for
treating historic objects and linear structures that share the right-of-way states that “When a
future transportation project is advanced resulting in a Section 106 determination of no
historic properties affected or no adverse effect to such resources, there would be no Section
4(f) use” (USDOT 2012). Implementation of the LPA will not diminish the integrity of the
property’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.
Therefore, the LPA will result in no adverse effect under Section 106. As part of the Section
106 process, the California SHPO concurred with this determination. Per the Section 4(f)
Policy Paper, there will be no Section 4(f) use of the LADWP Boulder Lines 1 and 2.

5.2.5 Rancho Los Amigos Medical Center Historic District, Downey
5.2.5.1 Permanent Incorporation

Located in the APE for the LPA, the Rancho Los Amigos Medical Center Historic District is a
52-acre public health campus consisting of dozens of contributing buildings, in addition to
landscaping elements, internal roadways, and other features, all constructed between 1888
and 1952 (Figure 5-1).
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Figure 5-1. Rancho Los Amigos Medical Center Historic District
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The LPA will be located at-grade within the existing San Pedro Subdivision ROW. The
Gardendale Station will be located to the west of the property within the existing San Pedro
Subdivision ROW. One of two TPSSs under consideration will be constructed in the vicinity
of the historic property/historical resource, either to the west of the ROW on a private
property outside the boundary of the Rancho Los Amigos Medical Center Historic District,
or east of the right-of-way within the property boundary. Additionally, a train control and
communication house will be constructed within the property boundary. Acquisition will be
limited to a non-contributing part of the district. The LPA will require improvements to the
existing grade crossing at the intersection of Gardendale Street. Operational noise and vibration
levels related to the at-grade rail and grade crossing will not exceed FTA thresholds. The LPA
will require approximately 5,000 square feet of a permanent surface acquisition from non-
contributing portions of the Historic District.

Question 7C of the Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT 2012) provides guidance through the
question, “How is Section 4(f) use determined in historic districts?” The answer includes:

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

The LPA will acquire non-contributing land from the Rancho Los Amigos Medical Center
Historic District for a TPSS site and train control and communications equipment, and
temporary effects also will be limited to non-contributing elements of the district.

5.2.5.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will require a temporary easement to accommodate a construction laydown on non-
contributing elements of the district. The LPA will require approximately 213,600 square feet
of TCE. The temporary impact that will occur during the construction phase was included in
FTA’s effect determination under Section 106 and consultation with the California SHPO.
During construction, vibration monitors will be placed at the elevation of the historic
building closest to construction activities within 200 feet. When construction activities are no
longer within 200 feet of the historic resource, the vibration monitors will be removed.

5.2.5.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site
listed on or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic
properties affected” or “no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106
evaluation for the Project determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic
property. As part of the Section 106 process, FTA and Metro consulted with the California
SHPO to obtain concurrence on this determination. Because the LPA will have no adverse
effect on the historic property, it will not substantially impair the activities, features, or
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attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, therefore, it will not have a constructive use of
the historic property.

5.2.5.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary

Based on the discussion above, the LPA will result in permanent incorporation of land from
non-contributing portions of the Rancho Los Amigos Medical Center Historic District and
temporary occupancy of non-contributing portions for vibration monitoring during
construction. The use of this historic district will not impair the features or attributes that
contribute to its NRHP eligibility. Additionally, based on the Section 106 no adverse effect
determination and the fact that the acquisition is from non-contributing portions of the
district, the LPA will have no Section 4(f) use of the Rancho Los Amigos Medical Center
Historic District.

5.2.6 Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District
5.2.6.1 Permanent Incorporation

The Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District is a multi-lane roadway. In December
2019, Caltrans received concurrence from the California SHPO on its NRHP eligibility
determination for the historic district (Figure 5-2). The LPA will be located at-grade within
the existing UPRR San Pedro Subdivision ROW. Upon approach to I-105 from the north and
south, the alignment will transition to an aerial structure to cross over the freeway. The
alignment will remain relatively flat as it crosses over I-105 and the Metro C Line on a new
LRT bridge, which will be constructed roughly in the location of the existing Century
Boulevard Underpass. The Century Boulevard Underpass will be demolished and rebuilt
immediately west of its current location to accommodate the LPA alignment. A replacement
freight bridge will be constructed to the immediate west of the new LRT bridge. The
proposed LPA design includes all measures to minimize harm, including revision of design
subsequent to the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid demolition and replacement of two character-
defining bridges within the Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District.

The LPA will directly alter a small portion of the district and include the following actions:
demolition and replacement of one character-defining bridge (the Century Boulevard
Underpass), construction of a new LRT bridge over the freeway, construction of a new infill
Metro C Line Station and associated vertical circulation elements in the median of I-105
below the existing Facade Avenue Overcrossing, realignment of 2,500 feet of existing Metro
C Line LRT track to accommodate the infill station platform, and minimal removal and
replacement of landscaping. Implementation of the LPA will not diminish the district’s
integrity or alter in an adverse manner those physical characteristics that convey its historical
significance and that justify its inclusion in the NRHP. The LPA will have no adverse effect on
the historic district under Section 106.

5.2.6.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will require temporary occupancy of the historic site for construction activities,
including demolition and reconstruction of the Century Boulevard Underpass and realignment
of a portion of the C (Green) Line. These temporary construction effects were considered as
part of FTA’s No Adverse Effect finding under Section 106 and consultation with the
California SHPO. The LPA will have no adverse construction effect on the historic district.
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Figure 5-2. Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District
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5.2.6.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on
or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic properties affected”
or “no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project
determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the Section
106 process, FTA and Metro consulted with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on
this determination. Because the LPA will have no adverse effect on the historic property, it
will not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property
and, therefore, it will not have a constructive use of the Century Freeway-Transitway Historic
District.

5.2.6.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary

Based on the discussion above, the LPA will result in permanent incorporation and
temporary occupancy within portions of the Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District.
However, the LPA will not impair the features, activities, or attributes that contribute to its
NRHP eligibility. The LPA will have no adverse effect on the historic district. As part of the
Section 106 process, the California SHPO concurred with this determination. Additionally,
based on the Section 106 no adverse effect determination, FTA has found that the LPA will
have temporary and permanent de minimis impacts on the Century Freeway-Transitway
Historic District.

5.2.7 Bellflower Pacific Electric Railway Depot/16336 Bellflower Boulevard, Bellflower
5.2.7.1 Permanent Incorporation

Located in the APE for the LPA, the Bellflower Pacific Electric Railway Depot is a one-story
building designed with minimal Classical Revival-style architectural elements (Figure 4-1d).
Constructed ca. 1905, the building was recently restored in a historically accurate manner; its
appearance is consistent with its original design.

The LPA will be located at-grade within the existing PEROW. The Bellflower Station will be
located to the west of the depot, across Bellflower Boulevard within the PEROW. The LPA will
introduce new permanent rail-related visual elements within the ROW, including additional rail
tracks, fencing, pedestrian crossing gates, grade-crossing houses, TPSS, and catenary poles and
wires.

The LPA will not alter any of the characteristics of the Bellflower Depot that qualify it for
inclusion in the NRHP. The LPA will not diminish the integrity of the historic property’s
location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. Under Section
106, the LPA will have no adverse effect on this historic property. The LPA will have no
acquisitions or direct physical effects to the Bellflower Pacific Electric Railway Depot;
therefore, no Section 4(f) property will be permanently incorporated into the LPA.

5.2.7.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use from the depot building.
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5.2.7.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on
or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic properties affected”
or “no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project
determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the Section
106 process, FTA and Metro consulted with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on
this determination. Because the LPA will have no adverse effect on the historic property, it
will not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property
and, therefore, it will not have a constructive use of the historic property.

5.2.7.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary
The LPA will have no Section 4(f) use of the Bellflower Pacific Electric Railway Depot.

5.2.8 10040 Flora Vista Street, Bellflower
5.2.8.1 Permanent Incorporation

Located in the APE for the LPA, the property at 10040 Flora Vista Street in Bellflower is an
irregularly shaped parcel containing a single-family residence and detached garage (Figure
4-1d). The LPA will be slightly above grade, transitioning from at-grade into an aerial viaduct
within the existing PEROW. The PEROW is located directly to the south of the property,
which faces north toward Flora Vista Street. The LPA will not physically alter or modify the
building. The LPA will not diminish the integrity of the property’s location, design, setting,
materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. The LPA will have no adverse effect on this
historic property under Section 106. The LPA will have no acquisitions or direct physical
effects to 10040 Flora Vista Street; therefore, no Section 4(f) property will be permanently
incorporated into the LPA.

5.2.8.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.2.8.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on
or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic properties affected”
or “no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project
determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the Section
106 process, FTA and Metro consulted with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on
this determination. Because the LPA will have no adverse effect on the historic property, it
will not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property
and, therefore, it will not have a constructive use of the historic property.

5.2.8.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary
The LPA will have no Section 4(f) use of 10040 Flora Vista Street.
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5.2.9 Union Pacific Los Angeles River Rail Bridge, South Gate
5.2.9.1 Permanent Incorporation

Located in the APE for the LPA, the Union Pacific LA River Rail Bridge is a subdivided
Warren through truss rail bridge constructed in 1932 (Figure 4-1c). The LPA will require
construction of a new LRT bridge crossing over the Los Angeles River adjacent and roughly
10 feet to the north of the Union Pacific LA River Rail Bridge. The existing Union Pacific
LA River Rail Bridge will remain intact and continue to be used for freight operations.
While the bridge deck will not be altered by the LPA, four of the existing concrete pier walls
will be extended north to support the new railroad bridge. The LPA will not diminish the
integrity of its location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.
The LPA will have no adverse effect on this historic property under Section 106. The LPA
will have no acquisition or alteration of the bridge deck; therefore, no Section 4(f) property
will be permanently incorporated into the LPA.

5.2.9.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.2.9.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on
or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic properties affected”
or “no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project
determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the Section
106 process, FTA and Metro consulted with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on
this determination. Because the LPA will have no adverse effect on the historic property, it
will not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property
and, therefore, it will not have a constructive use of the historic property.

5.2.9.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary
The LPA will have no Section 4(f) use of the Union Pacific LA River Rail Bridge.

5.2.10 6000 Alameda Street, Huntington Park
5.2.10.1 Permanent Incorporation

Located in the APE for the LPA, 6000 Alameda Street, Huntington Park is a two-story,
daylight factory building developed for the National Automatic Pan Corporation in 1925
(Figure 4-1a). The LPA will be located at-grade in the existing La Habra Branch ROW along
Randolph Street. The LPA will require improvements to the existing grade crossing at the
intersection of Randolph Street and Alameda Street adjacent to the property. No acquisitions
or displacements are proposed on this property. The LPA will not alter any of the
characteristics of 6000 Alameda Street that qualify it for inclusion in the NRHP. The LPA will
not physically alter or modify 6000 Alameda Street. The LPA will not diminish the integrity of
the property’s integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and
association. The LPA will have no adverse effect on this historic property under Section 106.
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5.2.10.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.2.10.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on
or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic properties affected”
or “no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project
determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the Section
106 process, FTA and Metro consulted with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on
this determination. Because the LPA will have no adverse effect on the historic property, it
will not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property
and, therefore, it will not have a constructive use of the historic property.

5.2.10.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary
Based on the discussion above, the LPA will have no Section 4(f) use of 6000 Alameda Street.

521 6101 Santa Fe Avenue, Huntington Park
5.2.11.1 Permanent Incorporation

Situated in the APE for the LPA, 6101 Santa Fe Avenue in the City of Huntington Park is a one-
story daylight factory building developed by the Sav-A-Day Laundry Company in 1928 (Figure
4-1a). The LPA will be constructed at-grade within the existing La Habra Branch ROW in the
median of Randolph Street. A small portion of the property’s northeast corner will be
permanently acquired to accommodate slight alterations to the right-of-way and sidewalk
necessary due to grade-crossing modifications. The building and portion of the property will
not be physically altered or modified by the LPA. The LPA will not diminish the integrity of the
6101 Santa Fe Avenue’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and
association. The LPA will have no adverse effect on this historic property under Section 106.

5.2.11.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy beyond activities that were considered in the
Section 106 effect finding of the property for construction of grade crossing/separation
improvements, as described in Section 5.2.11.1.

5.2.11.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on
or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic properties affected”
or “no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project
determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the Section
106 process, FTA and Metro consulted with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on
this determination. Because the LPA will have no adverse effect on the historic property, it
will not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property
and, therefore, it will not have a constructive use of the historic property.
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5.2.11.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary

Based on the discussion above, the LPA will result in permanent incorporation of land within
portions of 6101 Santa Fe Avenue. However, the Section 106 process determined the LPA will
not impair the features or attributes that contribute to the property’s NRHP eligibility. Based
on the Section 106 no adverse effect determination, FTA has determined that the LPA will
have a de minimis impact on 6101 Santa Fe Avenue. As part of the Section 106 process, the
California SHPO concurred with this determination. The LPA will have a Section 4(f) de
minimis impact to 6101 Santa Fe Avenue.

5.2.12 2860 Randolph Street, Huntington Park
5.2.12.1 Permanent Incorporation

Located in the APE for the LPA, the property at 2860 Randolph Street in the City of
Huntington Park consists of a Tudor Revival-style single-family residence, a detached garage,
and an apartment building at the rear of the parcel built with no discernible style (Figure
4-1a). The LPA will be constructed at-grade within the existing La Habra Branch ROW in the
median of Randolph Street. The property will not be subject to any permanent easements or
displacements. The LPA will not physically alter or modify 2860 Randolph Street. The LPA
will not diminish the integrity of the property’s location, design, setting, materials,
workmanship, feeling, and association. The LPA will have no adverse effect on this historic
property under Section 106. The LPA will have no acquisition or direct physical effects to
2860 Randolph Street; therefore, no Section 4(f) property will be permanently incorporated
into the LPA.

5.2.12.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.2.12.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on
or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic properties affected”
or “no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project
determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the Section
106 process, FTA and Metro consulted with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on
this determination. Because the LPA will have no adverse effect on the historic property, it
will not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property
and, therefore, it will not have a constructive use of the historic property.

5.2.12.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary
The LPA will have no Section 4(f) use of 2860 Randolph Street.

5.2.13 6300-6302 State Street, Huntington Park
5.2.13.1 Permanent Incorporation

Located in the APE for the LPA, the Spanish Colonial Revival-style bungalow court at 6300
State Street consists of two single-story multi-family residential buildings at the front of the
property and a pair of two-story apartment buildings at the rear. The LPA will be constructed at-
grade along the La Habra Branch ROW in the Randolph Street median. The property is located
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approximately 650 feet south of the alignment. The property will not be physically altered by the
LPA and will not be subject to any permanent easements or displacements. The LPA will not
alter any of the characteristics of 6300-6302 State Street that qualify it for inclusion in the
NRHP, nor will it diminish its integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association. The LPA will have no adverse effect on this historic property under
Section 106. Therefore, no Section 4(f) property will be permanently incorporated into the LPA.

5.2.13.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.2.13.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on or
eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic properties affected” or
“no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project
determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the Section 106
process, FTA and Metro consulted with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on this
determination. Because the LPA will have no adverse effect on the historic property, it will not
substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property and,
therefore, it will not have a constructive use of the historic property.

5.2.13.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary
The LPA will have no Section 4(f) use of 6300-6302 State Street.

5.2.14 L & F Machine Company/2110 Belgrave Avenue, Huntington Park
5.2.14.1 Permanent Incorporation

Located in the APE for the LPA, the L & F Machine Company includes a double-volume
warehouse building and office (Figure 4-1a). The LPA will be at-grade in the existing La
Habra Branch ROW along Randolph Street. The LPA will include improvements to the
existing grade crossing at the intersection of Randolph Street and Albany Street. The LPA will
not physically alter or modify the building at 2110 Belgrave Avenue. The property will not be
subject to any permanent easements or displacements. The addition of the project-related
visual elements from both construction and operation will not diminish the property’s
integrity of setting, feeling, or association, and will not detract from the character of the area.
The LPA will have no adverse effect under Section 106 for this individual historic property.
Therefore, no Section 4(f) property will be permanently incorporated into the LPA.

5.2.14.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of the property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.2.14.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on
or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic properties affected”
or “no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project
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determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the Section
106 process, FTA and Metro consulted with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on
this determination. Because the LPA will have no adverse effect on the historic property, it
will not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property,
and, therefore, it will not have a constructive use of the historic property.

5.2.14.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary
The LPA will have no Section 4(f) use of the L & F Machine Company.

5.2.15 Huntington Park High School, 6020 Miles Avenue, Huntington Park
5.2.15.1 Permanent Incorporation

Located in the APE for the LPA, Huntington Park High School includes approximately 13
permanent buildings and several portable classroom buildings across its campus (Figure
4-1a). The LPA will be at-grade within the existing La Habra Branch ROW in the median of
Randolph Street in the vicinity of 6020 Miles Avenue. The existing grade crossing, at the
Miles Avenue and Randolph Street intersection, will be modified. To accommodate slight
alterations to the right-of-way and sidewalk, a small portion of the property’s southwest
corner will be permanently acquired. The buildings located on the property will not be
physically altered or modified by the LPA.

The LPA will not alter any of the characteristics of 6020 Miles Avenue that qualify it for
inclusion in the NRHP, CRHR, or local designation and will not diminish the integrity of the
property’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.
Therefore, the LPA will have no adverse effect on 6020 Miles Avenue under Section 106.

5.2.15.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy beyond grade-crossing improvements,
monitoring, and surveying activities that were considered in the Section 106 effect finding of
the property for right-of-entry, project construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.2.15.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on
or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic properties affected”
or “no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project
determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the Section
106 process, FTA and Metro consulted with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on
this determination. Because the LPA will incorporate land from and not substantially impair
the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property, it will not have a constructive
use of the historic property.

5.2.15.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary

Based on the discussion above, the LPA will result in permanent incorporation of land within
portions of Huntington Park High School located at 6020 Miles Avenue and temporary
occupancy during construction. However, the LPA will not impair the features or attributes
that contribute to its NRHP eligibility. As part of the Section 106 process, the California
SHPO concurred with the determination of No Adverse Effect to the property. Additionally,
based on the Section 106 no adverse effect determination, FTA determined that the LPA will
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have temporary and permanent de minimis impacts on Huntington Park High School at 6020
Miles Avenue.

5.2.16 Cudahy Substation/Salt Lake Avenue, Cudahy
5.2.16.1 Permanent Incorporation

Located in the APE for the LPA between Salt Lake Avenue and Elizabeth Street east of Otis
Avenue in Cudahy, the Cudahy Substation contains the standard components of an electrical
substation (Figure 4-1b). The LPA will be constructed at-grade in the existing San Pedro
Subdivision ROW, which is adjacent to the substation property across Salt Lake Avenue. The LPA
will not physically alter the substation building, but will require a permanent acquisition and TCE
for grade-crossing improvements on the property. The LPA will not diminish the integrity of the
historic property’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. The
LPA will have no adverse effect on this historic property under Section 106.

5.2.16.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy beyond the grade-crossing modifications,
monitoring, and surveying activities that were considered in the Section 106 effect finding of
the property for right-of-entry, project construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.2.16.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on
or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic properties affected”
or “no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project
determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the Section
106 process, the California SHPO concurred with this determination. Because the LPA will
have no adverse effect on the historic property, it will not substantially impair the activities,
features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property and, therefore, it will not have a
constructive use of the historic property.

5.2.16.4  Section 4(f) Use Summary

Based on the discussion above, the LPA will result in permanent incorporation of land within
portions of the Cudahy Substation property and temporary occupancy during construction.
However, the LPA will not impair the features or attributes that contribute to its NRHP
eligibility. As part of the Section 106 process, the California SHPO concurred with this
determination. Additionally, based on the Section 106 no adverse effect determination, FTA
determined that the LPA will have temporary and permanent de minimis impacts on the
Cudahy Substation.

5.2.17 Los Angeles River Channel, South Gate
5.2.17.1 Permanent Incorporation

The approximately 2,400-foot-long segment of the Los Angeles River channel within the APE for
the LPA was constructed in 1951 (Figure 4-1b). The Project will construct a new LRT bridge to
cross over the Los Angeles River channel. North of the Los Angeles River channel, the
alignment will be constructed at-grade in the existing San Pedro Subdivision ROW. Although
the LPA will result in construction within the subject segment, it will not alter the segment’s
orientation or its overall size or shape and will not impact its ability to function in its historic
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and current capacity. The new LRT bridge and its associated features, including soundwalls,
rail track, and catenary poles and wires, are compatible with the subject segment’s
surrounding urban industrial setting, which includes numerous transmission lines, rail
lines, and industrial and commercial properties. The Project’s actions are confined to a small
portion of the resource and will not alter any of the characteristics of the segment of the Los
Angeles River channel in the APE that qualify it for inclusion in the NRHP. Following
completion of the Project, the Los Angeles River will continue to be used as it was
historically. Further, the actions proposed are small in scale when considered in the context
of the 51-mile alignment of the river as a whole. Therefore, implementation of the LPA will
result in a Section 106 finding of no adverse effect to the historic property.

5.2.17.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy beyond construction activities that were
considered in the Section 106 effect finding of the property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.2.17.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on
or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic properties affected”
or “no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project
determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the Section
106 process, FTA and Metro consulted with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on
this determination. Because the LPA will have no adverse effect on the historic property, it
will not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property
and, therefore, it will not have a constructive use of the historic property.

5.2.17.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary

Based on the discussion above, the LPA will result in permanent incorporation of land within
portions of the Los Angeles River channel and temporary occupancy during construction.
However, the LPA will not impair the features or attributes that contribute to its NRHP
eligibility. As part of the Section 106 process, the California SHPO concurred with this
determination. Additionally, based on the Section 106 no adverse effect determination, FTA
determined that the LPA will have temporary and permanent de minimis impacts on the Los
Angeles River channel.

5.2.18 Rio Hondo Channel, South Gate
5.2.18.1 Permanent Incorporation

The LPA will require construction of a new LRT bridge to cross over the Rio Hondo channel
(Figure 4-1b). The alignment will be constructed at-grade in the existing San Pedro Subdivision
ROW. It will then transition to an aerial configuration to cross over the Rio Hondo channel on
anew LRT bridge. The existing freight/Rio Hondo channel Bridge, which crosses the river
within the APE, will remain intact and continue to be used for freight operations. To
accommodate the proposed alignment, a new LRT bridge will be constructed roughly 15 feet
east of the existing bridge. The LPA will alter only a small portion of the Rio Hondo channel
and will not modify any of the characteristics of the portion of the subject segment that
qualify it for inclusion in the NRHP, nor will it diminish the integrity of its location, design,
setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. Following completion of the
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Project, the Rio Hondo channel will continue to be used as it was historically. Further, the
actions proposed are small in scale when considered in the context of the 16-mile alignment
of the river as a whole. Therefore, implementation of the LPA will result in a Section 106
finding of no adverse effect to the historic property.

5.2.18.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy beyond construction activities that were
considered in the Section 106 effect finding of the property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.2.18.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on
or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic properties affected”
or “no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project
determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the Section
106 process, FTA and Metro consulted with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on
this determination. Because the LPA will have no adverse effect on the historic property, it
will not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property
and, therefore, it will not have a constructive use of the historic property.

5.2.18.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary

Based on the discussion above, the LPA will result in permanent incorporation of land within
portions of the Rio Hondo channel and temporary occupancy during construction. However,
the LPA will not impair the features or attributes that contribute to its NRHP eligibility. As
part of the Section 106 process, the California SHPO concurred with this determination.
Additionally, based on the Section 106 no adverse effect determination, FTA determined that
the LPA will have temporary and permanent de minimis impacts on the Rio Hondo channel.

5.2.19 San Gabriel River Channel, Cerritos
5.2.19.1 Permanent Incorporation

The LPA will require construction of a new LRT bridge to cross over the San Gabriel River
channel (Figure 4-1d). Just northwest of the river channel, the LRT alignment will cross under
the SR-91 freeway in an existing underpass. It will then cross over the San Gabriel River on a
new LRT bridge that will replace the existing abandoned San Gabriel River Bridge. Although
the LPA will result in construction within the subject segment, it will not alter the segment’s
orientation or its overall size or shape and will not impact its ability to function in its historic
and current capacity. The replacement LRT bridge and its associated features such as sound
walls, rail track, and catenary poles and wires are generally compatible with the subject
segment’s surrounding setting, which is highly urbanized and includes the presence of built
features such as transmission lines and existing rail lines, in addition to a variety of property
types. The alterations proposed as part of the LPA are confined to a small portion of the San
Gabriel River. Therefore, implementation of the LPA will result in a Section 106 finding of no
adverse effect to the historic property.
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5.2.19.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy beyond construction activities that were
considered in the Section 106 effect finding of the property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.2.19.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use does not occur when compliance with the requirements of 36 CFR 800.5
(Assessment of adverse effects) for proximity impacts of the proposed action, on a site listed on
or eligible for the National Register, results in an agreement of “no historic properties affected”
or “no adverse effect” (23 CFR Section 774.15). The Section 106 evaluation for the Project
determined that there will be no adverse effect on the historic property. As part of the Section
106 process, FTA and Metro consulted with the California SHPO to obtain concurrence on
this determination. Because the LPA will have no adverse effect on the historic property, it
will not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property
and, therefore, it will not have a constructive use of the historic property.

5.2.19.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary

Based on the discussion above, the LPA will result in permanent incorporation of land within
portions of the San Gabriel River channel and temporary occupancy during construction.
However, the LPA will not impair the features or attributes that contribute to its NRHP
eligibility. As part of the Section 106 process, the California SHPO concurred with this
determination. Additionally, based on the Section 106 no adverse effect determination, FTA
determined that the LPA will have temporary and permanent de minimis impacts on the San
Gabriel River channel.

5.3 Public Park and Recreation Areas
5.3.1 Lillian Street Elementary School

5.3.1.1 Permanent Incorporation

Lillian Street Elementary School has playground areas located approximately 320 feet from
the LPA (Figure 5-3). The LPA will not require any school property acquisition; therefore, no
Section 4(f) property will be permanently incorporated into the LPA.

5.3.1.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of recreation areas protected by Section 4(f)
for right-of-entry, project construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.3.1.3 Constructive Use

While the school property is located approximately 50 feet from the aerial and at-grade track
features for the LPA, the playground areas are approximately 320 feet from the alignment
and the proximity impacts are not so severe that the protected recreation activities, features,
or attributes that qualify the public school playground property for protection under Section
4(f) will be substantially impaired. No constructive use of the property will occur as defined
in CFR 774.15 and described in the following subsections.
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Figure 5-3. Lillian Street Elementary School
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Noise level increase

According to the analysis provided in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact
Analysis Report, the school property was identified as a noise-sensitive property (FTA Noise
Category 3 Land Use). Table 5-3 of that report indicates that the Lillian Street Elementary
School property will not exceed the FTA noise impact threshold as a result of the Project.
Construction noise Mitigation Measure NOI-6 will generally reduce construction noise levels
to within the FTA construction noise criteria; temporary short-term exceedances of the
criteria could occur (Metro 2024c) but will not be of such magnitude or duration to
substantially impair use of the school playground.

Impairment of aesthetic features

The proximity of the LPA will not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f)
property that contribute to its value as publicly available recreation space on a school property. As
noted in Section 4.3 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, there are no scenic
resources or sensitive viewers identified at Lillian Street Elementary School. The school is located
within the Industrial Landscape Unit, as described in Section 5.2.2 of the report, and the project
components were determined to be compatible for the landscape unit; therefore, the change in
visual quality will be neutral and no adverse visual effects will occur.

Restricted access

The LPA will not restrict access to the publicly available recreational uses on the school
property. As noted in Section 5.2.3.1 and Section 5.2.3.2 of the Final Parklands and
Community Facilities Impact Analysis Report, no restriction of vehicle or pedestrian access
to community facilities is anticipated.

Vibration impacts

The vibration impact from construction or operation of the LPA will not substantially impair
the use of the Section 4(f) property. As noted in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration
Impact Analysis Report and as indicated in Table 5-4 of that report, vibration levels at Lillian
Street Elementary School will not exceed the FTA vibration impact threshold; therefore,
Lillian Street Elementary School will not be affected by groundborne vibration.

Ecological intrusion

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl
refuge) that will be diminished by the LPA.

5.3.14 Section 4(f) Use Summary

There will be no Section 4(f) use of the Lillian Street Elementary School recreational property
by the LPA.
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5.3.2 San Antonio Elementary School
5.3.2.1 Permanent Incorporation

The LPA will require acquisition of a portion of the San Antonio Elementary School property
to construct a grade crossing for the at-grade track just north of the school property. The
partial acquisition of the school property does not include the area with recreational use.
Figure 5-4 shows the school property boundary, the boundary of the recreation areas on the
property that are protected by Section 4(f), and the partial acquisition required for the grade
crossing and separation for the at-grade track. The playground and recreation area of the
school, which is the property protected by Section 4(f), are approximately 75 feet from the
property that will be required for grade-crossing improvements and approximately 270 feet
from the alignment. The recreation area, which is the Section 4(f)-protected property, will not
be permanently incorporated into the LPA.

5.3.2.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of the recreation areas protected by Section
4(f) for right-of-entry, project construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.3.2.3 Constructive Use

While the school property will require limited acquisition for the LPA, the playground areas
are approximately 270 feet from the alignment and the proximity impacts are not so severe
that the protected recreation activities, features, or attributes that qualify the public school
playground property for protection under Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. No
constructive use of the property will occur as defined in CFR 774.15 and as described in the
following subsections.

Noise level increase

According to the analysis provided in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact
Analysis Report, the school property was identified as a noise-sensitive property (FTA Noise
Category 3 Land Use). Table 5-3 of that report indicates that the San Antonio Elementary
School property will not exceed the FTA noise impact threshold as a result of the Project.
Construction noise Mitigation Measure NOI-6 will generally reduce construction noise levels
to within the FTA construction noise criteria; temporary short-term exceedances of the
criteria could occur (Metro 2024c) but will not be of such magnitude or duration to
substantially impair use of the school playground.

Impairment of aesthetic features

The proximity of the LPA will not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f)
property that contribute to its value as publicly available recreation space on a school
property. As noted in Section 4.3 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report,
there are no scenic resources or sensitive viewers identified at San Antonio Elementary
School. The school is located within the Industrial and Residential Landscape Unit, as
described in Section 5.2.1 of the report, and the project components were determined to be
compatible for the landscape unit; therefore, the change in visual quality will be neutral and
no adverse visual effects are expected in this landscape unit.
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Figure 5-4. San Antonio Elementary School
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Restricted access

The LPA will not restrict access to the publicly available recreational uses on the school
property. As noted in Section 5.2.3.3 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact
Analysis Report, no restriction of vehicle or pedestrian access to community facilities is
anticipated.

Vibration impacts

As described in Sections 5.2.1 and 7.3.2 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis
Report, groundborne vibration from construction and operation of the LPA will not adversely
affect San Antonio Elementary School.

Ecological intrusion

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl
refuge) that will be diminished by the LPA.

5.3.2.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary

There will be no Section 4(f) use of the San Antonio Elementary School recreational property
by the LPA.

5.3.3 Salt Lake Park
5.3.3.1 Permanent Incorporation

Salt Lake Park is located adjacent to the existing railroad right-of-way and approximately 70
feet from the LPA (Figure 5-5). The LPA will not require any park property acquisition;
therefore, no Section 4(f) property will be permanently incorporated into the LPA. Currently a
portion of the railroad right-of-way is used for vehicle parking by visitors to the Salt Lake Park
Community Center. There is no record of official property easement or lease for that use of
the right-of-way.

5.3.3.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of the park property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.3.3.3 Constructive Use

While the park property is located approximately 70 feet from the at-grade track feature of the
LPA, the proximity impacts are not so severe that the protected activities, features, or
attributes that qualify the park property for protection under Section 4(f) are substantially
impaired. No constructive use of the property will occur as defined in CFR 774.15 and
described in the following subsections.
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Figure 5-5. Salt Lake Park
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Noise level increase

According to the analysis provided in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact
Analysis Report, the active recreational uses within the park such as ball fields, the baseball
diamond, and recreation facility are not noise sensitive; therefore, Salt Lake Park was not
evaluated for noise impacts and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the
park’s Section 4(f) protection. Construction noise Mitigation Measure NOI-6 will generally
reduce construction noise levels to within the FTA construction noise criteria; temporary
short-term exceedances of the criteria could occur (Metro 2024c) but will not be of such
magnitude or duration to substantially impair use of the park.

Impairment of aesthetic features

The proximity of the LPA will not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f)
property that contribute to its value as a public park and recreation center. As noted in
Section 4.3 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the park itself is
identified as a scenic resource to the surrounding area, with the park users being the
sensitive viewers. The park is located within the Industrial and Residential Landscape Unit,
as described in Section 5.2.1 of the report, and the project components were determined to be
compatible for the landscape unit. The change in visual quality will be neutral, with no
change in topography and no alteration or obstruction of views of Salt Lake Park, which was
identified as a scenic resource for the landscape unit. Therefore, adverse visual effects will
not occur.

Restricted access

The LPA will not restrict access to the public park and recreation areas. As noted in Section
5.2.1 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact Analysis Report, the LPA will
result in the loss of off-site parking spaces located within the San Pedro Subdivision ROW
that were developed by the City of Huntington Park and used by visitors to the Salt Lake Park
Community Center. There is no record of official property easement or lease for that use of
the right-of-way. Removal of the off-site parking spaces will not result in an adverse effect on
park access or the recreational use of the park. No other restriction of vehicle or pedestrian
access to the Section 4(f) property is anticipated. In addition, the LPA will provide another
mode of access to and from the park and recreation center.

Vibration impacts

As described in Sections 5.2.1 and 7.3.2 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis
Report, groundborne vibration from construction and operation of the LPA will not adversely
affect Salt Lake Park.

Ecological intrusion

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl
refuge) that will be diminished by the LPA.

5.3.3.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary
There will be no Section 4(f) use of the Salt Lake Park property by the LPA.
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534 Legacy High School Complex
5.3.4.1 Permanent Incorporation

The Legacy High School Complex sports fields are located approximately 140 feet from the
LPA (Figure 5-6). The LPA will not require any school property acquisition; therefore, no
Section 4(f) property will be permanently incorporated into the LPA.

5.3.4.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of recreational areas protected by Section 4(f)
for right-of-entry, project construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.3.4.3 Constructive Use

While the school property is located approximately 140 feet from the aerial and at-grade track
features of the LPA, the proximity impacts are not so severe that the protected recreation
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the public school property for protection under
Section 4(f) will be substantially impaired. No constructive use of the property will occur as
defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the following subsections.

Noise level increase

According to the analysis provided in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact
Analysis Report, the active recreational areas of the school property, located near the LPA,
were not identified as a sensitive noise receptor; therefore, the Legacy High School Complex
was not evaluated for noise impacts and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying
feature of the recreational area’s Section 4(f) protection. Construction noise Mitigation
Measure NOI-6 will generally reduce construction noise levels to within the FTA construction
noise criteria; temporary short-term exceedances of the criteria could occur but will not be of
such magnitude or duration to substantially impair use of the sports fields.

Impairment of aesthetic features

The proximity of the LPA does not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f)
property that contribute to its value as publicly available recreation space on a school
property. As noted in Section 4.3 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report,
there are no scenic resources or sensitive viewers identified at Legacy High School. The
school is located within the Suburban Residential and Industrial Landscape Unit, as
described in Section 5.2.4 of the report, and the project components were determined to be
compatible for the landscape unit; therefore, the change in visual quality will be neutral and
no adverse visual effects are expected in this landscape unit.

Restricted access

The LPA will not restrict access to the publicly available recreational uses on the school
property. As noted in Section 5.2.3.3 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact
Analysis Report, the LPA will not affect vehicle or pedestrian access to community facilities.

Vibration impacts

The vibration impact from construction or operation of the LPA will not substantially impair
the use of the Section 4(f) property. As noted in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration
Impact Analysis Report, groundborne vibration will not adversely affect the Legacy High
School Complex.
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Figure 5-6. Legacy High School Complex
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Ecological intrusion

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl
refuge) that would be diminished by the LPA.

5.3.4.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary

There will be no Section 4(f) use of the Legacy High School Complex recreational property by
the LPA.

5.3.5 Hollydale Community Center/Park
5.3.5.1 Permanent Incorporation

Hollydale Community Center/Park is located approximately 10 feet from the LPA
(Figure 5-7). The LPA will not require any property acquisition; therefore, no Section 4(f)
property will be permanently incorporated into the LPA.

5.3.5.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of park property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.3.5.3 Constructive Use

While the Hollydale Community Center/Park property is located approximately 10 feet from
the at-grade track of the LPA, the proximity impacts are not so severe that the protected
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the community center property for protection
under Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. No constructive use of the property will occur
as defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the following subsections.

Noise level increase

According to the analysis provided in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact
Analysis Report, the active recreational areas of the community center, located near the LPA,
were not identified as a sensitive noise receptor; therefore, the Hollydale Community
Center/Park was not evaluated for noise impacts and the acoustical environment is not a
qualifying feature of the park’s Section 4(f) protection. Construction noise Mitigation Measure
NOI-6 will generally reduce construction noise levels to within the FTA construction noise
criteria; temporary short-term exceedances of the criteria could occur (Metro 2024c) but will not
be of such magnitude or duration to substantially impair use of the park.

Impairment of aesthetic features

The proximity of the LPA does not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f)
property that contribute to its value as publicly available recreation space on the park property.
As noted in Section 4.3 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the Hollydale
Community Center/Park is identified as a scenic resource, with residents and park users being
the sensitive viewers. The community center and park are located within the Industrial
Landscape Unit, as described in Section 5.2.2 of the report. Although the LPA will be visible at
Hollydale Community Center/Park, it will not obstruct public views of or alter the visual
character and quality of the park since the LPA will be located to the rear of the park. Adverse
visual effects are not expected.

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project

Final Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation March 2024 | 5-33



5 Evaluation of Section 4(f) Use

Figure 5-7. Hollydale Community Center/Park
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Restricted access

The LPA will not restrict access to the publicly available recreational uses on the park
property. As noted in Section 5.2.3.3 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact
Analysis Report, the LPA will not affect vehicle or pedestrian access to community facilities.

Vibration impacts

As described in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report,
groundborne vibration will not adversely affect the Hollydale Community Center/Park.

Ecological intrusion

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl
refuge) that will be diminished by the LPA.

5.3.5.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary
There will be no Section 4(f) use of the Hollydale Community Center property by the LPA.

5.3.6 Paramount Park
5.3.6.1 Permanent Incorporation

Paramount Park is adjacent to the LPA. The at-grade track and aerial easements for the LPA
require termination of a lease agreement between Metro and the City of Paramount. A 40-foot-
wide parcel is currently leased to the City of Paramount by Metro for use by the city for onsite
parking facilities for the Paramount Park users, lighting, and landscaping. The License
Agreement A000604 (Appendix B) acknowledges that the return of the entire right-of-way
adjacent to Paramount Park is a possibility for the LPA. The reversion of the leased parking
area to accommodate the track alignment is not an acquisition of property from the Paramount
Park Section 4(f) property because the leased area is not subject to Section 4(f) (Figure 5-8).

Separately, the city has an agreement for use of the LADWP ROW located between the park
and the Metro ROW. The Project includes construction of a replacement grade-separated
pedestrian crossing between the Paramount High School east and west campuses on LADWP
property, which functions as a portion of Paramount Park. The new crossing will replace an
existing overcrossing in this location, but it will require additional space compared to the
existing footprint to upgrade the crossing to meet Americans with Disabilities Act accessibility
requirements. The replacement bridge is being constructed by Metro as a part of the LPA;
however, ownership of the bridge will remain with the Paramount Unified School District.
The replacement bridge and associated connections will occupy approximately 4,470
additional square feet of land from the approximately 3.8-acre LADWP property compared to
the existing bridge and sidewalk connections. The underlying land will not change ownership
after construction is complete. The LPA will not require any acquisition of the approximately
9.9 acres of park in City of Paramount ownership.
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Figure 5-8. Paramount Park
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The replacement bridge will be located in part of an open grassy area adjacent to the park’s
fenced southern and eastern boundary with the Paramount High School West Campus and the
continuation of the LADWP property beyond the area leased by the city adjacent to Paramount
Park. The Affected Area constitutes less than 1 percent of the Section 4(f)-protected land within
Paramount Park. The Affected Area is not used for any of the activities, features, or attributes
identified as significant for the park (playgrounds, handball courts, baseball diamonds,
basketball court, picnic shelters/ barbecues, gymnasium, walking path, restrooms, and
swimming pool). Because the replacement bridge will not adversely affect the activities,
features, or attributes qualifying a park for protection under Section 4(f), FTA has determined
that the replacement bridge on the LADWP property will have a de minimis impact on
Paramount Park. The City of Paramount Community Services and Recreation Department
concurred with this finding, as documented in Section 9.2.8 of this report.

5.3.6.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will require temporary occupancy of (a TCE on) approximately 6,540 square feet of
park property to construct the replacement grade-separated pedestrian crossing between the
Paramount High School east and west campuses. The FTA found that the temporary
occupancy exception applies to Paramount Park based on 23 CFR Section 774.13 that a
temporary occupancy of a property does not constitute a use of a Section 4(f) resource when
all the following conditions are satisfied:

Duration is temporary

The approximately 6,540 square feet of LADWP property that functions as a portion of
Paramount Park will be closed during the replacement of the pedestrian crossing. The
specific duration of this work is expected to be 2 to 3 years, which is less than the total
duration of construction for the Project (approximately 8 years, not including testing).

Scope of work is minor

The construction area for the replacement bridge will constitute a very small portion (less than
1 percent) of the total land area of Paramount Park.

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

The construction area for the replacement bridge is not used for any of the activities,
features, or attributes identified as significant for the park (playgrounds, handball courts,
baseball diamonds, basketball court, picnic shelters/barbecues, gymnasium, walking path,
restrooms, and swimming pool).

The land being used will be fully restored

The land area of the TCE will be fully restored to the pre-construction condition or better.

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

As discussed in Section 9.2, the City of Paramount Community Services and Recreation
Department has concurred with the FTA’s assessment of temporary occupancy.
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5.3.6.3 Constructive Use

The LPA will construct a replacement grade-separated pedestrian crossing for Paramount High
School partially located on the LADWP ROW; it will not use land from the portion of
Paramount Park owned by the City of Paramount. The proximity impacts from the LPA will
not be so severe that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the park
property for protection under Section 4(f) will be substantially impaired. No constructive use
of the property will occur as defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the following
subsections.

Noise level increase

According to the analysis provided in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact
Analysis Report, the active recreational uses within the park, such as ball fields and courts,
are not noise sensitive; therefore, Paramount Park was not evaluated for noise impacts and
the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the park’s Section 4(f) protection.
Construction noise Mitigation Measure NOI-6 will generally reduce construction noise levels
to within the FTA construction noise criteria; temporary short-term exceedances of the
criteria could occur but will not be of such magnitude or duration to substantially impair use
of the park.

Impairment of aesthetic features

The proximity of the LPA does not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f)
property that contribute to its value as a public park and recreation center. As noted in Section 4.3
of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, Paramount Park is identified as a scenic
resource, with park users being the sensitive viewers. The park is located within the Suburban
Residential and Industrial Landscape Unit, as described in Section 5.2.4 of the report. Overall, the
change in visual quality in this landscape unit will be neutral since the LPA will be compatible
with the visual character, and viewer groups in this landscape unit will be insensitive to visual
changes associated with the LPA. The LPA will not obstruct views of or alter the visual character
and quality of Paramount Park; therefore, adverse visual effects are not expected.

Restricted access

The LPA does not restrict access to the public park and recreation areas. As noted in Section
5.2.3.1 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact Analysis Report, the City of
Paramount leased parking located on Metro property along the northern boundary of
Paramount Park that will be affected as a result of the lease termination to accommodate the
track alignment. However, the onsite parking will be maintained to the extent feasible, and
onsite parking access from Paramount Boulevard will not be affected. Adequate onsite
parking will be available to park users and, therefore, the impact will not substantially
diminish the utility of the park and its uses. The LPA will not affect vehicle or pedestrian
access to community facilities, and the partial property acquisition of the LADWP property
will not affect the existing vehicle access and pedestrian access to the park, nor does the LPA
impact the existing access from Paramount Boulevard. In addition, the LPA will provide
another mode of access to and from the park.
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Vibration impacts

As noted in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report, groundborne
vibration will not adversely affect Paramount Park.

Ecological intrusion

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl
refuge) that will be diminished by the LPA.

5.3.6.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary

Based on the discussion above, FTA has determined that the LPA will result in a de minimis
impact for the replacement pedestrian bridge in the LADWP-owned portion of Paramount
Park. FTA also determined that the Section 4(f) temporary occupancy exception will apply to
construction activities within the portion of LADWP land that functions as part of Paramount
Park. The City of Paramount Community Services and Recreation Department concurred with
this finding.

5.3.7 Ruth R. Caruthers Park

5.3.7.1 Permanent Incorporation

Ruth R. Caruthers Park is located approximately 20 feet from the LPA (Figure 5-9). The LPA
will not require any park property acquisition; therefore, no Section 4(f) property will be
permanently incorporated into the LPA.
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Figure 5-9. Ruth R. Caruthers Park
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5.3.7.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of the park property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.3.7.3 Constructive Use

The park property is located approximately 20 feet from the at-grade track alignment. The
proximity impacts are not so severe that the protected activities, features, or attributes that
qualify the park property for protection under Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. No
constructive use of the property will occur as defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the
following subsections.

Noise level increase

According to the analysis provided in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact
Analysis Report, the active recreational uses at the park, such as the ballfields, skate park, and
fitness center, were not identified as noise sensitive; therefore, Ruth R. Caruthers Park was
not evaluated for noise impacts and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of
the park’s Section 4(f) protection. Construction noise Mitigation Measure NOI-6 will
generally reduce construction noise levels to within the FTA construction noise criteria;
temporary short-term exceedances of the criteria could occur (Metro 2024c) but will not be of
such magnitude or duration to substantially impair use of the park.

Impairment of aesthetic features

The proximity of the LPA will not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f)
property that contribute to its value as a public park and recreation center. As noted in
Section 4.3 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the park is a scenic
resource with sensitive viewers identified as users of the Bellflower Bike Trail and residents.
The park is located within the Suburban Residential Landscape Unit, as described in Section
5.2.4 of the report. Overall, the change in visual quality in this landscape unit will be neutral
since the LPA will be compatible with the visual character, and viewer groups in this
landscape unit will be insensitive to visual changes associated with the LPA. The LPA will not
obstruct views of or alter the visual character and quality of Ruth R. Caruthers Park;
therefore, adverse visual effects are not expected.

Restricted access

The LPA will not restrict access to the public park and recreation areas. As noted in Section
5.2.3.3 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact Analysis Report, no
restriction of vehicle or pedestrian access to community facilities is anticipated.

Vibration impacts

As noted in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report,
groundborne vibration will not adversely affect the park.

Ecological intrusion

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl
refuge) that will be diminished by the LPA.
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5.3.7.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary
There will be no Section 4(f) use of the Ruth R. Caruthers Park property by the LPA.

5.3.8 Rosewood Park
5.3.8.1 Permanent Incorporation

Rosewood Park is located approximately 30 feet from the LPA (Figure 5-10). The LPA will not
require any park property acquisition; therefore, no Section 4(f) property will be permanently
incorporated into the LPA.

5.3.8.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of the park property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.3.8.3 Constructive Use

The park property is located approximately 30 feet from the at-grade track alignment and 170
feet from the TPSS facility. The proximity impacts are not so severe that the protected
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the park property for protection under Section
4(f) are substantially impaired. No constructive use of the property will occur as defined in
CFR 774.15 and described in the following subsections.

Noise level increase

According to the analysis provided in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact
Analysis Report, the active recreational uses at the park such as the ball court, playfields, and
playground were not identified as noise sensitive; therefore, Rosewood Park was not
evaluated for noise impacts and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the
park’s Section 4(f) protection. Construction noise Mitigation Measure NOI-6 will generally
reduce construction noise levels to within the FTA construction noise criteria; temporary
short-term exceedances of the criteria could occur (Metro 2024c) but will not be of such
magnitude or duration to substantially impair use of the park.

Impairment of aesthetic features

The proximity of the LPA will not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f)
property that contribute to its value as a public park and recreation center. As noted in Section
4.3 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the park is a scenic resource with
no sensitive viewers identified. The park is located within the Suburban Residential Landscape
Unit, as described in Section 5.2.5 of the report. Overall, the change in visual quality in this
landscape unit will be neutral since the LPA will be compatible with the visual character, and
viewer groups in this landscape unit will be insensitive to visual changes associated with the
LPA. The LPA will not obstruct views of or alter the visual character and quality of Rosewood
Park; therefore, adverse visual effects are not expected.

Restricted access

The LPA will not restrict access to the public park and recreation areas. As noted in Section
5.2.3.3 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact Analysis Report, no restriction of
vehicle or pedestrian access to community facilities is anticipated.
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Figure 5-10. Rosewood Park
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Vibration impacts

As noted in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report,
groundborne vibration will not adversely affect the park. As described in Section 8.3.6 of that
report, with mitigation, construction vibration will not exceed damage risk thresholds.

Ecological intrusion

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl
refuge) that would be diminished by the LPA.

5.3.8.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary
There will be no Section 4(f) use of the Rosewood Park property by the LPA.

5.3.9 Artesia Park
5.3.9.1 Permanent Incorporation

Artesia Park is located approximately 130 feet from the LPA (Figure 5-11). The LPA will not
require any park property acquisition; therefore, no Section 4(f) property will be permanently
incorporated into the LPA.

5.3.9.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of the park property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.3.9.3 Constructive Use

The park property is located approximately 30 feet from the grade crossing and 90 feet from
the at-grade track associated with the LPA. The proximity impacts will not be so severe that
the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the park property for protection
under Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. No constructive use of the property will occur
as defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the following subsections.

Noise level increase

According to the analysis provided in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact
Analysis Report, the active recreational uses at the park such as the ballfields and tennis
courts were not identified as noise sensitive; therefore, Artesia Park was not evaluated for
noise impacts and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the park’s Section
4(f) protection. Construction noise Mitigation Measure NOI-6 will generally reduce
construction noise levels to within the FTA construction noise criteria; temporary short-term
exceedances of the criteria could occur (Metro 2024c) but will not be of such magnitude or
duration to substantially impair use of the park.
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Figure 5-11. Artesia Park
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Impairment of aesthetic features

The proximity of the LPA will not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f)
property that contribute to its value as a public park and recreation center. As noted in
Section 4.3 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the park is not
identified as a scenic resource with sensitive viewers. The park is located within the
Suburban Residential Landscape Unit, as described in Section 5.2.5 of the report. Overall, the
change in visual quality in this landscape unit will be neutral since the LPA will be
compatible with the visual character, and viewer groups in this landscape unit will be
insensitive to visual changes associated with the LPA. The LPA will not obstruct views of or
alter the visual character and quality of Artesia Park; therefore, adverse visual effects are not
expected.

Restricted access

The LPA will not restrict access to the public park and recreation areas. As noted in Section
5.2.3.3 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact Analysis Report, no
restriction of vehicle or pedestrian access to community facilities is anticipated. In addition,
the LPA will provide another mode of access to and from the publicly available recreational
uses on the property.

Vibration impacts

As noted in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report,
groundborne vibration will not adversely affect the park.

Ecological intrusion

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl
refuge) that would be diminished by the LPA.

5.3.9.4 Section 4(f) Use Summary
There will be no Section 4(f) use of the Artesia Park property by the LPA.

5.3.10 Flora Vista Dog Park
5.3.10.1 Permanent Incorporation

Flora Vista Dog Park is located approximately 30 feet from the LPA and immediately east of
the Bellflower MSF site (Figure 5-12). The LPA and the Bellflower MSF site will not require
any park property acquisition; therefore, no Section 4(f) property will be permanently
incorporated into the LPA.

5.3.10.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of the park property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.3.10.3 Constructive Use

The park property is located approximately 30 feet from the LPA and immediately east of the
Bellflower MSF site. The proximity impacts will not be so severe that the protected activities,
features, or attributes that qualify the park property for protection under Section 4(f) are
substantially impaired. No constructive use of the property will occur as defined in CFR
774.15 and described in the following subsections.
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Figure 5-12. Flora Vista Dog Park
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Noise level increase

According to the analysis provided in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact
Analysis Report, the active recreational use at the park, off-leash dog play, was not identified
as noise sensitive (FTA Noise Category 3 Land Use); this determination is consistent with the
FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (FTA 2018), “parks used primarily
for active recreation such as sports complexes and bike or running paths are not considered noise-
sensitive.” Therefore, Flora Vista Dog Park was not evaluated for noise impacts and the
acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the park’s Section 4(f) protection.
Construction noise Mitigation Measure NOI-6 will generally reduce construction noise levels
to within the FTA construction noise criteria; temporary short-term exceedances of the
criteria could occur (Metro 2024c) but will not be of such magnitude or duration to
substantially impair use of the park.

Impairment of aesthetic features

The proximity of the LPA will not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f)
property that contribute to its value as a public park and recreation center. As noted in
Section 4.3 of the Final Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the park is not
identified as a scenic resource with sensitive viewers. The park is located within the
Suburban Residential Landscape Unit, as described in Section 5.2.5 of the report. Overall, the
change in visual quality in this landscape unit will be neutral since the LPA will be
compatible with the visual character, and viewer groups in this landscape unit will be
insensitive to visual changes associated with the LPA. The LPA will not obstruct views of or
alter the visual character and quality of Flora Vista Dog Park; therefore, adverse visual effects
are not expected in this landscape unit.

Restricted access

The LPA will not restrict access to the public park and recreation areas. As noted in Section
5.2.3.3 of the Final Parklands and Community Facilities Impact Analysis Report, no
restriction of vehicle or pedestrian access to community facilities is anticipated. In addition,
the LPA will provide another mode of access to and from the publicly available recreational
uses on the property.

Vibration impacts

Off-leash dog play, which is the primary use of Flora Vista Dog Park, is not a vibration-
sensitive use. As noted in Section 5.2.1 of the Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis
Report, groundborne vibration will not adversely affect the park.

Ecological intrusion

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl
refuge) that will be diminished by the LPA.

5.3.10.4  Section 4(f) Use Summary
There will be no Section 4(f) use of the Flora Vista Dog Park property by the LPA.
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5.3.1 Los Angeles River Bike Path
5.3.11.1 Permanent Incorporation

The LPA will cross over the Los Angeles River Bike Path in the existing freight rail right-of-
way (Figure 5-13). The LPA will not require acquisition of land from Los Angeles County
within the boundaries of the Los Angeles River Bike Path; therefore, no Section 4(f) property
will be permanently incorporated into the LPA.

5.3.11.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will require a temporary easement during construction to safely construct a crossing
above the bike path. The FTA found that the temporary occupancy exception applies to the
Los Angeles River Bike Path. Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.1, a
temporary occupancy of a property does not constitute a use of a Section 4(f) resource when
all the following conditions are satisfied:

Duration is temporary

The bike path will be closed and a detour will be provided only for the period of time needed
to install and remove falsework above the bike path. The specific duration of the closure and
detour will be determined by the construction contractor but is expected to be less than one
month, which will be less than the total duration of construction for the LPA. Detours will be
provided as outlined in Mitigation Measure TRA-18 Transportation Management Plan(s) and
communicated to trail users per COM-1 Construction Outreach Plan (Table 8.1).

Scope of work is minor

Construction of the LRT crossing over the Los Angeles River Bike Path will constitute a very
small portion (less than 1 percent) of the LPA and a similarly small portion (about 2 percent)
of the entire length of the Los Angeles River Bike Path. There will be no temporary or
permanent physical modifications to the bike path. The only work that will affect the bike
path is the construction of the LRT guideway above the bike path.

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

Once the guideway is constructed, regular recreational use of the bike path can occur and will
not be affected by the guideway. During construction, detours will be provided as outlined in
Mitigation Measure TRA-18 Transportation Management Plan(s), and communicated to trail
users per COM-1 Construction Outreach Plan to maintain the Section 4(f)-protected
recreational activities.

The land being used will be fully restored

No damage to the bike path is expected, and any impacts, such as damaged pavement, will be
tully restored.

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

As discussed in Section 9.2, the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works has
concurred with the FTA’s assessment of temporary occupancy.
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5.3.11.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are
substantially impaired [23 CFR 774.15(a)]. No constructive use of the property will occur as
defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the following subsections.

Noise level increase

Per the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (FTA 2018), “parks used
primarily for active recreation such as sports complexes and bike or running paths are not
considered noise-sensitive”; therefore, the Los Angeles River Bike Path was not evaluated for
noise impacts and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the path’s Section
4(f) protection.

Impairment of aesthetic features

The proximity of the LPA will not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f)
property that contribute to its value as a public bike path. As noted in Section 4.3 of the Final
Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the path is not identified as a scenic resource
with sensitive viewers. Overall, the change in visual quality in this landscape unit will be
neutral since the LPA will be compatible with the existing visual character, including freeway
and rail bridges, and viewer groups in the landscape unit will be insensitive to visual changes
associated with the LPA. Therefore, adverse visual effects are not expected.

Restricted access

The LPA will not result in long-term restricted access that substantially diminishes the utility
of the bike path. Any restricted use of the path during construction will be mitigated via
detour routes for path users.

Vibration impacts

Bicycle and pedestrian use of the Los Angeles River Bike Path is not vibration sensitive.

Ecological intrusion

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl
refuge) that would be diminished by the LPA.

5.3.11.4  Section 4(f) Use Determination

FTA determined that the Section 4(f) temporary occupancy exception will apply to the Los
Angeles River Bike Path property with the LPA.

5.3.12 Rio Hondo Bike Path
5.3.12.1 Permanent Incorporation

The LPA will cross over the Rio Hondo Bike Path in the existing freight rail right-of-way
(Figure 5-13). The LPA will not require acquisition of land from Los Angeles County within
the boundaries of the Rio Hondo Bike Path; therefore, no Section 4(f) property will be
permanently incorporated into the LPA.
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5.3.12.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will require a TCE during construction to safely construct a crossing above the bike
path. The FTA found that the temporary occupancy exception applies to the Rio Hondo Bike
Path. Per 23 CFR Section 774.13 and as defined in Section 1.2.4.1, a temporary occupancy of
a property does not constitute a use of a Section 4(f) resource when all the following
conditions are satisfied:

Duration is temporary

The bike path will be closed, and a detour will be provided only for the period of time needed
to install and remove falsework above the bike path. The specific duration of the closures and
detours will be determined by the construction contractor but is expected to be less than one
month, which will be less than the total duration of construction for the LPA. Detours will be
provided as outlined in Mitigation Measure TRA-18 Transportation Management Plan(s) and
communicated to trail users per COM-1 Construction Outreach Plan (Table 8.1).

Scope of work is minor

Construction of the LRT crossing over the Rio Hondo Bike Path will constitute a very small
portion (less than 1 percent) of the LPA and will temporarily affect a similarly small portion
(about 2 percent) of the entire length of the Rio Hondo Bike Path. There will be no temporary
or permanent physical modifications to the bike path. The only work that will affect the bike
path is the construction of the guideway above the bike path.

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

Once the guideway is constructed, regular recreational use of the bike path can occur and will
not be affected by the guideway. During construction, detours will be provided as outlined in
Mitigation Measure TRA-18 Transportation Management Plan(s) and communicated to trail
users per COM-1 Construction Outreach Plan to maintain the Section 4(f)-protected recreational
activities.

The land being used will be fully restored

No damage is expected, and any impacts, such as damaged pavement, will be fully restored.

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

As discussed in Section 9.2, the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works has
concurred with the FTA’s assessment of temporary occupancy.

5.3.12.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are
substantially impaired [23 CFR 774.15(a)]. No constructive use of the property will occur as
defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the following subsections.
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Noise level increase

Per the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (FTA 2018), “parks used
primarily for active recreation such as sports complexes and bike or running paths are not
considered noise-sensitive”; therefore, the Rio Hondo Bike Path was not evaluated for noise
impacts and the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the path’s Section 4(f)
protection.

Impairment of aesthetic features

The proximity of the LPA will not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f)
property that contribute to its value as a public bike path. As noted in Section 4.3 of the Final
Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the path is not identified as a scenic resource
with sensitive viewers. Overall, the change in visual quality in this landscape unit will be
neutral since the LPA will be compatible with the existing visual character, including freeway
and rail bridges, and viewer groups in the landscape unit will be insensitive to visual changes
associated with the LPA. Therefore, adverse visual effects are not expected.

Restricted access

The LPA will not result in long-term restricted access that substantially diminishes the utility
of the bike path. Any restricted use of the path during construction will be mitigated via
detour routes for path users.

Vibration impacts

Bicycle and pedestrian use of the Rio Hondo Bike Path is not vibration sensitive.

Ecological intrusion

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl
refuge) that would be diminished by the LPA.

5.3.124  Section 4(f) Use Determination

FTA has determined that the Section 4(f) temporary occupancy exception will apply to the Rio
Hondo Bike Path property with the LPA.

5.3.13 San Gabriel River Mid-Trail
5.3.13.1 Permanent Incorporation

The LPA will cross over the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail in the existing freight rail right-of-
way (Figure 5-14). The LPA will not require acquisition of land from Los Angeles County
within the boundaries of the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail; therefore, no Section 4(f) property
will be permanently incorporated into the LPA.

5.3.13.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will require a temporary easement during construction to safely construct a crossing
above the bike path. The FTA found that the temporary occupancy exception applies to the
San Gabriel River Mid-Trail based on 23 CFR Section 774.13 that a temporary occupancy of a
property does not constitute a use of a Section 4(f) resource when all the following conditions
are satisfied:
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Duration is temporary

The trail will be closed and a detour will be provided only for the period of time needed to
install and remove falsework above the trail. The specific duration of the closures and detours
will be determined by the construction contractor but is expected to be less than one month,
which will be less than the total duration of construction for the LPA. Detours will be
provided as outlined in Mitigation Measure TRA-18 Transportation Management Plan(s) and
communicated to trail users per COM-1 Construction Outreach Plan (Table 8.1).

Scope of work is minor

Construction of the LRT crossing over the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail will constitute a very
small portion (less than 1 percent) of the LPA and will temporarily affect a similarly small
portion (about 3 percent) of the entire length of the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail. There will
be no temporary or permanent physical modifications to the trail. The only work that will
affect the bike path is construction of the guideway above the bike path.

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

Once the guideway is constructed, regular recreational use of the bike path can occur and will
not be affected by the guideway. During construction, detours will be provided as outlined in
Mitigation Measure TRA-18 Transportation Management Plan(s) and communicated to trail
users per COM-1 Construction Outreach Plan to maintain the Section 4(f)-protected
recreational activities.

The land being used will be fully restored

No damage is expected, and any impacts, such as damaged pavement, will be fully restored.

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

As discussed in Section 9.2, the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works has
concurred with the FTA’s assessment of temporary occupancy.

5.3.13.3 Constructive Use

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a
Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are
substantially impaired [23 CFR 774.15(a)]. No constructive use of the property will occur as
defined in CFR 774.15 and described in the following subsections.

Noise level increase

Per the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual (FTA 2018), “parks used
primarily for active recreation such as sports complexes and bike or running paths are not considered
noise-sensitive”; therefore, the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail was not evaluated for noise impacts and
the acoustical environment is not a qualifying feature of the path’s Section 4(f) protection.

Impairment of aesthetic features

The proximity of the LPA will not impair aesthetic features or attributes of the Section 4(f)
property that contribute to its value as a public bike path. As noted in Section 4.3 of the Final

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project

Final Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation March 2024 | 5-55



5 Evaluation of Section 4(f) Use

Visual and Aesthetic Impact Analysis Report, the path is not identified as a scenic resource with

sensitive viewers. Overall, the change in visual quality in this landscape unit will be neutral since
the LPA will be compatible with the existing visual character, including freeway and rail bridges,
and viewer groups in the landscape unit will be insensitive to visual changes associated with the

LPA. Therefore, adverse visual effects are not expected in this landscape unit.

Restricted access

The LPA will not result in long-term restricted access that substantially diminishes the utility
of the bike path. Any restricted use of the path during construction will be mitigated via
detour routes for path users.

Vibration impacts

Bicycle and pedestrian use of the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail is not vibration sensitive.

Ecological intrusion

The Section 4(f) property does not provide ecological value (wildlife habitat or waterfowl
refuge) that would be diminished by the LPA.

5.3.13.4  Section 4(f) Use Determination

FTA has determined that the Section 4(f) temporary occupancy exception will apply to the
San Gabriel River Mid-Trail property with the LPA.

5.3.14 Urban Orchard Park (Planned)

As described in Section 4.2.23, the City of South Gate began development of a new park.
Phase 1, a 7-acre parcel, is at a stage of commitment where it is subject to Section 4(f)
protection as a formally designated planned park (Figure 5-15). As described in Section
4.2.23, the identified future phases (Figure 5-15) are not formally designated in a master plan
or equivalent official document and are not subject to Section 4(f).

5.3.14.1 Permanent Incorporation

Phase 1 of Urban Orchard Park is located 2,000 feet from the LPA (Figure 5-15). The LPA will
not require any park property acquisition; therefore, no Section 4(f) property will be
permanently incorporated into the LPA.

5.3.14.2 Temporary Occupancy

The LPA will not require temporary occupancy of the park property for right-of-entry, project
construction, TCE, or other temporary use.

5.3.14.3 Constructive Use

Phase 1 of Urban Orchard Park is located approximately 2,000 feet from the LPA. At this
distance, there will not be proximity impacts that will substantially impair the protected
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the planned park property for protection under
Section 4(f). No constructive use of the property will occur as defined in CFR 774.15.

5.3.14.4  Section 4(f) Use Summary

There will be no Section 4(f) use of the Phase 1 Urban Orchard Park (Planned) property by
the LPA.
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Figure 5-15. Urban Orchard Park (Planned)
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6 AVOIDANCE ALTERNATIVES

The Section 4(f) regulations define an alternative that will not require the use of any Section
4(f) property as an avoidance alternative. Feasible and prudent avoidance alternatives are
those that avoid using any Section 4(f) property and do not cause other severe problems of a
magnitude that substantially outweigh the importance of protecting the Section 4(f) property
(23 CFR 774.17). Unless the use of a Section 4(f) property is determined to have a de minimis
impact, FTA must determine that no feasible and prudent avoidance alternative exists before
approving the use of such land (23 CFR 774.3).

Based on the Section 4(f) evaluation summarized in Section 5.1 of this report, the FTA found
that the LPA will have no use or will be subject to either a temporary occupancy exception or
a de minimis impact finding for all Section 4(f)-protected properties. As illustrated in

Figure 1-1, and per USDOT guidance (USDOT 2012), “[a] de minimis impact determination ...
is not an evaluation of alternatives and no avoidance or feasible and prudent avoidance
alternative analysis is required.” The WSAB Transit Corridor Project does not require
evaluation of avoidance alternatives.
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7 EVALUATION OF LEAST OVERALL HARM

In situations where FTA concludes in the individual Section 4(f) evaluation that there is no
feasible and prudent avoidance alternative and there are two or more alternatives that have a
greater than de minimis use of Section 4(f) property, a least overall harm analysis is necessary
pursuant to 23 CFR 774.3(c). As illustrated in Figure 1-1, when an alternative would only
have a de minimis impact, the requirement for evaluation of least overall harm is not
required. Because the LPA will have no use or will be subject to either a temporary occupancy
exception or a de minimis impact finding for all Section 4(f)-protected properties, the LPA will
result in no net harm and a least overall harm analysis is not necessary.
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8 ALL POSSIBLE PLANNING TO MINIMIZE HARM

As shown in Figure 1-1, the FTA may not approve the non-de minimis use of Section 4(f)
property unless the project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to these
resources resulting from such use. Because the FTA determined that each incorporation of
Section 4(f) property will be a de minimis impact, there is no requirement to demonstrate all
possible planning to minimize harm. However, it was only through project planning and
commitment to avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures that the magnitude of
impacts to each of the Section 4(f) properties where the Project will incorporate land will be
reduced to de minimis. The individual de minimis findings for each Section 4(f) property
consider the measures listed in Table 8.1 in making the finding.

Table 8.1. Project Mitigation Measures Considered in de minimis Findings

Mitigation
Measure ID

Mitigation Measure

TRA-18 Transportation Management Plan(s) (TMP)

TMP(s) will be prepared to address construction impacts on transportation facilities as
applicable under the jurisdiction of all involved cities and agencies.

The TMP(s) will address potential impacts from construction activities on vehicular,
transit, pedestrian, and bicycle access and mobility, including but not limited to,
temporary lane/roadway, sidewalk, bicycle facility, and freeway ramp closures; detours;
increases in traffic volumes (including regular traffic and construction traffic,
construction equipment, materials delivery vehicles, waste/haul vehicles, and employee
commutes); construction parking; and emergency services (e.g., fire, police,
ambulances).

The development of the TMP will be coordinated with Metro, local jurisdictions (cities
and the county), agencies, and other potentially affected parties (e.g., school bus and
transit operators and police, fire, emergency services providers). The TMP(s) will identify
specific TMP strategies, the party/parties responsible for implementing those strategies,
the agencies and parties the TMP strategies will be coordinated with, and
implementation timing.

The TMP will include specific strategies to address short term, project-related
construction effects on traffic, bicyclists, pedestrians, and area residents and businesses.
The following list, which is part of this mitigation measure, identifies the types of TMP
strategies that will be applicable:

= Public Information

— Brochures and Mailers
— Press Releases

— Paid Advertising

— Public Meetings/Speakers Bureau
— Internet
— Public Meeting Rooms

= Motorist Information

— Portable Changeable-Message Signs
— Ground-mounted Signs
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Mitigation
Measure ID

Mitigation Measure

= Incident Management
— Traffic Management Team
= Construction

Lane Closure Chart

Reduced Speed Zone

Incentives and Disincentives (e.g., early completion payments and late re-opening
penalties for contractors)

— Movable Barrier

— Temporary Pedestrian Walkways and Detour

The Resident Engineer will require the Construction Contractor to implement the
strategies in the TMP prior to, during, and after construction activities, as required in the
TMP.

Pedestrian and Bicycle Facility Closures: When sidewalks, crosswalks, and/or bicycle
facilities are temporarily closed during construction, pedestrian and bicycle detours will
be developed and clearly signed prior to closing those facilities.

COM-1

Construction Outreach Plan

Metro will develop a Construction Outreach Plan as part of Metro’s Construction
Relation & Mitigation Programs in Community Relations in coordination with affected
communities, community facilities, and businesses that will be implemented by Metro
and its contractors during construction of the Project. The Construction Outreach Plan
will include, but not be limited to, the following elements:

= Maintain access to community assets (including, but not limited to, schools and bike
trails) and neighborhoods during construction as practicable

= Maintain access to businesses during the operating hours of the businesses as
practicable

= Provide signage to direct pedestrians and motorists around construction areas;
around sidewalk, street, and lane closures; to entrances of businesses and community
assets; to maintain the flow of traffic around the construction area; and to notify
pedestrians and motorists of any permanent closed streets prior to the closure of
such streets

= Provide appropriate signage, barriers, and fencing for pedestrian and bicycle detour
routes to prevent pedestrians and bicyclists from entering the construction zones

= Provide signage alerting potential customers that businesses are open during
construction and clearly mark detours as appropriate

= Provide the public with updates, alerts, and schedules during construction and prior
to the start of revenue service through informational meetings, the project website,
and other forms of communication such as, but not limited to, mailings and flyers to
businesses and residences with 0.25-mile of the construction zone

= Develop a mitigation plan to support businesses affected by construction to help
reduce impacts to businesses during construction

= Coordinate construction activities with other capital improvement projects being
carried out nearby to minimize construction impacts and competing needs for detour
routes
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Mitigation
Measure ID Mitigation Measure
LU-1 Consistency with Bike Plans
During the planning process and prior to construction, Metro will prepare amended
language for each affected bicycle plan demonstrating that existing, planned, and
modified bicycle facilities will be connected during project operation. This language will
be subject to the approval of the Cities of Huntington Park, South Gate, Bell, Paramount,
and Bellflower, as applicable. Metro will modify the following bike trail segments into a
Class Il bikeway:
= Within the San Pedro Subdivision right-of-way between Ardmore Avenue to Century
Boulevard (City of South Gate)
= Along Salt Lake Avenue from Gage Avenue to Florence Avenue (City of Bell)
Metro will relocate the following bike trail segments:
= Paramount Bike Trail segments from Paramount Boulevard to Somerset Boulevard
within the Metro-owned Pacific Electric Right-of-Way (PEROW) (City of Paramount)
= Bellflower Bike segment from Lakewood Boulevard to the maximum extent of Clark
Avenue within the Metro-owned PEROW (City of Paramount and City of Bellflower)
VA-3 Construction Screening
During construction, the perimeter of construction staging areas and laydown areas will
be screened to shield construction activities and laydown areas from adjacent visually
sensitive land uses, including the following:
= Residential properties
= Salt Lake Park (City of Huntington Park)
= Hollydale Community Park (City of South Gate)
= Original Bellflower Pacific Electric Station (City of Bellflower)
= Artesia Historical Museum (City of Artesia)
= Old Station #30 (City of Artesia)
The screening will be designed consistent with the Metro requirements and in
coordination with cities and may incorporate artwork, Metro-branded design treatments,
and/or community-relevant messaging.
NOI-6 Noise Control Plan

Metro’s contractor will develop a Noise Control Plan demonstrating how noise criteria
will be achieved during construction. The Noise Control Plan will be designed to follow
Metro requirements, Construction Noise Control, and will include measurements of
existing noise, a list of the major pieces of construction equipment that will be used, and
predictions of the noise levels at the closest noise-sensitive receivers (residences, hotels,
schools, churches, temples, and similar facilities). The Noise Control Plan will be
approved by Metro prior to initiating construction. Where the construction cannot be
performed in accordance with the FTA 1-hour Leq construction noise standards, the
contractor will investigate alternative construction measures that will result in lower
sound levels. The FTA 1-hour Leq construction noise standards are as follows:
Residential daytime standard of 90 dBA Leq and nighttime standard of 80 dBA Leg, and
Commercial and Industrial daytime standard of 100 dBA Leq and nighttime standard of
100 dBA Leg. The contractor will conduct noise monitoring to demonstrate compliance
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Mitigation
Measure ID Mitigation Measure
with contract noise limits. In addition, Metro will comply with local noise ordinances

when applicable. Noise-reducing methods that may be implemented by Metro include:

= |f nighttime construction is planned, a noise variance may be prepared by the
contractor, if required by the jurisdiction, that demonstrates the implementation of
control measures to maintain noise levels below the applicable FTA standards.

= Where construction occurs near noise sensitive land uses, specialty equipment with
enclosed engines, acoustically attenuating shields, and/or high-performance mufflers
may be used.

= Limit unnecessary idling of equipment.

= |nstall temporary noise barriers or noise-control curtains, where feasible and
desirable.

= Reroute construction-related truck traffic away from local residential streets and/or
sensitive receivers.

= Limit impact pile driving where feasible and effective.

= Use electric instead of diesel-powered equipment and hydraulic instead of pneumatic
tools where feasible.

= Minimize the use of impact devices such as jackhammers and hoe rams, using
concrete crushers and pavement saws instead.

VIB-6 Construction Vibration Limits for Historic Properties/Historical Resources

Historic structures will be held to the vibration damage criteria identified in the following
table. Where possible, operation of the compactor/ballast tamper will be restricted to no
closer than 40 feet, and other equipment, such as, and similar to, vibratory rollers, large
bulldozers, caisson drills, and hoe rams no closer than 25 feet to a historic structure.
Such equipment will not be used within 25 feet of the Bellflower Pacific Electric Railway
Depot or the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power Boulder Dam-Los Angeles
287.5 kV Transmission Line towers or within 40 feet of the Frampton-Dantema House
(81644 Alburtis Ave, Artesia).

VIB-6 Construction Restrictions near Historic Properties

Damage
Risk Criteria
-infsec | Predicted Vibration Level - in/sec (PPV)
Property Location (PPV) with Mitigation Measure VIB-6

17-005 | Los Angeles Department of Water and 0.50 0.21 to 0.43 at 25 feet (below
Power Boulder Dam-Los Angeles 287.5 damage risk criteria)
kV Transmission Line (1936)

28-008 | Bellflower Pacific Electric Railway 0.50 0.21 to 0.43 at 25 feet (below
Depot, 16336 Bellflower Boulevard, damage risk criteria)
Bellflower

32-021 | 81644 Alburtis Ave, Artesia 0.20 0.10 to 0.20 at 40 feet (below

damage risk criteria)

Note: APE = Area of Potential Effect; in/sec = inches per second; PPV = peak particle velocity
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Mitigation
Measure ID

VIB-7

Mitigation Measure

Construction Monitoring for Vibration Near Historic Properties/Historical Resources

The contractor will monitor construction vibration levels within 200 feet of historic
buildings and structures to ensure the vibration damage threshold for that building or
structure will not be exceeded. A preconstruction and post-construction survey of these
buildings will be conducted by a qualified structural engineer. Any damage will be noted.
All vibration monitors used for these measurements will be equipped with an “alarm”
feature to provide notification that vibration impact criteria have been approached or
exceeded. This measure applies to structures identified as eligible for the National
Register of Historic Places and/or California Register of Historical Resources in the West
Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Final Cultural Resources Survey Report — Rev 2 (Metro
2023).

Source: WSP 2024
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9 Agency Coordination and Consultation

9 AGENCY COORDINATION AND CONSULTATION

This section discusses consultation and coordination with officials with jurisdiction over
Section 4(f) properties that could be affected by the Project and an overview of the public and
agency review of the Section 4(f) evaluation. This section provides the list of the Section 4(f)
correspondence received and the responses from officials with jurisdiction, which is all
provided in Appendix A. This chapter has been revised since the Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f)
Evaluation to include additional correspondence and concurrence of officials with
jurisdiction on findings.

Table 9.1 summarizes the coordination efforts to each agency with jurisdiction that received a
Letter of Correspondence. Prior to making Section 4(f) approvals under Section 774.3(a), the
Section 4(f) evaluation shall be provided for coordination and comment to the official(s) with
jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) resource and to the Department of the Interior, and as
appropriate to the Department of Agriculture and the Department of Housing and Urban
Development (23 CFR Section 774.5).

The Section 4(f) regulations require written concurrence of the official(s) with jurisdiction in
the following situations:

e Finding there are no adverse effects under Section 106 prior to making de minimis
impact findings, (23 CFR 774.5(b));

e For parks, recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges prior to making de
minimis impact findings that the project will not adversely affect the activities,
features, or attributes that make the property eligible for Section 4(f) protection, (23
CEFR 774.5(b)); and

e Applying the exception for temporary occupancies, (23 CFR 774.13(d)).

Because the FTA’s determination is a de minimis impact or temporary occupancy for each
affected Section 4(f) property, the determination is not subject to 45-day Department of
Interior review; however, FTA and Metro did provide the Department of Interior a review
opportunity during the comment period on the Draft EIS/EIR and received
acknowledgement with no concerns on September 23, 2021 (Appendix A). Subsequently,
Metro provided a letter to the Department of the Interior updating it on the Section 4(f)
analysis completed in support of the Final EIS/EIR on September 26, 2023. The Department
of the Interior acknowledged receipt on December 20, 2023.
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Table 9.1. Summary of Coordination with Officials with Jurisdiction

Consulted Agency ‘ Applicable Properties ‘

The California State
Historic
Preservation Officer

All historic properties

Outreach

Consultation on Section 106
APE on December 19, 2018
and April 26, 2019.

Consultation on
Determination of Eligibility
and APE expansion on
March 30, 2020.

Consultation related to
Century Freeway-Transitway
Historic District on
September 9, 2020 and May
22,2023.

Additional consultation on
Determination of Eligibility
and APE expansion on May
12, 2023.

Consultation on
Determination of Effect and
additional APE expansion on
November 17, 2023, January
3, 2024, and February 13,
2024.

Response

APE concurrence on
May 29, 2019

Determination of
Eligibility and APE
expansion
concurrence on June
29, 2023

Meeting January 3,
2024; Consultation
comments on January
4,2024

Determination of
Effect and APE
expansion
concurrence on
March 12, 2024

Los Angeles Unified
School District

Lillian Street
Elementary School

San Antonio
Elementary School

Legacy High School
Complex

January 30, 2020

None to date

City of Huntington
Park Department of
Parks and
Recreation

Salt Lake Park

January 29, 2020

None required

City of South Gate
Parks and
Recreation
Department

Hollydale Community
Center/Park

January 29, 2020

February 12, 2020

City of Paramount
Community
Services and
Recreation
Department

Paramount Park

January 29, 2020
September 13, 2023

Temporary occupancy
exception
concurrence on
November 16, 2023
de minimis impact
finding concurrence
on November 16,
2023
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9 Agency Coordination and Consultation

Consulted Agency

Paramount Unified
School District

Applicable Properties

Paramount High
School

Paramount High
School West Campus

Paramount Park
Middle School

Outreach
January 29, 2020

Response
February 18, 2020

City of Bellflower

Ruth R. Caruthers
Park

Flora Vista Dog Park

Bellflower Bike Trail

January 29, 2020

February 10, 2020
March 11, 2021
April 19, 2022

City of Cerritos
Recreation Services
Division

Rosewood Park

January 29, 2020

February 10, 2020

City of Artesia Parks
and Recreation
Department

Artesia Park

January 29, 2020

None required

Los Angeles County
Department of
Public Works

Los Angeles River
Bike Path

Rio Hondo Bike Path

San Gabriel River
Mid-Trail

January 29, 2020
September 13, 2023

February 27, 2020

Temporary occupancy
exception
concurrence on
November 29, 2023

Los Angeles County
Department of

Los Angeles River
Bike Path

September 13,2023

None required

Park
Rar > af‘d Rio Hondo Bike Path
ecreation
San Gabriel River
Mid-Trail
Los Angeles Paramount Park September 13,2023 None required

Department of
Water and Power

Source: WSP 2024

9.1 Consultation for Section 4(f) Historic Properties

Prior to making de minimis impact determinations under 23 CFR Section 774.3(b), FTA must
receive written concurrence from the pertinent SHPO or Tribal Historic Preservation Officer,
and from the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation if participating in the consultation
process, in a finding of “no adverse effect” or “no historic properties affected” in accordance
with Section 106 of the Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR part 800). The FTA shall inform
these officials of its intent to make a de minimis impact determination based on their
concurrence in the finding of “no adverse effect” or “no historic properties affected” (23 CFR

774.5(b)).
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9 Agency Coordination and Consultation

The Section 106 APE was determined through consensus between the undertaking’s lead
federal agency (the FTA), Metro, and the California SHPO. The APE was submitted on
December 19, 2018. A letter was received from SHPO on January 18, 2019, with comments
on the APE. FTA provided supplemental information on the APE delineation to SHPO on
April 26, 2019. On May 29, 2019, SHPO provided a letter stating that there are no further
comments on the APE and agreeing that the outlined historic resources screening
methodology is appropriate.

In March 2020, FTA and Metro determined preliminary eligibility for 9 identified
archaeological resources and 674 properties containing buildings, structures, or objects that
were constructed prior to 1978. FTA conveyed this information, as well as information about
expanded areas of the APE, as documented in the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor
Project Final Cultural Resources Survey Report — Rev 1 (Metro 2020) to the California SHPO
with a request for concurrence on March 30, 2020.

FTA and Metro consulted with the California Office of Historic Preservation (the California
SHPO manages the office) on September 9, 2020, regarding the Century Freeway-Transitway
Historic District. FTA and Metro met with SHPO on May 22, 2023, to provide updates on
project elements in the Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District. The findings included
in the Section 106 effects determination and reflected in this evaluation are consistent with
the consultation.

Subsequent to the Draft EIS/EIR and in response to public and agency comments and design
refinements, FTA and Metro revised the Section 106 eligibility determinations as
documented in the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Final Cultural Resources
Survey Report — Rev 2 (Metro 2023), which was provided to the California SHPO with a
request for concurrence on May 11, 2023.

FTA and Metro completed an effects determination for each NRHP-eligible or listed property
that is within the APE for the LPA and made an overall Section 106 finding for the Project of
No Adverse Effect as documented in the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Revised
Final Cultural Resources Effects Report (Metro 2024b). On November 17, 2023, FTA provided the
California SHPO with the effects determination. During January and February 2024, the
California SHPO and FTA further consulted regarding the finding of effects. As part of the
consultation, FTA informed the California SHPO of its intent to make Section 4(f) de minimis
impact findings based on their concurrence with the Section 106 determination and
requested concurrence with application of the temporary occupancy exception. The California
SHPO responded on March 12, 2024, with concurrence on the effects determination allowing
FTA to making final de minimis impact findings and concurring with the application of the
temporary occupancy exception.

9.2 Consultation for Section 4(f) Park and Recreational Properties

Initiation with officials with jurisdiction began on January 29 and 30, 2020. Metro contacted the
officials with jurisdiction over identified park and recreational properties in the Affected Area to
confirm ownership, operation, and significance of any publicly owned recreational facility. The
Affected Area is detailed in Section 3.1 of this report. Letters of correspondence were sent to the
agencies identified in Table 9.1. Copies of the letters sent and responses are included in
Appendix A. The officials with jurisdiction were informed that if they did not respond, FTA and
Metro would complete the Section 4(f) analysis based on the available information. All officials
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9 Agency Coordination and Consultation

with jurisdiction were sent notice of publication of the Draft Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation
and were provided an opportunity to review and comment. On September 13, 2023, Metro
requested concurrence from the City of Paramount and the Los Angeles County Department of
Public Works. The City of Paramount responded to Metro with concurrence on November 16,
2023, and the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works responded to Metro with
concurrence on November 29, 2023.

9.2.1 City of Bellflower

The City of Bellflower responded to Metro on February 10, 2020, confirming its jurisdiction
over Ruth R. Caruthers Park and the Bellflower Bike Trail. The City of Bellflower also
identified ownership and jurisdiction of the Flora Vista Dog Park and the historic Pacific
Electric Depot building and restroom building, both of which meet the definition of a Section
4(f) resource. Additionally, the City of Bellflower identified ownership of two parcels owned
by the city and currently leased to Hollywood Sports, and the city-owned Mayne Events
Center and LA County Fire Museum. The City of Bellflower confirmed in a meeting with
Metro on April 19, 2022, the content of its letter from March 11, 2021, stating that Hollywood
Sports is not identified as a significant park nor as having an important role in meeting the park
and recreation objectives of the city.

9.2.2 City of Cerritos

The City of Cerritos responded to Metro on February 10, 2020, providing information on
ownership by the Artesia Cemetery District confirming its jurisdiction as operator of the
park. The City of Cerritos provided the following information identifying the Artesia
Cemetery District as the public entity with ownership of the land underlying Rosewood Park.

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

9.2.3 Los Angeles County Department of Public Works

The Los Angeles County Department of Public Works responded to Metro on February 27,
2020, identifying the County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works as the agency with
jurisdiction over the Los Angeles River Bike Path, Rio Hondo Bike Path, and San Gabriel
River Mid Trail. The response also provided information on future planned extensions for
the Los Angeles River Bike Path. The department requested consultation with the Public
Works Watershed Manager if activities associated with the Project are within the Los Angeles
County Flood Control District ROW, and requested discussions with Metro and the Los
Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation regarding the LPA intersection with
existing and planned multiuse trails (including the proposed Los Angeles River Trail
extension, Rio Hondo River Trail, and the San Gabriel River Trail).

On September 13, 2023, Metro sent a letter to the Los Angeles County Department of Public
Works requesting concurrence that the temporary effects on the Los Angeles River Bike Path,
Rio Hondo Bike Path, and San Gabriel River Mid Trail of constructing the LPA would meet
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the conditions for a temporary occupancy exception. The Los Angeles County Department of
Public Works responded to Metro with concurrence on the temporary occupancy exception
on November 29, 2023.

9.2.4 Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation

On September 13, 2023, Metro informed the Los Angeles County Department of Parks and
Recreation of planned temporary effects on the Los Angeles River Bike Path, Rio Hondo Bike
Path, and San Gabriel River Mid Trail, as requested by the Los Angeles County Department
of Public Works.

9.2.5 City of Los Angeles

The City of Los Angeles responded to Metro on February 12, 2020, identifying the City of Los
Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks as the agency with jurisdiction over the Los
Angeles Plaza Park (El Pueblo De Los Angeles State Historic Park and Monument and Paseo
de la Plaza Park) and the Fred Roberts Recreation Center. These properties will not be
affected by the LPA; therefore, there has been no additional consultation with the City of Los
Angeles regarding Section 4(f).

9.2.6 Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

On September 13, 2023, Metro informed the LADWP of its coordination with the City of
Paramount regarding the temporary occupancy exception determination for Paramount Park
in the small portion of LADWP ROW that separates the park from the LPA.

9.2.7 Paramount Unified School District

The Paramount Unified School District responded to Metro on February 18, 2020,
confirming its jurisdiction over Paramount High School, Paramount High School West
Campus, and Paramount Park Middle School. The response informed FTA and Metro that
the sites are not open to the public, with the exceptions of use as polling places and
sponsored youth sports hosted by the City of Paramount under a use agreement. There were
no additional requests in the response from the Paramount Unified School District.

9.2.8 City of Paramount

On September 13, 2023, Metro sent a letter to the City of Paramount Community Services
and Recreation Department requesting concurrence on the de minimis impact determination
and application of the temporary occupancy exception for Paramount Park. The City of
Paramount responded to Metro on November 16, 2023, concurring with the de minimis
impact determination and application of the temporary occupancy exception for Paramount
Park.

9.2.9 City of South Gate Parks and Recreation Department

The City of South Gate Parks and Recreation Department responded to Metro on February
12, 2020, confirming its jurisdiction over Hollydale Community Center/Park. In its response,
the City of South Gate included concerns regarding noise from the trains associated with the
Project, safety for youth and adults using the park, and debris that may be created from the
trains using the tracks. There were no additional requests in the response from the City of
South Gate Parks and Recreation Department.
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10 SECTION 4(F) FINDING

The FTA has found that the Project will have a de minimis impact on the activities, attributes,
or features that qualify the historic sites listed in Table 10.1 for protection under Section 4(f)
based of concurrence from the California SHPO on Section 106 determination. The FTA also
has found that the Project will have a de minimis impact on Paramount Park (Table 10.1), and
the City of Paramount Community Services and Recreation Department has concurred with
that finding.

The FTA also has determined that the temporary occupancy exception to Section 4(f) use will
apply to the Section 4(f) properties identified in Table 10.2 during construction, and the
agencies with jurisdiction have concurred that the conditions for application of the temporary
occupancy exception are met. The Project will have no use of other Section 4(f) properties.
FTA has determined that the Project will satisfy the requirements of Section 4(f) because the
only impacts to Section 4(f) properties will be de minimis or meet the requirements of the
temporary occupancy exception.

Table 10.1. De minimis Findings

Section 4(f) Property ‘ Finding
Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District de minimis impact
6101 Santa Fe Avenue, Huntington Park de minimis impact
Huntington Park High School/6020 Miles Avenue, Huntington Park de minimis impact
Cudahy Substation, Cudahy de minimis impact
LA River Channel, South Gate de minimis impact
Rio Hondo Channel, South Gate de minimis impact
San Gabriel River Channel, Cerritos de minimis impact
Paramount Park de minimis impact

Source: WSP 2020, WSP 2023

Table 10.2. Findings of Temporary Occupancy Exception (No Use)

Section 4(f) Property Finding

Paramount Park Temporary occupancy exception
Los Angeles River Bike Path Temporary occupancy exception
Rio Hondo Bike Path Temporary occupancy exception
San Gabriel River Mid-Trail Temporary occupancy exception

Source: WSP 2020, WSP 2023
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11 Section 6(f) Evaluation

11 SECTION 6(f) EVALUATION

11.1 Regulatory Framework

The purpose of the Land and Water Conservation Act (LWCA) of 1965 (referred to as
“Section 6(f)”), is to assist in preserving, developing, and ensuring accessibility to outdoor
recreation resources and to strengthen the health and vitality of the citizens of the United
States by providing funds, planning, acquisition, and development of facilities. The LWCA
established a funding source for both federal acquisition of park and recreation lands and
matching grants to states and local municipalities for the acquisition and development of
public outdoor recreational areas. State and local municipalities often obtain grants through
the LWCA funds to acquire or make improvements to parks and recreation areas.

Section 6(f) properties are recreation resources created or improved with funds from the
LWCA. The LWCA requires that an area funded with this assistance be “continually
maintained in public recreation use” unless the National Park Service (NPS), or other state
designee, approves substitution per the Conversion Requirements, including conversion to
other uses either “in whole or in part” (36 CFR Ch 1, Section 59.3). Section 6(f) prohibits the
conversion of property acquired or developed with these funds to a non-recreational purpose
without the approval of the Secretary of the U.S. Department of the Interior’s NPS, and
mitigation that includes replacement of the quality and quantity of land used:

No property acquired or developed with assistance under this section shall, without the
approval of the Secretary, be converted to other than public outdoor recreation uses. The
Secretary shall approve such conversion only if he finds it to be in accord with the then
existing comprehensive statewide outdoor recreation plan and only upon such conditions as
he deems necessary to assure the substitution of other recreation properties of at least equal
fair market value and of reasonably equivalent usefulness and location (54 USC |
200305(f)(3)).

A partial acquisition cannot affect the recreational function of the parklands; however, a
temporary use of the land for more than six months may be considered a permanent
conversion and acquisition of replacement land would be required. Section 6(f) requires that
conversion of these lands or facilities be coordinated with the Department of Interior or state
designee, which is the Department of Parks and Recreation Office of Grants and Local
Services (OGALS) in the state of California. Section 6(f) directs the Department of the
Interior to ensure that replacement lands of comparable value and function, or monetary
compensation (used to enhance the remaining land), location, and usefulness are provided as
conditions to such conversions.

Section 6(f) conversion requires additional coordination with the agency of jurisdiction and
California State Parks, which oversees the LWCA fund program for the NPS, and the NPS
regarding the project effects and conversion area and replacement property.

This requirement applies to all parks and other sites that have been the subject of LWCA
funds of any type and includes acquisition of park land and development or rehabilitation of
park facilities. Because the LWCA fund is applied to recreation, Section 6(f) properties may
also qualify as Section 4(f) properties.
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11.2 Methodology

The California Department of Parks and Recreation LWCF project listing was reviewed to
determine those parks and recreation facilities that received LWCF grants (LWCF Projects 1964-
2019). The LWCA listing was reviewed to identify lands that have received funding and are
therefore protected by Section 6(f) of the LWCA.

A Section 6(f) boundary map for properties within the Affected Area and listed in the LWCF
Projects listing was requested from OGALS. The property boundaries shown on the Section
6(f) Boundary map were reviewed to evaluate any potential conversion of or impact to the
property. The Section 6(f) evaluation for properties within the Affected Area that are included
in the LWCEF Projects 1964-2019 list is provided in Appendix C.

11.3 Section 6(f) Properties

The Section 6(f) record search identified three properties with names matching or similar to
parks within the Affected Area. Hollydale Park has a similar name to a Hollydale Community
Center/Park but is outside of the Affected Area. Records requested from OGALS for
Hollydale Park, as listed in the LWCF Projects 1964-2019 listing, confirmed that the Section
6(f) property is Hollydale Regional Park, located at 5400 Monroe Avenue in the City of South
Gate. Hollydale Regional Park is located nearly 2,000 feet from the Project and would not be
affected. Hollydale Community Center and Park is not a Section 6(f) property.

Paramount Park (Figure 11-1) is within the Affected Area. Urban Orchard Park is a planned
park within the Affected Area. The Section 6(f) properties and the analysis to determine
whether the Project could result in potential conversion of the properties are described in the
following sections.

11.3.1 Paramount Park

Paramount Park (Figure 5-8) is located at 14400 Paramount Boulevard in the City of Paramount.
It is owned by the city, and recreational uses at the park include playgrounds, handball courts
(lighted), baseball diamonds (lighted), basketball court (lighted), picnic shelters/barbecues,
gymnasium, walking path, restrooms, pool, and onsite parking. Paramount Park received
$177,000 in LWCF grant funds in 1984/1985 for development and is subject to Section 6(f)
protection. The city-owned park that is subject to Section 6(f) is separated from the Metro ROW
by a 110-foot-wide LADWP ROW (Figure 11-1).

In addition to the city-owned park, the City of Paramount leases a 40-foot-wide strip from
Metro that is designated for “[p]arking and landscaping for Paramount Park only, and no
other uses” (Appendix B). Separately, the city has an agreement for use of the 110-foot-wide
LADWP ROW located between the park and the Metro ROW.

11.3.2 Urban Orchard Park (Planned)

Urban Orchard Park is a planned park (Figure 5-15). In 2019, the City of South Gate was
awarded $3 million in LWCEF grant funds to develop Phase 1 of the park, located at 9475 West
Frontage Road. The 7-acre site that is subject to Section 6(f) protection is located
approximately 2,000 feet from the LPA.
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Figure 11-1. Section 6(f) Boundary Map for Paramount Park
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Source: State of California Department of Parks and Recreation Office of Grants and Local Services 2019
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11.4 Section 6(f) Finding

The Paramount Park property encumbered by Section 6(f) funds (Figure 11-1) is inclusive of
only the city-owned property and is outside of the future right-of-way and will not be
incorporated into the project and temporarily or permanently converted into a non-
recreational use. The Urban Orchard Park property is outside of the future right-of-way and
will not be incorporated into the Project and will not be temporarily or permanently
converted into a non-recreational use. The Project will not result in the conversion of any
LWCF-funded recreational areas to a non-recreational use; therefore, there is no conversion
of Section 6(f) property.
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Q

REGION IX 90 7" Street
u.s. Departm?nt Arizona, California, Suite 15-300
of Transportation Hawaii, Nevada, Guam San Francisce, CA 94103-6701
H American Samoa, 415-734-9490
Federal Transit Northern Mariana Islands 415-734-9489 (fax)

Administration

Ms. Julianne Polanco DEC Z 1 2019

California State Historic Preservation Officer
Office of Historic Preservation

California Department of Parks and Recreation
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100

Sacramento, California 95816

Subject: Section 106 Consultation for the West
Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project

Dear Ms. Polanco:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), in cooperation with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (LACMTA), is initiating the preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor
Project (Project) in Los Angeles County. The FTA serves as the Federal Lead Agency under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and for compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act. LACMTA is the local Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA). The Project will be a federal undertaking because the FTA will be providing financial
assistance.

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and its implementing
regulations (36 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 800) “Protection of Historic Properties,” this
letter is being transmitted to initiate the Section 106 consultation process for the Project and to seek
SHPO concurrence on the Area of Potential Effects (APE) and methodologies. Cultural resources
identification and analysis will be prepared in compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA, as amended,
and its implementing regulations contained in 36 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 800, and
applicable sections of the CEQA. The Historic Resources Screening Methodology section outlines the
methods proposed to identify and evaluate historic properties.

Project Description

The West Santa Branch Transit Corridor (WSAB) Project (the Project) proposes a new light rail transit
(LRT) line that would extend approximately 19 miles from downtown Los Angeles to southeast Los
Angeles County (See Attachments A, B, and C), serving the cities and communities of Arts District, Little
Tokyo, Los Angeles, unincorporated Florence-Firestone community of Los Angeles County, Vernon,
Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate, Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. The
Project would provide reliable, fixed guideway transit service that would increase mobility and
connectivity, reduce travel times on local and regional transportation networks; and accommodate
substantial future employment and population growth.



The Project corridor is characterized by Northern and Southern Sections. The Northern Section would
traverse the cities of Los Angeles, Vernon, Huntington Park, and the unincorporated Florence-Firestone
community of Los Angeles County. The Southern Section traverses the cities of Huntington Park, South
Gate, Downey, Artesia and Cerritos. The Southern Section alignment remains common for both Build
Alternatives E and G.

Under NEPA, two Build Alternatives (Alternative E and Alternative G) are being evaluating and carried
forward from the alternatives analysis phase, as well as a No Build Alternative. Alternative E would
terminate at Union Station Forecourt. Alternative G would terminate in the Downtown Transit Core. The
Build Alternatives share a common alignment south of Olympic Boulevard.

Alternative E, Alameda Underground — This alternative would extend approximately 19 miles between
Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) and the City of Artesia. Alternative E would follow Alameda Street
south and be entirely below-grade from LAUS to Olympic Boulevard. South of Olympic Boulevard,
Alternative E would cross the I-10 freeway in an aerial structure to the existing Metro Blue Line.
Alternative E would then transition to a primarily at-grade configuration to follow the La Habra Branch
ROW (from Randolph to Gage) east and then turn south to follow the San Pedro Subdivision ROW to the
Alternative E terminus in Artesia. Alternative E includes two design options:

Design Option 1: LAUS at the Metropolitan Water District (MWD) — The LAUS station box would be
located east of LAUS and the Metropolitan Water District building, below the baggage area parking
facility.

Design Option 2: Remove the Little Tokyo Station — Under this design option, the Little Tokyo Station
would not be constructed and there would be no direct connection to the Regional Connector Station in
the Little Tokyo community.

Alternative E would consist of approximately 2.3 miles of underground, 12.8 miles of at-grade, and 4.1
miles of aerial alignment. Alternative E would include 12 new LRT stations, 3 of which would be
underground, 6 would be at-grade, and 3 would be aerial. Five of the stations would include parking
facilities, providing a total of approximately 1,600 new transit parking spaces. The alignment would
include 31 at-grade crossings, 3 freeway undercrossings, 25 elevated road crossings, and 10 elevated rail
crossings.

Alternative G, Downtown Transit Core — This alternative would extend approximately 19 miles
between the 7™ Street/Metro Center Station in downtown Los Angeles and the City of Artesia. Alternative
G would follow 8™ Street east and Alameda Street south and be entirely below-grade from 7%
Street/Metro Center to Olympic Boulevard. South of Olympic Boulevard, Alternative G would cross the
I-10 freeway in an aerial structure to the existing Metro Blue Line. Alternative G would then transition to
a primarily at-grade configuration to follow the La Habra Branch ROW east and then turn south to follow
the San Pedro Subdivision ROW to the Alternative G terminus in Artesia.

Alternative G would consist of approximately 2.3 miles of underground, 12.8 miles of at-grade and 4.1
miles of aerial alignment. Alternative G would include 12 new LRT stations, 3 of which would be
underground, 6 would be at-grade, and 3 would be aerial. Five of the stations would include parking
facilities, providing a total of approximately 1,600 new transit parking spaces. The alignment would
include 31 at-grade crossings, 3 freeway undercrossings, 25 elevated road crossings, and 10 elevated rail
crossings.



Stations

Each of the Build Alternatives proposes up to a total of 12 planned stations with design options along the
alignment, including the option to relocate the LAUS termini station and the option to remove the Little
Tokyo Station. The stations are discussed in Table 1 below.

Station Name

Table 1 Station Locations

General
Location

NORTHERN SECTION

Proposed

Station

Proposed
Station Parking Spaces

Alternative E: Alameda Underground

LAUS LAUS Forecourt | City of Los Underground | No new parking — Existing
Angeles parking at LAUS
Design Option 1
LAUS behind the
existing MWD
Building
Little Tokyo Traction Avenue | City of Los Underground | No parking proposed
(Optional) and 1% St Angeles
Arts District Alameda Street City of Los Underground | No parking proposed
South between 6 Stand | Angeles
7% St
Slauson Slauson City of Los Aerial No parking proposed
Ave/Long Beach | Angeles/
Ave Unincorporated
LA County
Pacific/ Pacific City of At-grade No parking proposed

Randolph

Ave/Randolph St

Huntington Park




Station Name General Type of

Proposed

Propoesed
Station Parking Spaces

Location

Station

Alternative G: Downtown Transit Core

7% Street/ Metro
Center

7t St/Metro
Center at 8™
St/Flower St with
an underground
pedestrian
connection to 7%
St/Metro Center
Station (between
8™ St and
Olympic Blvd)

City of Los
Angeles

Underground

No parking proposed

South
Park/Fashion
District

8™ Street between
Los Angeles
Street and Santee
Street (between
8% St and
Olympic Blvd)

City of Los
Angeles

Underground

No parking proposed

Arts District
South

Alameda Street
between 6™ St.
and 7% St.
(between 8™ St
and Olympic
Blvd)

City of Los
Angeles

Underground

No parking proposed

Slauson

Slauson
Ave/Long Beach
Ave (between
Olympic Blvd and
Slauson Ave)

City of Los
Angeles/
Unincorporated
LA County

Aerial

No parking proposed

Pacific/ Randolph

Pacific
Ave/Randolph St

City of
Huntington Park

At-grade

No parking proposed




Station Name

General

Location

Type of
Proposed

Station

Proposed
Station Parking Spaces

SOUTHERN SECTION (SAME FOR ALTERNATIVE E AND G)

Florence/ Salt Florence Ave/Salt | City of At-grade No parking proposed
Lake Lake Ave Huntington
Park/City of
Cudahy
Firestone Between Atlantic | City of South Aerial 171
Ave and Firestone | Gate
Blvd
Gardendale Gardendale City of Downey At-grade No parking proposed
St/Dakota Ave
[-105 /Green Line | 1-105 City of South Aerial 228
Freeway/Green Gate/City of
Line Station Paramount
Paramount/ Paramount City of Paramount | Aerial 490
Rosecrans Blvd/Rosecrans
Ave
Bellflower Bellflower City of Bellflower | At-grade 263
Blvd/Pacific Ave
Pioneer Pioneer City of Artesia At-grade 442
Blvd/186th St
Total Number of Proposed New Parking Spaces 1,594

Grade Separations and Crossings

Within the Northern Section, Alternative E, Alameda Underground would be entirely underground from

LAUS to south of Olympic Boulevard. South of Olympic Boulevard, the alignment would be at-grade
except for the following grade-separated locations:

= Los Angeles Union Station to South of Olympic Boulevard (underground)



o Maximum depth is approximately 115 feet
*  Olympic Boulevard to Slauson Avenue (aerial)
o Approximately 40 feet high
= Randolph Street to Gage Avenue (aerial)
o Approximately 40 feet high
Within the Northern Section, Alternative G, Downtown Transit Core would be entirely underground from
7" Street/Metro Center Station to south of Olympic Boulevard. South of Olympic Boulevard, the
alignment would be at-grade except for the following grade-separated locations:
* Downtown Transit Core to South of Olympic Boulevard (underground)
o Maximum depth is approximately 80 feet
*  Olympic Boulevard to Slauson Avenue (aerial)
o Approximately 40 feet high
» Randolph Street to Gage Avenue (aerial)

o Approximately 40 feet high

The Southern Section would extend for approximately 11 miles primarily at-grade with the following
grade-separations:

* South of Ardine Street (Atlantic Avenue and Firestone Boulevard) (aerial)
o Approximately 40 feet high
* South of Southern Avenue (over the Los Angeles River) to north of I-710 (aerial)
o Approximately 50 feet high
* South of I-710 (over the Rio Hondo Channel) to south of the Rio Hondo Channel (aerial)
o Approximately 40 feet high
* Imperial Highway and Garfield Avenue (aerial)
o Approximately 35 feet high
* [-105/Green Line crossing (aerial)
o Approximately 40 feet high

* South of I-105 (over Paramount freight line and Paramount Boulevard/Rosecrans Avenue) to
Paramount High School (aerial)



o Approximately 40 feet high

= Paramount High School (over Downey Avenue) to Somerset Boulevard (aerial)
o Approximately 35 feet high

* Cornuta Avenue (over Woodruff Avenue/Flower Street) to Flora Vista Street (aerial)
o Approximately 40 feet high

= SR-91 (underpass at-grade)

* South of SR-91 (over the San Gabriel River) to north of Artesia Boulevard (aerial)
o Approximately 30 feet high

= [-605 (underpass at-grade)

= Cerritos/Artesia city line (over Gridley Road/183rd Street) to 186" Street (aerial)
o Approximately 40 feet high

Ground Disturbance

Ground disturbing activities would occur throughout the Project. The Build Alternatives would be
constructed primarily underground in the Northern Section while the Southern Section would primarily
consist of at-grade and aerial construction. All ground disturbing activities would be located entirely
within the public and/or rail ROW, or on sites that would be acquired for construction through temporary
construction easements, parking facilities, maintenance and storage facility, or TPSS sites. Proposed
construction staging and laydown areas are also proposed entirely within the Project area. Table 2 lists
potential staging and laydown area options currently in review. The proposed construction staging and
laydown areas would be primarily located within the rail ROW, at the proposed parking facility sites and
the maintenance and storage facility site.

Utility relocations would not exceed 5 to 10 feet of disturbance from ground elevation. Construction of
the underground segments would require the use of a Tunnel Boring Machine (TBM) and/or use of the
cut-and-cover method. However, the cut-and-cover sections at underground stations would relocate
utilities that could be up to 25 feet below ground elevation. Disturbed ground would be backfilled with
the same material or clean fill. Concrete encasement of ductbanks would be provided where needed.
Attachment D includes major utility relocations within the Project APE.
The following provides approximate ground disturbance depths:

e TBM:115 feet

e Laydown Yards: 0 to 1 feet

* TPSS: 4 feet (foundations and spread footings may be deeper)

e MSF Yard Tracks and Parking/Roads: 2 to 4 feet



MSF Buildings: 3-10 feet

Utility Relocations: 5-25 feet

Table 2 Construction Staging

and Laydown Areas

E of Bauchet St United States Postal Service Parking LAUS — Forecourt Industrial
north of Cesar Lot
Chavez Ave
E of Alameda St LAUS Parking Lot B LAUS - Forecourt Commercial
South of N Los
Angeles St

E of Alameda St
North of N Los
Angeles St. and
South of Cesar
Chavez Ave

La Petite Academy of Los Angeles
Parking Lot

LAUS — Forecourt

Commercial/

Education

E of LAUS, N of
US-101 freeway, W
of Gold Line
Platform

LAUS Parking Lot P and landscape

LAUS - Forecourt

Industrial

Sof 101 at the

Regional Connector Staging Site

Little Tokyo Station

Residential/

corner of N.
Alameda St and E Commercial
1st St
Corner of Alameda Office Depot Parking Lot Little Tokyo Station Commercial
St and 2nd St
W of Alameda St Bus Facility, partial sidewalk, and Arts District South Industrial/
between 6th & 7th St southbound lanes Station Commercial
E side of Alameda Bus Facility, partial sidewalk, one Arts District South Industrial/
St, Corner of 7th St northbound lane, commercial Station Commercial

and Alameda

buildings




Location Location Description Project Component Surrounding
Land Use
9 | N of 8th St between Located on vacant parcel between 8th St/Flower St Commercial/
Francisco St and Target parking structure and 777 S Station
Figueroa St Figueroa St, Los Angeles, CA 90017. Business Park
Partial lane and sidewalk
10 | SE Corner of 8th St Parking Lot 8th St/Flower St Commercial/
and S Figueroa St Station
Business Park
11 | N of 8th St between Partial lane and sidewalk 8th St/Flower St Commercial/
Figueroa Flower St Station
Business Park
12 | N of 8th St between Partial lane and sidewalk 8th St/Flower St Commercial/
Flower St and Hope Station
St Business Park
I3 S side of 8th St Partial westbound lane and sidewalk South Park/Fashion Commercial/
between Main St and District Station
Los Angeles St Business Park
14 S side of 8th St Partial lane street and sidewalk South Park/Fashion Commercial/
between Los District Station
Angeles St and Business Park
Santee St
15 N end of Santee St End of local Street South Park/Fashion Commercial/
District Station
Business Park
16 SW of 8th St and Parking Lot South Park/Fashion Commercial/
Santee St District Station
Business Park
17 E and W side of Commercial/Industrial TBM Launch Portal Industrial

Long Beach Ave
between Olympic
Blvd and 14th St




Location Location Description Project Component Surrounding
Land Use
18 | In-between 14th St Metro Bus Facility Partial strip of TBM Launch Portal Commercial/
and Olympic Blvd street and sidewalk
on Long Beach Ave Industrial
19 | Properties and Street Industrial/Commercial/street and TBM Launch Pit Commercial/
between Olympic sidewalk
and 14th St Industrial
20 W side of Long Industrial/Commercial TBM Launch Pit Commercial/
Beach Ave between
14th and 15th St Industrial
21 W side of Long Freeway Underpass TBM Staging Area Industrial
Beach Ave, beneath
I-10 Freeway
22 | NE Corner of Long Parking lot and industrial property Long Beach Blvd Industrial
Beach Ave. and 1700 Long Beach Ave, Los Angeles Viaduct
Washington Blvd
23 | NW Corner of Long Industrial building Long Beach Blvd Industrial
Beach Ave. and Viaduct
Washington Blvd
24 20th St between Fueling Facility Long Beach Blvd Industrial
Compton Ave and Viaduct
Long Beach Ave
25 | NE comer of Long Light Industrial Long Beach Blvd Industrial
Beach Ave. and Viaduct
Vernon Ave
26 | NE corner of Long Industrial Long Beach Blvd Industrial

Beach Ave. and
Slauson Ave

Viaduct




Location Location Description Project Component Surrounding
Land Use
27 SE corner of Long Industrial Long Beach Blvd Industrial
Beach Ave, north of Viaduct
Slauson Ave
28 SE Corner of Industrial Long Beach Blvd Industrial
Slauson and Viaduct
Randolph St
29 | Existing RR ROW at Railroad ROW Randolph Grade Industrial
Bissell St. and Separation
Randolph St E of
Salt Lake Ave
30 NE of Firestone Warehousing/Logistics Firestone Station Industrial
Blvd at Neville Ave and Grade
and Mason St. along Separation
Railroad ROW
31 | W of Salt Lake Ave Vacant Los Angeles River Industrial
at end of Wood Ave Bridge
32 | E of Salt Lake Ave Vacant Los Angeles River Industrial
between Duncan Bridge
Way and Wood Ave
33 | SW Frontage Road, Industrial LA River Bridge & Industrial,
adjacent to 1-710 [-710 Undercrossing Residential,
Freeway Recreational
34 S. of Miller Way, Light Industrial Storage [-710 Undercrossing Industrial
adjacent to [-710 & Rio Hondo
Freeway Channel Bridge
35 NE corner of Vacant LA River Bridge & Industrial

Railroad ROW and
Garfield Ave, S of
Imperial Hwy

[-710 Undercrossing




Location Location Description Project Component Surrounding
Land Use
36 E of Center St Parking Lot/ Commercial/Recycling I-105 Station Commercial/
between Lincoln and
Nevada Industrial
37 | N of Rosecrans Ave Railroad ROW Paramount Station Commercial/
S of San Pedro Sub and Grade
Division Railroad Separation Industrial
ROW
38 | NofRosecrans Ave | Commercial & Industrial GCR Tires Paramount Station Commercial/
S of San Pedro Sub & Service 7801 E Rosecrans, and Grade
Division Railroad Paramount, CA 90723 Separation Industrial
ROW
39 NE corner of Industrial Paramount Refinery Downey Grade Commercial/
Downey Ave and Separation
RR ROW Industrial
40 NW corner of Commercial and Parking Lot Bellflower Station Commercial/
Bellflower Blvd and
Railroad ROW Industrial
41 SW Corner of San Vacant San Gabriel River Commercial/
Gabriel River and Bridge
SR-91 Industrial
42 | NW corner of 188t Commercial Pioneer Parking lot Commercial/
and Pioneer Blvd
Industrial

Area of Potential Effects

A proposed APE has been established in accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.3. The APE is defined as:

“the geographic area or areas within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations
in the character or use of historic properties, if any such properties exist. The area of potential effects
is influenced by the scale and nature of an undertaking and may be different for different kinds of
effects caused by the undertaking.”



The proposed Project APE (See Attachment D) has been delineated to encompass areas that contain
historic properties that may be directly or indirectly affected by any of the Project Build Alternatives or
design options. This includes temporary construction impacts and permanent impacts. The proposed APE
includes all areas that may be subject to direct or indirect effects, including potential visual, noise,
vibration, and/or ground settlement effects that may result from construction or implementation of the
Project.

The direct APE encompasses all areas where demolition, ground disturbance, permanent and temporary
construction, staging, and acquisitions would occur. The direct APE encompasses areas with potential
direct ground disturbance, accounting for project elements such as at-grade track work, and aerial and
underground structures. The proposed direct APE also includes areas with permanent site improvements
such as station locations, proposed parking areas, project elements such as train control, traction power
substation sites, ventilation structures, maintenance and storage facilities, and construction staging areas.
The proposed APE varies with the level of proposed disturbance (LOD). The APE extends from
approximately the existing ground surface to 50 feet above the existing ground surface and approximately
115 feet below the existing ground surface.

The proposed indirect APE includes all areas that may be subject to potential visual, noise, vibration,
and/or ground settlement effects that may result from construction or implementation of the proposed
Project. In areas where the proposed alignment would be at-grade, within existing railroad ROW or
LACTMA-owned ROW, the indirect APE encompasses the same area as the direct APE, as the
introduction of a rail system in areas where rail historically functioned would not have an increased
potential to cause indirect impacts to historic properties. In areas where the proposed alignment is
underground, aerial or not within existing railroad ROW, the indirect APE is defined as the first row of
adjacent parcels. If the design of the alternatives is modified, the APE will be revised accordingly, in
consultation with LACMTA and SHPO. See APE Map, Attachment D.

Historic Resources Screening Methodology

In accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.4(a)(2) all existing and potential archaeological resources and built
environment resources that are located within a project’s APE will be identified. Within the APE, FTA
and LACMTA will identify historic properties, which are those that are listed in or eligible for inclusion
in the National Register and/or California Register of Historical Resources (California Register). Historic
property identification efforts are being conducted in accordance with the Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) and will be conducted by qualified archaeologists and architectural historians who meet the
National Park Service Professional Qualification Standards (PQS). The cultural resources field
investigations will follow California OHP guidelines for documenting historic resources and the
appropriate National Park Service National Register Bulletins for evaluating historic properties.

Background research will be conducted to provide context for the identification of potential historic
properties and to verify field data. This will include the preparation of a cultural resources records search
through the California Historic Resource Information System, located at the South Central Coastal
Information Center (SCCIC), California State University, Fullerton. The SCCIC records search will
identify previous cultural resources work and previously recorded cultural resources within a 0.5-mile
radius of the Project APE. The California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) search
included a review of the Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility list and available historical maps,
which will assist in determining the potential to encounter archaeological resources in areas with no
ground visibility. The SCCIC records search will be supplemented with local survey data including
SurveyLA and archival research including but not limited to historic aerial photographs, building permit
data, city directories and newspaper articles.



Upon completion of the SCCIC records search, an intensive-level survey of the APE will be completed.
Field documentation will consist of digital photographs and notes using tablets. The archaeological field
survey will include surveyors walking within areas with exposed ground surface. The architectural history
fieldwork will include a survey of each property containing built environment resources.

An intensive-level survey will be conducted to determine precisely what historic properties exist the
Project APE. The intensive survey will document:

The kinds of properties that are extant;

The boundaries of the area surveyed;

The method of survey, including an estimate of the extent of survey coverage; and
A record of the precise location of all properties identified.

The Project has a base year of 2018. The estimated opening date is currently 2028 under the P3
accelerated funding/implementation scenario described above. It is anticipated that under a P3 funding
approach, the Project would be completed in a single phase by 2028. The proposed undertaking extends
19 miles from downtown Los Angeles to the City of Artesia, largely through heavily developed areas
along existing railroad corridors that are surrounding by commercial and industrial properties. Much of
the surrounding area along the alignment contains properties that were constructed more than 50 years
ago. Further, since the construction date for the project is 2028, there are a significant number of
properties that will become 50 before the project is completed.

* Properties constructed prior to 1978, or 40 years of age or older will be surveyed for historic
significance.

* Properties constructed before 1978 that retain integrity will be recorded on California Department
of Parks and Recreation forms (DPRs) and will be evaluated for NRHP and CRHR eligibility as
part of the Project identification phase.

*  Properties lacking integrity will be exempt from evaluation. Preparation of DPRs will be
substituted with an appendix table depicting a photo of each property. The table will summarize
basic information about the exempted property including construction date, parcel number,
address and a description of the alterations which warrant the exemption. Only properties that are
substantially altered and/or clearly would not be eligible for listing in the NRHP and CRHR
would be exempted. An example of the proposed exemption table is included in Attachment E.

* Properties with survey eligibility findings that were completed within the past 5 years will not be
updated, unless there are substantial changes to the property identified during the field survey.
The previous documentation will be included as an appendix to the Cultural Resources Impacts
Report.

* Properties previously determined ineligible for the NRHP and CRHR which have not been
surveyed within the past 10 years will be updated with a DPR update form and reevaluated.

* Related properties (i.e., residential tracts, large industrial complexes) will be recorded on a
DPR523D District Record and continuation sheets ad potential districts instead of recording each
individual building on a DPR523A form.

» Ifthe Project completion date is pushed beyond 2028, additional Section 106 studies that would
encompass buildings that would be 50 years of age by the most distant build-out period and
properties that did not meet Criterion Consideration G would be required at a future date.



Native American and Tribal OQutreach

In accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.4(a)(3), local historic groups and other stakeholders that may have
an interest in the project will be contacted to gather information on historic resources within the APE.

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was contacted on June 23, 2018 for a sacred lands
file search request of the project vicinity and for Native American consultation contacts. LACMTA is
currently developing a consultation plan that will include information on the project, historic properties,
and potential effects to the Native American tribes and consulting parties for review and comment. Letters
detailing the project will be sent to each of the identified interested parties, and follow-up calls will be
placed to ensure that stakeholders are given the opportunity to comment. Should any stakeholders have an
interest in meeting in person, LACMTA will coordinate with FTA to accommodate their request.

Findings

In accordance with 36 CFR § 800.4, the FTA is requesting your concurrence with the APE and
methodology.

Enclosed you will find the Project Vicinity, Project Location, Project Overview, and APE maps for the
project. If you have questions or wish to discuss this project, please contact Candice Hughes,
Environmental Protection Specialist, at (213) 629-8613, or transmit e-mail to candice.hughes@dot.gov, or
contact Adam Stephenson, Transportation Program Specialist, by phone at (213) 202-3957 or by email at

adam.stephenson(@dot.gov.
Sincerely, ()
TLE N\

Edward Carranza Jr. .
Acting Regional Administrator

Attachments:

A: Project Location Map
B: Project Vicinity Map
C: Project Overview Map
D: APE Map
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January 18, 2019
In reply refer to: FTA 2018 1224 001

Mr. Edward Carranza Jr.

Acting Regional Administrator
Federal Transit Administration
90 Seventh Street, Suite 15-300
San Francisco, CA 94103-6701

Re: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project, Area of Potential Effect (APE) and
Identification Methodology, City and County of Los Angeles, California

Dear Mr. Carranza:

The State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) received, on December 24, 2018, the Federal
Transportation Administration’s (FTA) letter initiating consultation in order to comply with
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (54 U.S.C. § 300101) and its
implementing regulation at 36 CFR 8§ 800. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) included
the project location, project vicinity, and Area of Potential Effect (APE) maps with the
consultation letter.

The West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project (WSAB) proposes a new light rail transit
line that would extend approximately 19 miles from downtown Los Angeles to southeast Los
Angeles County, serving the following cities and communities: Arts District, Little Tokyo, Los
Angeles, the unincorporated Florence-Firestone community, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell,
Cudahy, South Gate, Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos, and Artesia. The route would
begin at the Los Angeles Union Station, and terminate in Arteisa, California. The undertaking
includes a combination of below-grade, at-grade, and aerial alignment, 12 new stations, and
1,600 total new parking spaces at five stations.

As described in the consultation package, the APE encompasses all areas of demolition,
ground disturbance, permanent and temporary construction, staging, and parcels proposed for
acquisition. The vertical APE has been identified between 50 feet above-grade and 115 feet
below-grade, depending on the activity.

FTA has requested comments on the delineation of the APE and the methodology to
streamline the identification and evaluation of historic properties. After reviewing the
documentation, the following comments are offered:
e Provide a narrative description of the APE and discussion of why it has been delineated
as proposed.



Mr. Edward Carranza, Jr. FTA 2018 1224 001
January 18, 2019

Page 2 of 2

e Explain why on Sheets 9-15, 24, 25, and 27, the APE narrows dramatically and leaves
out adjacent parcels, eliminating analysis of potential indirect effects.
e Regarding the identification methodology:

(0]

(0]

It is recommended that FTA consult Sanborn maps, to determine the potential for
encountering subsurface historic-era deposits;

FTA should keep in mind that contingent upon the results of their currently
proposed identification efforts further identification efforts may be required, such
as a geoarchaeological analysis that includes an overview of the age of buried
soils and sediments in an effort to predict the locations of unidentified subsurface
archaeological deposits;

FTA should also note that the proposed underground stations in the Northern
Section of the APE, specifically at Union Station (Alternative E) is within a known
culturally sensitive area and may be within the boundary of the historic property
(archaeological) CA-LAN-1575/H.

Provide a copy of Attachment E, the proposed exemption table, referenced in the
consultation package.

Describe further the process for exempting properties “lacking integrity.” Typically
there are parameters defined for such exemptions; explain the parameters. Has
this been developed, and who will make the determination regarding whether a
property lacks integrity?

Regarding update of properties with eligibility findings within the past five years;
this should be limited to those properties with eligibility findings that have
received SHPO concurrence.

e | cannot agree with the proposed methodology at this time. Please revise the
consultation to include the information above and resubmit it for review.

If you have any questions, please contact Kathleen Forrest of my staff at (916) 445-7022 or
Kathleen.Forrest@parks.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

—

Julianne Polanco
State Historic Preservation Officer
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Ms. Julianne Polanco AP R 2 8 2019

California State Historic Preservation Officer
Office of Historic Preservation

California Department of Parks and Recreation
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100

Sacramento, California 95816

Subject: Response to SHPO Comments
Regarding Section 106 Consultation for the
West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project
(FTA_2018 1224 001)

Dear Ms. Polanco:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), in cooperation with the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (LACMTA), is initiating the preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor
Project (Project) in Los Angeles County. The FTA serves as the Federal Lead Agency under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and for compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). LACMTA is the local Lead Agency under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). The Project will be a federal undertaking because the FTA will be providing
financial assistance.

The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) received a letter from FTA on December 21, 2018
pursuant to Section 106 of the NHPA and its implementing regulations (36 Code of Federal Regulations
[CFR] Part 800) “Protection of Historic Properties,” to initiate the Section 106 consultation process for
the Project and to seek SHPO concurrence on the Area of Potential Effects (APE) and methodologies.
Cultural resources identification and analysis will be prepared in compliance with Section 106 of the
NHPA, as amended, and its implementing regulations contained in 36 Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR), Part 800, and applicable sections of the CEQA.

The SHPO responded with a letter dated January 18, 2019, which provided eight comments and questions
regarding the project APE and survey methodology. The following is a summary of these comments and
questions and FTA’s responses. The purpose of this updated consultation letter is to provide responses to
SHPO’s questions and comments and seek concurrence on the project APE and methodology.



Comment 1: Provide a narrative description of the APE and discussion of why it has been delineated as
proposed.

Response 1:

The proposed APE (Attachment D of original letter and reattached as Attachment A) has been delineated
in accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.16 (d). The proposed APE encompasses all areas within the
alignment which may be directly or indirectly affected by temporary effects and/or permanent features or
operational effects related to the Project.

The 19-mile long alignment includes segments that are underground, at-grade, and aerial. The proposed
APE has been delineated to consider the potential direct and indirect effects, including visual effects, that
may occur within each of these varied segments. The direct APE includes the alignment right-of-way, as
well as all associated elements where construction will occur, including stations, laydown yards,
maintenance facilities, and parking lots. For the proposed 2.3 miles of underground segment (proposed
tunnel) in the northern section of the Project corridor, the direct APE includes the street or parcels directly
above the proposed tunnel areas, as well as any other areas with related ground disturbance. For the
proposed 12.8 miles of at-grade segment, the direct APE encompasses the width of the existing railroad
right-of-way (ROW). For the proposed 4.1 miles of aerial alignment, the direct APE includes the width of
the proposed ROW. For the two proposed maintenance and storage facility (MSF) options (one each in
the cities of Paramount and Bellflower), the direct APE includes the entire block of buildings that would
be demolished to construct the MSF. The MSF option in Paramount would be located 1,300 feet south of
the Project alignment along the Pacific Electric Right-of-Way (PEROW). The MSF option in Bellflower
would be located on a parcel directly north and adjacent to the alignment. Additionally, construction of
the Build Alternatives would require realignment of 0.5 mile of existing Green Line track within the
existing, disturbed I-105 ROW. In this area, the direct APE encompasses the width of the existing I-105
ROW to encompass the Green Line alignment and to accommodate restriping of freeway lanes. The direct
APE also encompasses areas with potential direct ground disturbance, accounting for temporary
(construction) and permanent Project elements including but not limited to: whole or partial parcel
acquisitions, at-grade track work, aerial and underground structures, station locations, proposed parking
areas, train control, traction power substation (TPSS) sites, ventilation structures, and MSF options. The
extent of the direct APE is defined by the direct temporary and permanent disturbance associated with
construction and operation of typical Project elements (listed above). The proposed vertical APE varies
with the level of proposed disturbance. The APE extends from the existing ground surface to
approximately 90 feet above the existing ground surface and approximately 115 feet below the existing
ground surface.

The architectural APE has been delineated to encompass all properties that may be indirectly affect by the
proposed undertaking. The architectural APE is broadly defined as a one parcel buffer out from the direct
APE in all areas where the alignment is underground or aerial, to identify potential noise, vibration or
visual effects to historic properties. The architectural APE is also defined as the first row of adjacent
parcels in areas where there is construction proposed outside the existing railroad or LACMTA-owned
ROW, including proposed station parking, whole or partial parcel acquisitions, laydown areas, TPSS, and
MSF options. Because some of these activities may occur on only one side of the alignment, this has
resulted in the APE appearing uneven, or “jagged” in certain locations. In instances where the property
expands beyond a single parcel from the direct APE (e.g., industrial or institutional complexes), the
architectural APE buffer was expanded to encompass additional parcels to evaluate the property as a
single resource. Within locations where the proposed alignment would be at-grade, within existing
freeway, railroad, or LACTMA-owned ROW, the architectural APE was limited to the direct APE
footprint, resulting in the appearance of a narrowed APE in these locations. The architectural APE
delineation was reduced in these locations because the introduction of a new light rail system in areas



where rail has historically operated and currently operates would not increase the potential to cause
indirect impacts to historic properties.

The following table provides a summary the APE delineation:

APE Delineation

Project Elements ' Direct APE Architectural APE

Within ROW, underground Area of direct construction | One parcel out from Direct APE

Area of direct construction, . . .
s > | Area of direct construction, which

Within existing ROW, at-grade which is limited to existing is limited to existing ROW
ROW
Within ROW, aerial Area of direct construction | One parcel out from Direct APE

Segments at:
- Stations
- Park-and-Rides Area of direct construction | One parcel out from Direct APE
- Maintenance Facility
- Construction laydown areas

Freeway Crossings Extent of freeway activities Extent of freeway activities

Comment 2: Explain why on sheets 9-15, 24, 25, and 27, the APE narrow dramatically and leaves out
adjacent parcels, eliminating analysis of potential indirect effects.

Response 2: Throughout the 19-mile long alignment, the APE does expand and contract in specific
locations. The project alignment contains a vertical APE that includes underground, at-grade, and aerial
segments. The architectural APE was delineated to consider the indirect effects of each of these project
components, as well as those outside the existing ROW, including stations, TPSS, parking lots, and
maintenance facilities. The APE crosses industrial, commercial and residential areas of Los Angeles
County and contains a wide range of property types and parcel sizes. Together, these elements result in an
APE that appears to vary in specific locations and the map may not indicate what construction is
specifically occurring within each of these locations.

For example, the architectural APE appears narrowed in select locations on sheets 9-15, 24, 25, and 27 in
the locations where the proposed alignment is at-grade, within existing railroad or LACTMA-owned
ROW. The architectural APE is limited to the project footprint within these areas as the introduction of a
rail system in areas where rail currently or historically has operated is not anticipated to have an increased
potential to cause indirect impacts to historic properties.

In some locations, the direct APE also expands to include adjacent properties which may be directly
impacted by construction activities (See map pages 9 and 10). Also as previously noted, due to the range
of property types and varied development history of the area, there are numerous odd-sized and angled
properties with and adjacent to the direct and architectural APEs, resulting in the appearance of a varied
APE that appears to expand and contract in specific locations (See map pages 11, 23, 25, and 27).



In grade crossing locations where the Project includes associated street improvements, the direct APE was
expanded to include the area within the roadway that would require work; however, the improvements are
largely signage and striping and therefore the architectural APE was limited to the project footprint in
these locations (See map pages 14, 15, and 16).

Comment 3: It is recommended that FTA consult Sanborn maps to determine the potential for
encountering subsurface historic-era deposits.

Response 3: Archival research, including Sanborn map review, will be conducted to provide context for
the identification of potential historic properties and to verify field data for the entire 19-mile alignment.
This analysis will be discussed further in the cultural resources impacts reports. Note that all areas where
subsurface deposits may be encountered are included in the direct APE, which will be subject to
investigations.

Comment 4: FTA should keep in mind that contingent upon the results of their currently proposed
identification efforts further identification efforts may be required, such as a geoarchaeological analysis
that includes an overview of the age of buried soils and sediments in an effort to predict the locations of
unidentified subsurface archaeological deposits.

Response 4: If additional identification efforts are required, the findings of such analysis will be
conducted and incorporated into the cultural resources technical report that will be prepared for the
project. As part of the identification process, an intensive archaeological survey will be conducted of the
direct APE. The SCCIC records search indicated that the mapped boundary of the historic property
(archaeological), CA-LAN-1575/H, is within the Northern Section of the APE, specifically at Union
Station (Alternative E). The effects of the undertaking on this historic property will be assessed as part of
the cultural resource study. The project APE is heavily urbanized and the ground visibility within the
direct APE is relatively poor (less than 10 percent) due to the developed nature of the Project area.

Comment 5: FTA should also note that the proposed underground stations in the Northern Section of the
APE, specifically at Union Station (Alternative E) is within a known culturally sensitive area and may be
within the boundary of the historic property (archaeological) CA-LAN-1575/H.

Response 5: Background research is being conducted to provide context for the identification of known
historic properties within a 0.5-mile radius of the direct APE. As part of this effort, a cultural resources
records search was conducted through the California Historic Resource Information System, located at the
South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC), California State University, Fullerton. Results of the
record search indicate that the mapped boundary of the historic property (archaeological), CA-LAN-
1575/H, is within the Northern Section of the APE, specifically at Union Station (Alternative E). Cultural
resources staff will work with project planners and engineers to avoid and minimize effects to historic
properties wherever possible. Once any design refinements are made, the effects of the undertaking on
this historic property will be assessed as part of the cultural resource study.

Comment 6: Provide a copy of Attachment E, the proposed exemption table, referenced in the
consultation package.

Response 6: The proposed exemption table is provided as Attachment C to this letter and provides a
sample selection of exempted properties and the justification for their exemption.

Comment 7: Describe further the process for exempting properties “lacking integrity.” Typically, there
are parameters defined for such exemptions; explain the parameters. Has this been developed, and who
will make the determination regarding whether a property lacks integrity?



Response 7: Properties that are lacking sufficient integrity to convey their potential historic significance
will be exempt from evaluation. Preparation of DPR forms will be substituted with an appendix table
depicting a photo of each property (a sample of the table is included as Attachment B. Properties lacking
sufficient integrity are those lacking the critical essential physical features that convey a property’s
significance, e.g., the application of non-original siding, the wholesale replacement and/or infill of
windows and doors, significant primary and secondary elevation additions, and the removal of primary
character-defining features. Each property will be examined against the seven aspects of integrity to fully
understand the property’s physical features and how they relate to its significance.

All property exemptions will be made by a qualified senior-level Architectural Historian who meets the
National Park Service PQS for Architectural History and History utilizing the archival research developed
for the Project and any available historic contexts. Exemptions will be confirmed during field survey. No
properties will be exempted that are listed in a local survey of historical properties, or if the extent of
alterations or the age of a property is not readily discernible. Further, properties would not be exempted
that are found to have potential significance utilizing applicable historic context statements, which contain
evidence of associations with significant historic events or individuals (Criterion A or B), potential to
yield information important to history (Criterion D), the presence of tribal or community concerns, and/or
inclusion as a potential contributing element within a larger property requiring evaluation, such as a
historic district.

Exempted properties will be documented in a table that provides a photograph of the property, its
construction date, area parcel number and a summary of the noted alterations which support its
exemption. Only properties that are substantially altered and/or clearly would not be eligible for listing in
the NRHP and CRHR would be exempted. An attachment providing a sample selection of exempted
properties and the justification for their exemption is attached to this matrix (Attachment B).

Comment 8: Regarding update of properties with eligibility findings within the past five years; this
should be limited to those properties with eligibility findings that have received SHPO concurrence.

Response 8: Noted. Properties with survey eligibility findings that have been completed and received
SHPO concurrence within the past 5 years will not be updated, unless there are substantial changes to the
property identified during the field survey. The previous documentation will be included as an appendix
to the cultural resources impacts report.

Update on Native American and Tribal Qutreach

In accordance with 36 CFR Part 800.4(a)(3), Native Americans and Tribes that may have an interest in
the project were contacted to gather information on historic resources within the APE. The Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was contacted on three separate occasions: June 9, 2017, July
27,2017, and August 30, 2018 for a sacred lands file search request of the project vicinity and to request
a list of Native American consultation contacts. Each time, the NAHC provided a list of tribes/individuals
with traditional lands or cultural places within the APE. A total of eight tribes/individuals were identified
within these three separate NAHC sacred lands searches. FTA sent letters to each individual on December
14, 2018 to seek their input on any resources within the APE. Follow-up calls were placed on January 29,
2019 to those contacts who did not provide a response to the letter from FTA. Should any stakeholders
have an interest in meeting in person, FTA will coordinate with LACMTA to accommodate their request.



Findings

In accordance with 36 CFR § 800.4, the FTA is requesting your concurrence with the APE and
methodology.

If you have questions or wish to discuss this project, please contact Candice Hughes, Environmental
Protection Specialist, at (213) 629-8613, or transmit e-mail to candice.hughes@dot.gov, or contact Adam
Stephenson, Transportation Program Specialist, by phone at (213) 202-3957 or by email at
adam.stephenson@dot.gov.

Sincerely,

Q(Z/Ray Tellis
Regional Administrator

Attachments:
A: APE Map
B: Sample Exemption Table
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May 29, 2019
In reply refer to: FTA 2018 1224 001

Mr. Ray Tellis

Regional Administrator

Federal Transit Administration
90 Seventh Street, Suite 15-300
San Francisco, CA 94103-6701

Re: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project, Area of Potential Effect (APE) and
Identification Methodology, City and County of Los Angeles, California

Dear Mr. Tellis:

The State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) received, on April 29, 2019, the Federal
Transportation Administration’s (FTA) letter continuing consultation in order to comply with
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (54 U.S.C. § 300101) and its
implementing regulation at 36 CFR 8§ 800. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) included
the Area of Potential Effect (APE) maps and example exemption table with the consultation
letter. The current consultation was submitted in response to the SHPO’s comments of
January 18, 2019.

The West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project (WSAB) proposes a new light rail transit
line that would extend approximately 19 miles from downtown Los Angeles to southeast Los
Angeles County, serving the following cities and communities: Arts District, Little Tokyo, Los
Angeles, the unincorporated Florence-Firestone community, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell,
Cudahy, South Gate, Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos, and Artesia. The route would
begin at the Los Angeles Union Station, and terminate in Arteisa, California. The undertaking
includes a combination of below-grade, at-grade, and aerial alignment, 12 new stations, and
1,600 total new parking spaces at five stations.

As described in the consultation package, the APE encompasses all areas of demolition,
ground disturbance, permanent and temporary construction, staging, and parcels proposed for
acquisition. The direct APE includes the alignment right-of-way, as well as stations, laydown
areas, maintenance facilities, parking lots, and all areas of associated ground disturbance. The
indirect APE has been defined the first row of adjacent parcels outside the direct APE. The
APE is limited to the right-of-way when project activities are within existing railroad right-of-
way. The vertical APE has been identified between 90 feet above-grade and 115 feet below-
grade, depending on the activity.
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FTA has proposed an alternative identification strategy for the undertaking. As described in
FTA’s December 21, 2018 consultation, all existing and potential historic properties within the
APE will be identified by individuals meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualifications Standards (PQS) in the appropriate discipline. Background research, including
records search and archival research, will be conducted, and an intensive-level survey of the
APE will be completed.

Due to the accelerated funding/implementation scenario, FTA has proposed a streamlined
identification methodology for built environment properties. In brief, those built environment
determined to lack integrity, as fully explained in both the December 21, 2018 and April 29,
2019, consultation packages, will be exempt from evaluation. Preparation of DPR 523 forms
for these properties will be substituted with an appendix table depicting a photo of each
property, construction date, parcel number, address, and description of alterations that warrant
the exemption. FTA has provided a sample of this table in the current consultation. FTA has
defined “properties lacking sufficient integrity” as “those lacking the critical essential physical
features that convey a property’s significance, e.g., the application of non-original siding, the
wholesale replacement and/or infill of windows and doors, significant primary and secondary
elevation additions, and the removal of primary character-defining features.” All exemptions will
be made by a senior-level architectural historian meeting the Secretary’s PQS.

FTA has requested comments on the delineation of the APE and the methodology to
streamline the identification and evaluation of historic properties. After reviewing the
documentation, the following comments are offered:

e Pursuantto 36 CFR § 800.4(a)(1), | have no comments on the FTA’s APE.

e Regarding the proposed alternative identification, | agree that this methodology is an
appropriate way to proceed at this time. Depending on the results of the identification
efforts and adequacy of documentation, additional identification may be necessary to
satisfy the requirements of 36 CFR 88 800.4(b) and 800.11.

| look forward to continuing consultation with FTA. If you have any questions, please contact
Kathleen Forrest of my staff at (916) 445-7022 or Kathleen.Forrest@parks.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

—

Julianne Polanco
State Historic Preservation Officer
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March 30, 2020

Julianne Polanco

California State Historic Preservation Officer
Office of Historic Preservation

California Department of Parks and Recreation
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100

Sacramento, CA 95816

Attention: Ms. Natalie Lindquist, State Historian

Re: Revised APE and NRHP Eligibility Determinations
for West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project
(FTA_2018_1224 001)

Dear Ms. Polanco:

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

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

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



Alternatives 1 and 2 differ in the Project’s Northern Section but share a common alignment from
the Arts/Industrial District Station to the southern terminus at the proposed Pioneer Station in the
City of Artesia. Both Alternatives 1 and 2 total approximately 19.3 miles in length.

Alternative 3 extends 14.8 miles and begins at the Slauson/A Line Station, following along the
same alignment as Alternatives 1 and 2 to the southern terminus at the proposed Pioneer Station.
Alternative 4 extends 6.6 miles and begins at the 1-105/C Line Station and terminates at the
proposed Pioneer Station. All four Alternatives include the following components: station
configurations, parking facilities, crossings (at-grade, freeway, elevated street, and elevated rail),
traction power substation facilities, and maintenance and storage facilities. Alternative 1 includes
two design options: Design Option 1 proposes to change the northern terminus for Alternative 1
from the Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) Forecourt to behind the Metropolitan Water
District building on the east side of LAUS. Design Option 2 proposes to add the Little Tokyo
Station under Alternative 1.

On December 21, 2018, FTA initiated Section 106 consultation with your office regarding the
APE and the proposed approach to the survey, identification and evaluation of built environment
resources. In a letter dated January 18, 2019, the SHPO responded with comments. In a letter
dated April 26, 2019, FTA provided additional information. SHPO indicated that they had no
further comments on the APE and agreed that the screening methodology was appropriate on
May 29, 2019.

Revisions to the Area of Potential Effects

The APE has been delineated to consider potential direct and indirect effects, including potential
noise, vibration or visual effects to historic properties. For considerations of “direct APE,” the
APE includes areas of direct effect and ground disturbance such as the alignment right-of-way
(ROW), stations, laydown yards, maintenance facilities, and parking lots plus street or parcels
directly above the proposed tunnel areas. The APE extends from the existing ground surface to
approximately 90 feet above the existing ground surface and approximately 115 feet below the
existing ground surface. To account for indirect effects to the built environment as part of
“architectural APE” considerations, the APE generally includes a one parcel buffer (except
where the alignment is at-grade and project work is limited within the existing ROW) and the
width of a highway where construction activities cross highways.

Since 2019, project design modifications have resulted in an expansion of the APE. Design
modifications involved the following: development of traffic mitigation measures, sidewalk,
refinements to the Project alignment, and additional work in areas that were previously not
identified for any ground disturbance. Consistent with the previous delineation of the APE, a one
parcel buffer under the architectural APE was not included in areas where traffic mitigation
measures (such as restriping) or other project work was limited within the existing ROW.
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Revisions to the APE since May 2019 are shown on the attached map and marked with aqua blue
hatching (Attachment A). NO changes are on APE Sheets 1-3, 5-7, 12, 14-17, 19-20, 23-25, 28,
29, 31, 32. A summary of these changes are follows:

e APE Sheet 4: Expansion of the APE to include Map Reference Number (MRN) 4-039 as
a result of the laydown area proposed for the corner of South Santee and East 8th Streets

e APE Sheet 8: Expansion of the APE to include 1764 Vernon Avenue (5106-004-001) as a
result of the laydown area proposed for the corner of Long Beach and East Vernon
Avenues

e APE Sheet 9: Expansion of the APE in the area around Slauson Boulevard and Morgan
Avenue for the A Line reconstruction

e APE Sheets 9, 10, 11, 13: Expansion of the APE to accommodate traffic mitigation
measures

e APE Sheet 18: Expansion of APE for revision to the alignment

e APE Sheet 21: Notation for MRN 21-027 (1-105/Century Freeway-Transitway Historic
District) as a resource eligible for the NRHP

e APE Sheet 22: Expansion of APE to include one additional property (MRN 19-10 for
sidewalk improvements and refinement of the APE along 1-105

e APE Sheet 26: Expansion of APE to include one additional property (MRN 26-005) for
sidewalk improvements and three adjacent properties were added to the APE in this area

e APE Sheets 27 and 30: Expansion of the APE (within existing ROW) to accommodate
traffic mitigation measures

e APE Sheet 33: Expansion of the APE in the vicinity of South Avenue for the A Line
reconstruction

Section 106 Consultation

On June 23, 2017, the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was contacted fora
request a review of the Sacred Lands File (SLF). NAHC responded on July 27, 2017. Following
changes to the Project alignment, a search of the SLF was again requested on August 30, 2018,
and the NAHC responded on September 11, 2018. Both SLF searches noting that sites have been
located within the Los Angeles quadrangle of the APE. The NAHC recommended that the
Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation be contacted to obtain additional information
regarding these sites. The NAHC also provided lists of groups or individuals who may have
additional information regarding cultural resources that may exist within the APE.

On December 14, 2018, FTA sent Section 106 consultation letters to the Native American
contacts provided by the NAHC. The letter included information on the identification of
prehistoric sites, and sacred and/or traditional cultural properties in the APE. Responses were
received from three Native American groups. On January 3, 2019, the Kizh Nation sent an email
to the FTA requesting Section 106 consultation for the Project. Following telephone and email
correspondence, on March 13, 2020, Andrew Salas, Chairperson for the Kizh Nation agreed in
an email that the mitigation developed for the purposes of Assembly Bill 52 would be acceptable
for the purposes of Section 106.

On February 11, 2019, Adrian Morales of the Gabrielefio/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission
Indians emailed a response also requesting Section 106 consultation.
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Mr. Morales requested that the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) record
searches and all other informational data source be inclusive of a 1.0-mile radius search. In
response to this request, the SCCIC record search was updated increasing the radius from 0.5 to
1-mile.

In addition, Robert Dorame, Chairperson for the Gabrielefio Tongva Indians of California Tribal
Council discussed the Project with FTA staff on January 29, 2019. He stated he would respond to
the request by email. While efforts were made to follow up with Mr. Dorame, no further
response was received.

Local interested party consultation was initiated on September 20, 2017, when letters were sent
to 17 local government entities, historic preservation advocacy, and history advocacy groups to
request information regarding historic properties that may be located within the APE. Letters
described the original proposed Project and its related draft APE, including location maps. Due
to changes to the Project alignment, a second letter was sent to these same contacts on March 18,
2019. Follow-up, via email and telephone, with the initial parties (17) was undertaken between
May and June 2019, and subsequent follow-up efforts were conducted as necessary.

To expand the reaches of consultation effort, a second round of consultation letters was sent to
an additional six consulting parties (historical societies and similar organizations) to request
information regarding historic properties that may be located within the APE on February 4,
2020. Follow-up, via email and telephone for these parties were completed in February 2020.

To date, Metro has received responses from the following:

o Cities: Artesia, Bell, Bellflower, Cerritos, Cudahy, Downey, Los Angeles, Huntington Park,
and Paramount.

e County: Los Angeles County

e Organizations: City of Downey Historical Society, Los Angeles Union Station Historical
Society (LAUSHS), Old Spanish Trail Association, Los Angeles Conservancy and the Los
Angeles Railroad Heritage Foundation.

Representatives from the cities of Bell, Cerritos, Paramount, and Los Angeles County in addition
to the Old Spanish Trail Association expressed no concerns regarding potential cultural resources
within the vicinity of the APE. Representatives from the cities of Artesia, Bellflower, Cudahy,
Downey, and Huntington Park responded to consultation efforts by providing lists of known or
potential cultural resources thought to be located in the vicinity of the APE. In most cases, these
lists were brief and included from one to six resources. A contact from the City of Los Angeles
Office of Historic Resources recommended that SurveyL A be reviewed to assist in the
identification of historic properties. The LAUSHS expressed a desire for potential station
entrances in the vicinity of Los Angeles Union Station, a historic property, to be consistent in
their design with the station’s existing architecture. Aside from Los Angeles Union Station itself,
the LAUSHS expressed no concern regarding cultural resources in the APE or its vicinity.

Record Search and Field Survey

The CHRIS records search identified nine previously recorded archaeological resources (P-19-
001575, P-19-002849, P-19-003181, P-19-003389, P-19-003588, P-19-003862, P-19-004171, P-
19-004201, and P-19-004202) within the APE.
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Only one (P-19-001575) has been previously evaluated for listing in the NRHP. The field survey
determined that seven of the eight unevaluated resources (P-19-002849, P-19-003181, P-19-
003588, P-19-003862, P-19-004171, P-19-004201, and P-19-004202) are in developed areas that
contain no exposed ground surface. For the purposes of this undertaking, these seven
archaeological resources are treated as eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion D.

P-19-003889 is located on an undeveloped property. No archaeological remains associated with
P-19-003889 were observed in the APE during the field survey. A Phase Il testing program
conducted at P-19-003889 in 2007 found that subsurface cultural remains at the site were highly
disturbed; no intact primary cultural deposits or features were identified by the test excavations.
Based on the negative findings of the current field survey and previous Phase 1l study, P-19-
003389 was found ineligible for listing in the NRHP.

The results of the built environment field survey identified 674 properties containing buildings,
structures, or objects that were constructed prior to 1978, more than 50 years before the
anticipated Project construction date of 2028. Of those 674 properties, 220 properties were found
to be substantially altered. They no longer retain sufficient integrity to convey potential
significance. The CHRIS records search and background research identified 18 properties
previously listed in or determined eligible for the NRHP. These properties were field checked
during the survey but were not recorded on Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) forms.
Three previously recorded properties were found to no longer be extant (P-19-090550, P-19-
190532, 19-186945). DPR forms were prepared for the 436 properties in the APE that were not
exempted or previously listed in or determined eligible for the NRHP. Of the 436 properties
evaluated for historical significance, 36 were identified as eligible for listing in the NRHP
(Attachment B). The remaining 400 properties recorded were found ineligible for listing in the
NRHP.

Finding
Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4, FTA requests your comments on the revised APE and concurrence on

the determinations of eligibility of the 36 properties, the treatment of seven archaeological sites
as eligible for the NRHP, and 400 resources as not eligible for the NRHP.

The FTA will evaluate effects on historic properties and consult with your office on potential
effects following the completion of the forthcoming Cultural Resources Effects Report.

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Mary Nguyen, Environmental Protection
Specialist, at (213) 202—-3960 or by email at mary.nguyen@dot.gov.

Sincerely,

Ray Tellis
Regional Administrator

Attachments:
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A. Area of Potential Effects Map
B. Determinations of Eligibility Table
C

. West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Cultural Resources Survey Report (March
2020)

CC: Meghna Khanna, West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project, Senior Director,
Countywide Planning & Development, LACMTA
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Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA goo12-2952 metro.net

Metro

January 30, 2020

Michael A. Shull

General Manager

Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks
221 N. Figueroa Street, Suite 350

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: WSAB Project: Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation

Dear Mr. Shull:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is preparing a Draft Environmental Impact Statement/
Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor
Project. The FTA serves as the Federal lead agency under the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA). LACMTA is the local lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The
purpose of this letter is to conduct consultation with agencies of jurisdiction per Section 4(f) of the
Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (as codified under 49 United States Code [USC] 303 and
with implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774).

Project Description

Metro is evaluating a new light rail transit (LRT) line that would connect southeast LA County to
downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and communities of downtown Los Angeles, unincorporated
Florence-Graham community of LA County, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate,
Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. Metro is evaluating four Build Alternatives.
Attachment 1 includes the current description of the WSAB Transit Corridor Project and project
alignment map. Additional information may be found at www.metro.net/wsab.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides protection of publicly
owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfow! refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the
officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:
1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
reservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR§774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement
measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,



recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

Permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property is acquired outright for a transportation
project or a property interest that allows permanent access onto the property such as a permanent
easement for maintenance or other transportation-related purpose. The second form of use is
commonly referred to as temporary. A temporary use of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a
temporary occupancy of the property that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist
purpose of the Section 4(f) statute. A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does
not incorporate land from a Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe
that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected
activities, features, or attributes of the property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15][a]).

Identification of Section 4(f) Resources

LACMTA and FTA have identified the parks or other resources below as being publicly owned and
publicly accessible parks near the WSAB Transit Corridor Project, as shown in Attachment 2. LACMTA
is analyzing potential use of these parks or resources under Section 4(f).

Park or resource Location

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

Fred Roberts Recreation Center 4700 S. Honduras St.
Los Angeles

The City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and has been identified as an agency with
jurisdiction over the resources. LACMTA and FTA are requesting the following information:

a) Confirm that your agency has jurisdiction over the resource or otherwise identify the official
with jurisdiction over the resource.

b) Whether your agency identifies the resource as a public park of national, state, or local
significance that is accessible to the public.

c) That the area shown on the attached figure accurately represents the area within your
jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility.

At this time, LACMTA has not identified a potential temporary or permanent impact to these parks or
resources, but requires this information to continue the analysis for the WSAB Transit Corridor
Project. Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the WSAB Transit Corridor Project
potential effects to the park.

Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM@metro.net or (213) 922-3931.
Please respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis under the assumption that the
City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks is the agency with jurisdiction and that the
resources are significant public parks or recreational resources. LACMTA will continue to coordinate
with your agency through the environmental review process.


mailto:KhannaM@metro.net
mailto:Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov

Sincerely,

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attachments:
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property

CC: Sergio Ibarra
CC: Helen Jadali
CC: Steve Garcia
CC: Clare Kelley
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Overview

Metro is evaluating a new light rail transit (LRT) line that

will connect southeast LA County to downtown Los Angeles,
serving the cities and communities of downtown Los Angeles,
unincorporated Florence-Graham community of LA County,
Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate, Downey,
Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. The West Santa
Ana Branch Transit Corridor (WSAB) Project is a 19-mile
corridor undergoing an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS)/Environmental Impact Report (EIR) process to prepare
the corridor for LRT.

The project area is home to 1.2 million residents and is a

job center to approximately 584,000 employees. Projections
show the resident population increasing to 1.5 million

and jobs increasing to 670,000 by 2040. Population and
employment densities are five times higher than the LA County
average. This rail corridor is anticipated to serve commuters

in a high travel demand corridor by providing relief to the
limited transportation systems currently available to these
communities. In addition, the project is expected to provide a
direct connection to Metro's Green and Blue lines.

Goals

The main goals of the WSAB Project are to:

1. Provide mobility improvements

2. Support local and regional land-use plans and policies
3. Minimize environmental impacts

4. Ensure cost effectiveness and financial feasibility

5. Promote equity

Background

Previous studies analyzed opportunities for transit connections
in southeast LA County, including:

> Alternatives Analysis (AA) (2013) — Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG) assessed alternatives
to add a new connection along a 34-mile corridor from
Union Station in LA County to the City of Santa Ana in
Orange County, and recommended the LRT alignment as the
preferred transit mode and northern alignment alternatives
for further consideration.

> Technical Refinement Study (TRS) (2015) — Metro built
on the recommendations in the SCAG AA with a focus on
the LA County segment of the Pacific Electric Right-of-Way
(ROW) /WSAB project corridor. This study identified four
new northern alignment options, updated capital cost
and ridership forecasts, and analyzed specific challenges
identified in the SCAG AA within the LA County segment.

> Northern Alignment Options Screening Report (2017) —
Metro analyzed six northern alignment options. Upon review,
the Metro Board of Directors approved carrying forward four
of the northern alignment options identified in the TRS for
environmental study and initiated the scoping process for
this project.

> In May 2018, the Metro Board selected two Northern
Alignment Alternatives — Alternative E: Alameda
Underground and Alternative G: Downtown Transit Core
Underground — to proceed into the Draft EIS/EIR.

In December 2018, the Metro Board updated the project
definition after receiving feedback through scoping and
other ongoing outreach efforts. Key updates to the project
definition include: aerial structure over the I-10 (Santa
Monica) Freeway; five new aerial grade separations; three
proposed stations removed from further study (Washington,
Vernon, 183rd/Gridley); removal of the optional Bloomfield
extension and station; and elimination of Alternative G2
(Pershing Square design option).

Initial Operating Segments (10S)

Metro is evaluating the following two Initial Operating
Segments (IOS) options as part of the EIS/EIR to accelerate
delivery of the project faster than assumed in the Measure M
Expenditure Plan:

> 10S 1 - I-105 (Century Freeway)/Green Line Station to
Pioneer Station

> |OS 2 - Slauson Station to Pioneer Station

These 10S options were developed based on physical
infrastructure limits and barriers, major origins/destinations,
market trends and high activity areas. Proposed stations
serving major activity areas and operational feasibility were also
considered. These options were identified for further evaluation
based on how they met the project’s five goals.

The EIS/EIR will study the entire project and the two 10S
options. If an 10S option is implemented, connectivity to
downtown LA could be accomplished via a transfer to existing
Metro lines.

Public-Private Partnerships (P3)

Metro is evaluating the feasibility and potential benefits

of delivering the WSAB Project through a Public-Private
Partnership (P3) program. P3s do not provide additional
funding but may enhance financial capacity to advance
construction in certain cases, along with other potential
benefits to the project. Metro is engaging with the P3 industry
to explore options to enhance financial capacity in order to
advance construction of the full corridor.



West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor
Project Overview
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Northern Alignment Alternatives Corridor Overview

Alternatives E and G are the two northern alignments currently > 19 miles
being studied as part of the Draft EIS/EIR with the following
station termini options:

> 12 new stations

> Five new Park & Ride facilities
Alternative E: Alameda Underground

> Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) Forecourt
> LAUS east of the Metropolitan Water District (MWD) > Population and employment densities are five times
higher than LA County

> Study area: 98 square miles

Alternative G: Downtown Transit Core Underground
> At 8th St/Flower, with a pedestrian connection to
7th St/Metro Center



Environmental Planning Process

The WSAB Project's environmental process is well defined by
federal requirements stipulated in the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and state environmental requirements
stipulated in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
The flow chart below highlights the major milestones in the
environmental study phase.

Project Delivery and Coordination

The project is on schedule for environmental clearance and the
Draft EIS/EIR is expected to be released in December 2020.
The Metro Board is anticipated to select a Locally Preferred
Alternative in April 2021.

The WSAB Project involves a shared corridor of approximately
ten miles of freight-owned Right-of-Way (ROW) that runs along
the Wilmington and La Habra Branches (owned by Union
Pacific Railroad, UPRR) and the San Pedro Subdivision (owned
by the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach). Staff is actively
coordinating with UPRR and the Ports to obtain agreement on
design and ROW, which is needed to advance the project.

Funding

Per Measure M and Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan
(LRTP) financial forecast, as amended, the project has a

$4 billion (B) (2015%) allocation of funding (comprised
of Measure M and other local, state and federal sources).
Measure M funding becomes available in two cycles:

> FY 2028 - $1B
> FY 2041 - $3B

The current project cost is estimated to be $6.5-$6.6B (in
2018%), contingent upon further project design, coordination
with freight railroad and the Ports on ROW, and development of
First/Last Mile plans and costs.

Measure M indicates that an early project delivery may be made
possible with a P3 delivery method. A P3 with a comprehensive
delivery approach is being pursued as part of a strategy for
accelerating a significantly increased project scope by 2028.

Project Involvement

Metro is committed to a comprehensive outreach program

that provides project stakeholders with the necessary tools and
resources to be educated and informed, and provide valuable
input at key milestones. The Draft EIS/EIR is anticipated to be
circulated in December 2020 and will include public hearings in
early 2021 and an official public comment period.

Phases of Project Development

Updated Environmental Planning Process

STEP 1 STEP 2 STEP 3 STEP 4
BOARD
AUTHORIZED
STUDY OF
ADDITIONAL
NORTHERN
ALIGNMENTS &
COMMUNITY
MEETINGS

MARCH 2018

BOARD SELECTS
ALTERNATIVES E
AND G TO BE
CARRIED INTO
DRAFT EIS[EIR
MAY 2018

INITIATE DRAFT
EIS/EIR —
SCOPING

MEETINGS
SPRING 2017

Draft EIS/EIR = Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report
FTA = Federal Transit Administration

LPA = Locally Preferred Alternative

ROD = Record of Decision

CONTACT US

a Meghna Khanna, Project Manager
Metro
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-7
Los Angeles, CA 90012

213.922.6262
wsab@metro.net
metro.net/wsab

@metrowsab

S08E &

metrowsab

UPDATED
SCOPING
MEETINGS FOR
NORTHERN
ALIGNMENT
ALTERNATIVES
JuLy 2018

STEPS STEP & STEP 7

DRAFT EIS/EIR BOARD SELECTS
BOARD
APPROVES
UPDATED
PROJECT
DEFINITION
DECEMBER 2018

RELEASED LPA
INITIATE

BOARD CERITIFES
FINAL EIR

FTA ISSUES ROD
FOR FINAL EIS
2021

AGENCY/PUBLIC
REVIEW &
COMMENT

2020

WE
ARE

. : : : : s : .
ONGOING PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

20-0611 ©2019 LACMTA



Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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DEPARTMENT OF RECREATION City oF Los ANGELES MICHAEL A. SHULL

AND PARKS CALIFORNIA GENERAL MANAGER
ANTHONY-PAUL (AP) DIAZ, ESQ.
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS — EXECUTIVE E)FI)ICER &
SYLVIA PATSAOURAS CHIEF OF STAFF
PRESIDENT VICKI ISRAEL
LYNN ALVAREZ ASSISTANT GENERAL MANAGER
VICE PRESIDENT .
SOPHIA PINA-CORTEZ
NICOLE CHASE ASSISTANT GENERAL MANAGER
JOSEPH HALPER
S —— & CATHIE SANTO DOMINGO
BOARD SECRETARY (213) 202-2640 ERIC GARCETTI AARIETANT GENERAL MANAGER
MAYOR (213) 202-2633 FAX (213) 202-2614

February 12, 2020

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-7

Los Angeles, CA 90012

WSAB PROJECT: ENVIRONMENTAL SECTION 4(F) CONSULTATION
LOS ANGELES PLAZA PARK AND FRED ROBERTS RECREATION CENTER SITE
CONTROL INQUIRY - CONFIRMATION OF RAP JURISDICTION AND CONTROL

This correspondence is in response to your letter dated January 30, 2020 requesting for
the confirmation of RAP controlled property commonly known as Los Angeles Plaza Park
and Fred Roberts Recreation Center. Department of Recreation and Parks (RAP) staff
has determined that RAP has Jurisdiction of the subject properties.

Los Angeles Plaza Park (El Pueblo De Los Angeles State Historic Park and Monument
and Paseo de la Plaza Park) is located at 125 Paseo de la Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012.
While RAP maintains ownership, City Ordinance No. 167,902 approved by City Council
on May 7, 1992, transferred site operation to the El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical
Monument Authority Department.

Fred Roberts Recreation Center is located at 4700 S. Honduras St., Los Angeles, CA
90011. According to the Superior Court of the State of California Final Order of
Condemnation dated July 19, 1956, this property is, “condemned in fee for public
playground and recreation purposes.”

The following supporting documents are attached for reference, and review:

1. City Ordinance No. 167,902
2. Final Order of Condemnation C.E. 400-1

221 N. FIGUEROA STREET, SUITE 350. LOS ANGELES CA 90012 — wwwLAPARKS.ORG
EquaL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY



Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
February 12, 2020

Page 2

Should there be any question or additional information required, please contact Cid
Macaraeg, Senior Management Analyst Il, at (213) 202-2608 or Bryan Miller, of my staff
at (213) 202-3192.

Sincerely,

MICHAEL A. SHULL
General Manager

<p/ /\
DA YLFO/R@

Acting Superintendent
Planning, Maintenance and Construction Branch

DF/CM/BDM:ct

Attachment
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167902
ORDINANCE NO,

An ordinance of the City of Los Angeles enacted
pursuant to Section 32.1 (a) of the City Charter creating
the El1 Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument Authority
Department and providing for the transfer to said
Department of the powers, duties and functions relating
to the operation, management, maintenance and control of
the E1 Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument.

THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES
DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Chapter 25 is added te Division 22 of
the Los Angeles Administrative Code to read as follows:

CHAPTER 25
EL PUEBILO DE LOS ANGELES HISTORICAL MONUMENT AUTHORITY
DEPARTMENT

ARTICIE 1
CREATICN AND PURPOSE

Sec. 22.620. Creation of Department and Purpose.

(a) There is hereby created a department in City
government to be known as the El Pueblo de Los Angeles
Historical Monument Authority Department, hereinafter
referred to in this Chapter as the "Department," which
shall operate, manage, maintain and control all of the
property, including adjacent and nearby parking lots,
included within the El1 Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical
Monument and heretofore operated by the Department of
Recreation and Parks, except public streets, sewers in the
public streets, Water and Power facilities, street lights,
and similar facilities or equipment which are operated,
managed, maintained and controlled by City departments
other than the Department of Recreation and Parks.

(b) The Department shall operate, manage,
maintain and control the above described property in a
manner that will enhance the theme of each of the unique
areas located within the Monument boundaries consistent
with Section 4.5 of Chapter 1358 of the Statutes of 1987,
the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for
Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic
Buildings, and the history of each area. For example, the
Italian Hall shall be restored and operated in a manner
consistent with its theme, a Chinese history museum shall
be established in the Monument, and Olvera Street shall
be operated, managed, maintained and controlled in a
manner that will preserve and positively reflect the early
Mexican history of the cCity, revitalize the Mexican
marketplace atmosphere now in existence, and preserve and
enhance the historic buildings on the street.



(c) For purposes of this Chapter, the phrase
"operate, managa, maintain and control™ shall have the
same meaning as the commonly understood meaning of each
of those terms and shall include the power and duty to
plan, design, develop, construct, rehabilitate,
reconstruct, restore, repair, improve, and otherwise
administer any and all parts or areas of the Monument.

(d) The Department shall be the successor in
interest as to all rights, 1liabilities, benefits,
privileges, and immunities of the Department of Recreation
and Parks created by or arising from any and all contracts
and agreements relating to the operation, management,
maintenance and control of the Monument and in effect as
of the operative date of the transfer of powers, duties
and functions under this Chapter.

ARTICLE 2

EL PUEBLO DE LOS ANGELES HISTORICAL MONUMENT AUTHORITY
COMMISSION

Sec. 22.621. Control and Management of

Department.
-

The Department shall be under the control’ and
manageament of a board of seven commissioners to be known
as the Board of El1 Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical
Monument Authority Commissioners, hereinafter referred to
in this Chapter as the "“Board."

Sec. 22.622. Composition of the Board.

The Board shall be composed of seven persons, all
of whom shall be at all times electors of the City. Each
member shall be appointed by the Mayor, =subject to
confirmation by the City Council by majority vote. The
members of the Board shall be exempt from all civil
service provisions and, tec the extent feasible, shall be
selected to provide representation of the following
disciplines on the Board: Business, Arts/Culture, Law,
Community Service, Los Angeles History, Banking and
Finance, and Architecture. However, no person shall be
appointed or confirmed to serve on the Board who is a
current tenant, lessee, or operator of a business in the
Monument.

Sec. 22.623. Terms of Members of the Board.

The term of office for each member of the Board
shall be four (4) years and shall begin with the first day
of July of the respective years. Provided, however, that
the terms of the initial appointments of Board Members
shall begin on the date the appointee is confirmed and
sworn into office and end on June 30 of the year indicated
below for the respective offlices:



Office No. 1 1993

Offices Nos. 2 and 3 - 1994
Offices Nos. 4 and 5§ - 1995
Offices Nos. 6 and 7 - 1996

Each appointment to fill a wvacancy on the Board
shall be for the period of the unexpired term.

Sec. 22.624. Meetings and Compensation.

The members of the Board shall be paid $50 per
meeting for each meeting of the Board attended, not to
exceed $250 in any one calendar month.

Sec. 22.625. Conflict of Interest.

Members of the Board and Board nominees shall be
subject to all ethics and conflict of interest laws and
regulations applicable to existing boards and commissions
of the City of los Angeles.

Sec. 22.626. Facilities and Eguipment on
Adjoining Sidewalks, Streets and Ways.

The Board shall have the power and authority to
approve street lights, street and sidewalk surfaces,
fixtures and other appliances and furnishings proposed to
be located in or on the sidewalks, streets and ways
immediately adjeining the Monument in order to maintain
and enhance the ambiance and character of the Monument.
No such improvements shall be made or installed without
the approval of the Board; provided that the incremental
costs, if any, of complying with the changes required by
the Board to obtain its approval of such proposed
improvements shall be paid by the Department. If the
Board is unwilling or unable to pay for such incremental
costs within a reasonable time and the City Council or the
other City department proposing to make such improvements
is unable or unwilling to pay for such incremental costs,
such improvements shall be deemed approved.

Sec. 22.627. Limitation as to Real Property.

Neither the Board nor the Department shall have

the power or the right to acquire or sell any real
property for or on behalf of itself or of the City.

Sec. 22.628B. General Charter Requirements.

Except as otherwise expressly provided in this
Chapter, the provisions of Charter sections 71 through 89,
inclusive, shall apply to the Board in the same manner and
tc the same extent as they apply to departments created
by Charter section 70 (b). All employees, including the
general manager, of the Department shall be subject to
Article IX of the City Charter.

3




ARTICLE 3
FINANCIAL RESPONSIBILITIES

Sec. 22.629. Operating Expenses.

All of the costs and expenses incurred in the
operation, management, maintenance and control of the
Monument or related thereto shall be paid by the
Department from the revenues received from the operation
of the Monument or from other activities or sources by the
Department.

Sec. 22.630. El1 Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical
Monument Revenue Fund.

All revenues derived from the operation of the
Monument or activities at the Monument, including the
proceeds from any rental or lease thereof, all other
revenues or monies received by the Department, and all
apprepriations made to the Department, shall be deposited
into a special interest earning trust fund to be
designated as the "El1 Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical
Monument Revenue Fund," which fund is hereby established.
Said fund is hereinafter referred to in this Chapter as
the "Fund", All interest and earnings which accrue from
the investment of monies in the Fund shall accrue and be
deposited to the credit of the Fund. All costs and
expenses incurred in the cperation, management,
maintenance and control of the Monument or related
thereto, shall be paid solely from the Fund. The Trust
Fund shall be under the exclusive control of the Board and
all expenditures and deposits shall be made in accordance
with this Chapter and the rules and procedures established
by the Board. The monies deposited in the Fund shall be
expended solely for the purposes set forth herein and
shall not revert to the General Fund.

Sec. 22.631. Limitations on Support from the
General Fund.

The General Fund shall not be ocbligated to finance
any cost or expense associated with the operation,
management, maintenance or control of the Monument.
However, nothing shall preclude the City Council, with the
approval ¢f the Mayor, from appreopriating funds for such
purposes to the Department. The City Council intends
that the proceeds of the bond issue authorized by the
voters in 1990 (Proposition G) and designated to
seismically stabilize buildings and structures in the
Monument be applied for the approved purpose as determined
by the Board.




ARTICLE 4
POWER TO ENTER INTO CONTRACTS

Sec. 22.632. Board's Power to Enter Into
Contracts.

(a) The Board shall have the power tao enter into
contracts for services and leases as it deems necessary
for the operation, management, maintenance and control of
the Monument. The Board shall be subject to the
requirements and provisions of the City Charter and of
thies Code with respect to such contracting and leasing.
However, the Board shall not have authority to contract
with an individual or firm as a master tenant, developer,
or operator of all the commercial property within the
Monument, except for that portion of the Monument known
as the Pico-Garnier Block.

(b) Because of the need to preserve the stability
and character of Olvera Street as a Mexican marketplace,
and because under the current circumstances competitive
contracting of the concessions on Olvera Street would work
an incongruity, would produce no advantage, and would make
it impossible to preserve the Street's unique character
and its true essence and flavor, the Council hereby finds
that it would be impracticable, and incompatible with the
best interests of the City and the Monument, to engage in
a competitive contracting process for new concession
agreements for the operation of the businesses on Olvera
Straat. Therefore, the Board is hereby authorized ta
negotiate new long term concession agreements with the
existing merchants on Olvera Street without any arbitrary
or artificial limit as to their duration, but rather with
such duration to be determined based on what is negotiated
as being fair and reasonable in light of all the other
terms and conditions negotiated for such contracts. The
Board shall develop the criteria which it proposes to use
in determining the lengths of the terms for such contracts
so0 as to treat all merchants equitably regardless of the
size of the particular merchant's business. Such criteria
shall be submitted to the City Council for its approval
prior to the commencement of contract negotiations. The
Board shall provide appropriate relocation assistance
whenever a continuing tenant's business must be relocated
within the Monument to meet the needs of the Monument.
To the extent feasible, whenever a tenant's business is
so relccated it shall be relocated to space that is
comparable space to that previously occupied by such
business,

ARTICLE 5
ADVISORY COMMITTEES

Sec., 22,633. Advisory Committees.

The Board shall create as many advisory committees
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as it deems appropriate but must establish and maintain
an El Pueblo De Los Angeles Historical Monument Merchants
Advisory Committee and a Friends of El Pueblo de Los
Angeles Historical Monument Advisory Committea. Tha El
Pueblo de Los Angeles Historical Monument Merchants
Advisory cCommittee shall consist of 7 members. Each
marchant group listed below shall select the number of
merchant members designated as their representative on the
Advisory Committee:

Retail

Small Food Service
Restaurant

Office, Banking etec.

Artistic, Service or
Creative Design

= Y TR

The Board shall establish appointment criteria
for the Friends of El Pueblo de ILos Angeles Historical
Monument Committee and establish minimum meeting
requirements and rules for each of the Committees. The
Committees shall meet, consult and provide advice,
assistance and information to the Board on any matter
affecting the Monument.

ARTICLE &
MAYOR AND COUNCIL APPROVALS

Sec. 22.634, Actions Requiring Mayor and Council
Approval.

The following actions of the Board shall require
prior approval of the City Council and the Mayor in order
to become effective and before their implementation:

1. Master plans, develcocpment plans, and
amendments thereto.

2. Debt financing of any kind.

3. The annual budget for the Department,
including expenditures for capital improvements, and
amendments, deletions or additions thereto.

4. Creation of all personnel authority.

5. Notwithstanding the provisions of this
section, the City Council, the Arts, Health and Humanities
Committee o©of the City Council, or the Chair of said
Committee may at any time require a report from the Board
on any subject properly under the jurisdiction of the
Board.



ARTICLE 7
TRANSFER OF POWERS, DUTIES AND FUNCTIONS

Sec, 22.635., , Operative Date of Transfer of
Powers, Duties and Functions.

(a) The transfer of functions for the Monument to
the Department pursuant to City Charter Section 32.1 (a)
shall become operative at such time as personnel, funds
and equipment to perform such functions are first provided
for in the Budget or any amendment thereto for the
Department by appropriate action of the City Council and
Mayor. It is the intention of the City Council to
transfer to the Department all positions relative to the
Monument which currently exist in the Department of
Recreation and Parks or which are funded by the El1 Pueblo
de Los Angeles Historic Park Trust Fund and which the
Board determines to be required by the Department. It is
also the intention of the City Council that all positions
transferred to the Department be filled with personnel who
occupy such positions at the time of such transfer. Rules
and requlations previously authorized and adopted for the
operatien, management, maintenance and control of the
Monument, or relative thereto, shall remain in full force
and effect.

(b) Between the effective date of this Ordinance
creating the Department and the respective applicable
effective date of each transfer of resources, the
authority to operate the Department will be limited to an
exercise of those powers, duties and functions for which
resources have already been so provided by the City
Council and'the Mayor.

(c) Those powers, duties and functions of the
Department of Recreation and Parks related to and affected
by the transfer of powers, duties and functions by this
Chapter are hereby traneferred to the El Pueblo de Los
Angeles Historical Monument Authority Department in the
manner and at the times provided herein. The nature and
character of the real property comprising the Monument as
a park or recreational site shall not be affected by this
Chapter and said real property shall continue to be
subject to the provisions of City Charter Section 170,
except that the Board shall act in place and stead of the
Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners with respect
thereto.
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Sec. 2 The City Clerk shall certify to the passage of this ordinance
and eause the same to be published in some daily newspaper printed and published in the
City of Los Angeles.

I hereby certify that the ﬂmﬁﬂ% ordinance was passed by the Council of the City of
Los Angeles, at its meeting ol'...__....-...

LIAS MARTINEZ, City Clerk,

' Deputy.
Approvcd__._rﬂw 711892

A;;provcd as to Form and Legality

April 14, 1992
Janmes K., Hahn, City Attorneay

Aot e

PEDRC B. ECHEVERRIA Mrepuig¥
Senior Assistant City Attorney

File No.....80=0124..83..cce.
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Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA goo12-2952 metro.net

Metro

January 30, 2020

Mark Hovatter

Chief Facilities Executive
Facilities Services Division
333 South Beaudry Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90017

Subject: WSAB Project Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation
Dear Mr. Hovatter:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is preparing a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit
Corridor Project. The FTA serves as the Federal lead agency under the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA). LACMTA is the local lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
The purpose of this letter is to conduct consultation with agencies of jurisdiction per Section 4(f) of
the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (as codified under 49 United States Code [USC] 303 and
with implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774).

Project Description

Metro is evaluating a new light rail transit (LRT) line that would connect southeast LA County to
downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and communities of downtown Los Angeles, unincorporated
Florence-Graham community of LA County, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate,
Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. Metro is evaluating four Build Alternatives.
Attachment 1 includes the current description of the WSAB Transit Corridor Project and project
alignment map. Additional information may be found at www.metro.net/wsab.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides protection of publicly
owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the
officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:
1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
reservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR§774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement



measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,
recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimisimpact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

Permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property is acquired outright for a transportation
project or a property interest that allows permanent access onto the property such as a permanent
easement for maintenance or other transportation-related purpose. The second form of use is
commonly referred to as temporary. A temporary use of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a
temporary occupancy of the property that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist
purpose of the Section 4(f) statute. A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does
not incorporate land from a Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe
that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected
activities, features, or attributes of the property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15][a]).

Identification of Section 4(f) Resources

Section 4(f) applies to public school playgrounds that are open to the public and serve either
organized or substantial walk-on recreational purposes that are determined to be significant. The term
“playground” includes areas of the school property developed and/or used for public park or
recreation purposes such as baseball diamonds, soccer fields, tennis courts, track and field facilities
and other similar features. Section 4(f) would apply if the public recreation area permits visitation of
the general public at any time during the normal operating hours. Section 4(f) would not apply when
visitation is permitted to a select group only and not to the entire public. A school playground that
serves only school activities and functions is not subject to Section 4(f) requirements (unless it is a
historic site).

LACMTA and FTA have identified the resources below as being publicly owned and publicly accessible
parks near the WSAB Transit Corridor Project, as shown in Attachment 2. LACMTA is analyzing
potential use of these parks or resources under Section 4(f).

Park or resource Location

Lillian Street Elementary School 59009 Lillian St.
Los Angeles

San Antonio Elementary School 6222 State St.
Huntington Park

Legacy High School 5225 Tweedy Blvd.
South Gate

The Los Angeles Unified School District has been identified as an agency with jurisdiction over the
resources. LACMTA and FTA are requesting that your agency to verify and/or provide the following
information:

a) Confirm that your agency has jurisdiction over the resource and identify the official with
jurisdiction over the resource.

b) Whether your agency makes the resources available to the public during a portion of the day or
year.

c) If used by the public, whether your agency manages that use or has an agreement with another
jurisdiction for the public use.

d) If used by the public, that your agency identifies the resources as a public park of national,
state, or local significance that is accessible to the public.



e) If used by the public, that the areas shown on the attached figures accurately represents the
area within your jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility.

At this time, LACMTA requires the information above to identify Section 4(f) resources for analysis of
the WSAB Transit Corridor Project. Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the
WSAB Transit Corridor Project potential effects to the school playground areas.

Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM @metro.net or (213) 922-3931. Please
respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis and will consider the Los
Angeles Unified School District as the agency with jurisdiction and the school playgrounds may or may
not be considered significant public recreational resources. LACMTA will continue to coordinate with
your agency through the environmental review process.

Sincerely,

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attachments:
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Properties

CC: Sergio Ibarra
CC: Helen Jadali
CC: Steve Garcia
CC: Clare Kelley
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Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
Lillian Street Elementary School
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Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
Legacy High School
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Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA goo12-2952 metro.net

Metro

January 29, 2020

Ricardo Reyes

6550 Miles Avenue
Huntington Park, CA 90255
c/o City Manager, Room 205

Subject: WSAB Project: Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation

Dear Mr. Reyes:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is preparing a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit
Corridor Project. The FTA serves as the Federal lead agency under the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA). LACMTA is the local lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
The purpose of this letter is to conduct consultation with agencies of jurisdiction per Section 4(f) of
the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (as codified under 49 United States Code [USC] 303 and
with implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774).

Project Description

Metro is evaluating a new light rail transit (LRT) line that would connect southeast LA County to
downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and communities of downtown Los Angeles, unincorporated
Florence-Graham community of LA County, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate,
Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. Metro is evaluating four Build Alternatives.
Attachment 1 includes the current description of the WSAB Transit Corridor Project and project
alignment map. Additional information may be found at www.metro.net/wsab.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides protection of publicly
owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the
officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:
1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
reservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR§774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement
measures), will have a de minimisimpact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,
recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).



Permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property is acquired outright for a transportation
project or a property interest that allows permanent access onto the property such as a permanent
easement for maintenance or other transportation-related purpose. The second form of use is
commonly referred to as temporary. A temporary use of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a
temporary occupancy of the property that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist
purpose of the Section 4(f) statute. A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does
not incorporate land from a Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe
that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected
activities, features, or attributes of the property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15][a]).

Identification of Section 4(f) Resources

LACMTA and FTA have identified the park below as being a publicly owned and publicly accessible
park near the WSAB Transit Corridor Project, as shown in Attachment 2. LACMTA is analyzing
potential use of this park or resource under Section 4(f).

Park or resource Location

Salt Lake Park 3401 E. Florence Ave.
Huntington Park

The City of Huntington Park Department of Parks and Recreation has been identified as an agency
with jurisdiction over the resource. LACMTA and FTA are requesting the following information:

a) Confirm that your agency has jurisdiction over the resource and identify the official with
jurisdiction over the resource.

b) Whether your agency identifies the resource as a public park of national, state, or local
significance that is accessible to the public.

c) That the area shown on the attached figure accurately represents the area within your
jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility.

At this time, LACMTA requires the information above to identify Section 4(f) resources for analysis of
the WSAB Transit Corridor Project. Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the
WSAB Transit Corridor Project potential effects to the park.

Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM@metro.net or (213) 922-3931.
Please respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis under the assumption that the
City of Huntington Park Department of Parks and Recreation is the agency with jurisdiction and that
the resources are significant public parks or recreational resources. LACMTA will continue to
coordinate with your agency through the environmental review process.

Sincerely,

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012


mailto:KhannaM@metro.net
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Attachments:
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA goo12-2952 metro.net

Metro

January 29, 2020

Mike Flad

City Manager

City of South Gate
8650 California Avenue
South Gate, CA 90280

Subject: WSAB Project: Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation

Dear Mr. Flad:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is preparing a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit
Corridor Project. The FTA serves as the Federal lead agency under the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA). LACMTA is the local lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
The purpose of this letter is to conduct consultation with agencies of jurisdiction per Section 4(f) of
the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (as codified under 49 United States Code [USC] 303 and
with implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774).

Project Description

Metro is evaluating a new light rail transit (LRT) line that would connect southeast LA County to
downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and communities of downtown Los Angeles, unincorporated
Florence-Graham community of LA County, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate,
Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. Metro is evaluating four Build Alternatives.
Attachment 1 includes the current description of the WSAB Transit Corridor Project and project
alignment map. Additional information may be found at www.metro.net/wsab.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides protection of publicly
owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the
officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:
1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
reservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR§774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement
measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,



recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

Permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property is acquired outright for a transportation
project or a property interest that allows permanent access onto the property such as a permanent
easement for maintenance or other transportation-related purpose. The second form of use is
commonly referred to as temporary. A temporary use of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a
temporary occupancy of the property that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist
purpose of the Section 4(f) statute. A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does
not incorporate land from a Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe
that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected
activities, features, or attributes of the property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15]a]).

Identification of Section 4(f) Resources

LACMTA and FTA have identified the park below as being a publicly owned and publicly accessible
park near the WSAB Transit Corridor Project, as shown in Attachment 2. LACMTA is analyzing
potential use of this park or resource under Section 4(f).

Park or resource Location
Hollydale Community Center/Park 12221 Industrial Ave.
South Gate

The City of South Gate Parks and Recreation Department has been identified as an agency with
jurisdiction over the resource. LACMTA and FTA are requesting the following information:

a) Confirm that your agency has jurisdiction over the resource and identify the official with
jurisdiction over the resource.

b) Whether your agency identifies the resource as a public park of national, state, or local
significance that is accessible to the public.

c) That the area shown on the attached figure accurately represents the area within your
jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility.

At this time, LACMTA requires the information above to identify Section 4(f) resources for analysis of
the WSAB Transit Corridor Project. Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the
WSAB Transit Corridor Project potential effects to the park and community center.

Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM @metro.net or (213) 922-3931. Please
respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis under the assumption that the
City of South Gate Parks and Recreation Department is the agency with jurisdiction and that the
resources are significant public parks or recreational resources. LACMTA will continue to coordinate
with your agency through the environmental review process.



Sincerely,

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attachments:
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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City of South Gate

Parks & Recreation Department

C“i!,l' of WWW.CITYOFSOUTHGATE.ORG

South
Gate

Make Life Better!

February 12, 2020

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: WSAB Project: Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation
Mrs. Khanna:

This letter is in response to the Section 4(f) Consultation letter the City of South Gate received on
January 29, 2020. In the letter you identified the following:

Identification of Section 4(f) Resources

LACMTA and FTA have identified the park below as being a publicly owned and publicly accessible
park near the WSAB Transit Corridor Project, as shown in Attachment 2. LACMTA is analyzing
potential use of this park or resource under Section 4(f).

Park or resource

Location:

Hollydale Community Center/Park

12221 Industrial Avenue J— —
South Gate, CA, 90280

The City of South Gate Parks and Recreation Departr‘ﬁent has been identified as an. agency with
jurisdiction over the resource. LACMTA and FTA are requestlng the following mformatlon

a) Confirm that your agency has Jurlsdlctlon over the resource and identify the off|C|aI W|th
jurisdiction over the resource. o~
Answer: The City of Soutﬁ Gate Parks & Recreation Department has jurisdiction over
Hollydale Community Park. The official with jurisdiction is:

Steve Costley L)

Acting Director of Parks & Recreatlon

4900 Southern Avenue iy Y140 -
South Gate, CA 90280 ' I
323.563.5494

City of South Gate Department of Parks & Recreation * 4900 Southern Avenue, South Gate, CA 90280




b) Whether your agency identifies the resource as a public park of national, state, or local
significance that is accessible to the public.

Answer: Hollydale Community Park is identified as a public park which is accessible to the
public.

c) That the area shown on the attached figure accurately represents the area within your
jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility.

Answer: The area shown on the attached figure is accurate and does reflect the public park
and recreational facility.

Comments: The City is concerned regarding the following items:
¢ Noise from the trains
o Safety for youth and adults using the park
e Debris that may be created from the trains using the tracks

Should you need further information please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

Lo Coctty,

Steve Costley

Acting Director of Parks & Recreation
City of South Gate
scostley@sogate.org

323.563.5494
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Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA goo12-2952 metro.net

Metro

January 29, 2020

John Moreno

City Manager

City of Paramount
16400 Colorado Avenue
Paramount, CA 90723

Subject: WSAB Project: Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation

Dear Mr. Moreno:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is preparing a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit
Corridor Project. The FTA serves as the Federal lead agency under the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA). LACMTA is the local lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
The purpose of this letter is to conduct consultation with agencies of jurisdiction per Section 4(f) of
the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (as codified under 49 United States Code [USC] 303 and
with implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774).

Project Description

Metro is evaluating a new light rail transit (LRT) line that would connect southeast LA County to
downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and communities of downtown Los Angeles, unincorporated
Florence-Graham community of LA County, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate,
Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. Metro is evaluating four Build Alternatives.
Attachment 1 includes the current description of the WSAB Transit Corridor Project and project
alignment map. Additional information may be found at www.metro.net/wsab.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides protection of publicly
owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the
officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:
1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
reservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR§774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement
measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,



recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

Permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property is acquired outright for a transportation
project or a property interest that allows permanent access onto the property such as a permanent
easement for maintenance or other transportation-related purpose. The second form of use is
commonly referred to as temporary. A temporary use of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a
temporary occupancy of the property that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist
purpose of the Section 4(f) statute. A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does
not incorporate land from a Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe
that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected
activities, features, or attributes of the property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15]a]).

Identification of Section 4(f) Resources

LACMTA and FTA have identified the park below as being a publicly owned and publicly accessible
park near the WSAB Transit Corridor Project, as shown in Attachment 2. LACMTA is analyzing
potential use of this park or resource under Section 4(f).

Park or resource Location
Paramount Park 14400 Paramount Blvd.
Paramount

The City of Paramount Community Services and Recreation Department has been identified as an
agency with jurisdiction over the resource. LACMTA and FTA are requesting the following information:

a) Confirm that your agency has jurisdiction over the resource and identify the official with
jurisdiction over the resource.

b) Whether your agency identifies the resource as a public park of national, state, or local
significance that is accessible to the public.

c) That the area shown on the attached figure accurately represents the area within your
jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility.

d) That the City of Paramount Community Services and Recreation Department understands
License Agreement A000604 executed November 10, 1993 between LACMTA and the City of
Paramount that authorizes park expansion, parking, landscaping, and lighting until LACMTA
requires the land for transportation. The agreement includes the clause “[LAC]MTA shall have
the right to terminate this Agreement [...] by delivering thirty (30) days prior written notice to
Licensee, provided that [LAC]MTA, in its sole, reasonable judgment, determines that it then
may require possession of the License Property for its primary, transportation-related
purposes.”

In the context of this agreement, LACMTA and FTA recognizes the boundary of the Section 4(f)-
protected property as the area of the park within City of Paramount land ownership, and the portion
within LACMTA ownership and covered by license agreement as a temporary permitted use of right of
way. LACMTA may require all or part of the land covered in the license agreement for completion of
the WSAB Transit Corridor Project. At this time, LACMTA has not identified potential temporary
and/or permanent impact beyond the right of way that is in temporary use for park expansion, parking,
landscaping, and lighting, but requires this information for analysis of the WSAB Transit Corridor
Project. Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the WSAB Transit Corridor Project
potential effects to the park.



Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM @metro.net or (213) 922-3931. Please
respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis under the assumption that the
City of Paramount Community Services and Recreation Department is the agency with jurisdiction and
that the resources are significant public parks or recreational resources. LACMTA will continue to
coordinate with your agency through the environmental review process.

Sincerely,

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attachments:
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA goo12-2952 metro.net

Metro

January 29, 2020

Scott Law

Director of Facilities

Paramount Unified School District
15110 California Avenue
Paramount, CA 90723

Subject: WSAB Project Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation

Dear Mr. Law:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is preparing a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit
Corridor Project. The FTA serves as the Federal lead agency under the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA). LACMTA is the local lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
The purpose of this letter is to conduct consultation with agencies of jurisdiction per Section 4(f) of
the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (as codified under 49 United States Code [USC] 303 and
with implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774).

Project Description

Metro is evaluating a new light rail transit (LRT) line that would connect southeast LA County to
downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and communities of downtown Los Angeles, unincorporated
Florence-Graham community of LA County, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate,
Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. Metro is evaluating four Build Alternatives.
Attachment 1 includes the current description of the WSAB Transit Corridor Project and project
alignment map. Additional information may be found at www.metro.net/wsab.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides protection of publicly
owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the
officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:
1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
reservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR§774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement



measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,
recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimisimpact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

Permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property is acquired outright for a transportation
project or a property interest that allows permanent access onto the property such as a permanent
easement for maintenance or other transportation-related purpose. The second form of use is
commonly referred to as temporary. A temporary use of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a
temporary occupancy of the property that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist
purpose of the Section 4(f) statute. A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does
not incorporate land from a Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe
that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected
activities, features, or attributes of the property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15][a]).

Identification of Section 4(f) Resources

Section 4(f) applies to public school playgrounds that are open to the public and serve either
organized or substantial walk-on recreational purposes that are determined to be significant. The term
“playground” includes areas of the school property developed and/or used for public park or
recreation purposes such as baseball diamonds, soccer fields, tennis courts, track and field facilities
and other similar features. Section 4(f) would apply if the public recreation area permits visitation of
the general public at any time during the normal operating hours. Section 4(f) would not apply when
visitation is permitted to a select group only and not to the entire public. A school playground that
serves only school activities and functions is not subject to Section 4(f) requirements (unless it is a
historic site).

LACMTA and FTA have identified the resources below as being publicly owned and publicly accessible
parks near the WSAB Transit Corridor Project, as shown in Attachment 2. LACMTA is analyzing
potential use of these parks or resources under Section 4(f).

Park or resource Location

Paramount High School 14429 Downey Ave.
Paramount

Paramount High School West Campus 14708 Paramount Blvd.
Paramount

Paramount Park Middle School 14608 Paramount Blvd.
Paramount

The Paramount Unified School District has been identified as an agency with jurisdiction over the
resources. LACMTA and FTA are requesting your agency to verify and/or provide the following
information:

a) Confirm that your agency has jurisdiction over the resource and identify the official with
jurisdiction over the resource.

b) Whether your agency makes the resources available to the public during a portion of the day or
year.

c) If used by the public, whether your agency manages that use or has an agreement with another
jurisdiction for the public use.

d) If used by the public, that your agency identifies the resources as a public park of national,
state, or local significance that is accessible to the public.



e) If used by the public, that the areas shown on the attached figures accurately represents the
area within your jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility.

At this time, LACMTA requires the information above to identify Section 4(f) resources for analysis of
the WSAB Transit Corridor Project. Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the
WSAB Transit Corridor Project potential effects to the school playground areas.

Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM @metro.net or (213) 922-3931.
Please respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis and will consider the
Paramount Unified School District as the agency with jurisdiction and the school playground areas
may or may not be considered significant public recreational resources. LACMTA will continue to
coordinate with your agency through the environmental review process.

Sincerely,

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attachments:
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property

CC: John Moreno
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From: Khanna, Meghna

To: Chau, Eric; Carlson, Kristin; Spurgeon, Lawrence
Subject: FW: Paramount Unified LACMTA Information
Date: Tuesday, February 18, 2020 9:37:44 AM

FYI

Sent from Mail for Windows 10

From: Scott Law <SLaw@paramount.k12.ca.us>

Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2020 9:35:50 AM

To: Khanna, Meghna <KhannaM@metro.net>

Cc: Scott Law <SLaw@paramount.k12.ca.us>; Ruben Frutos <RFrutos@paramount.k12.ca.us>
Subject: Paramount Unified LACMTA Information

Good Ms. Khanna,

The Paramount Unified School District has been identified as an agency with jurisdiction over

the resources: Paramount High School, Paramount High School West Campus, and Paramount

Park Middle School. | have provided the following information, answering the requests about
those sites from LACMTA and FTA.

a.

Confirm that your agency has jurisdiction over the resource and identify the official with
jurisdiction over the resource. Yes, Paramount Unified School District has jurisdiction
over Paramount High School, Paramount High School West Campus, and Paramount
Park Middle School.

. Whether your agency makes the resources available to the public during a portion of

the day or year. No, the sites are not open to the public. Some exceptions are, Polling
places, youth sports hosted by the City of Paramount.

. If used by the public, whether your agency manages that use or has an agreement with

another jurisdiction for the public use. Paramount Unified School District has a joint
Use Agreement with the City of Paramount for after-school use of school athletic
fields for city sponsored youth sports.

. If used by the public, that your agency identifies the resources as a public park of

national, state, or local significance that is accessible to the public. Not Applicable

. If used by the public, that the areas shown on the attached figures accurately

represents the area within your jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or
recreational facility Not Applicable


mailto:KhannaM@metro.net
mailto:ChauE@metro.net
mailto:Kristin.Carlson@wsp.com
mailto:Lawrence.Spurgeon@wsp.com
https://go.microsoft.com/fwlink/?LinkId=550986

Thank you,

Scott Law
Director of Facilities and Projects PUSD



Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA goo12-2952 metro.net

Metro

January 29, 2020

Jeffrey Stewart

City Manager

City of Bellflower

16600 Civic Center Drive
Bellflower, CA 90706

Subject: WSAB Project Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation

Dear Mr. Stewart:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is preparing a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit
Corridor Project. The FTA serves as the Federal lead agency under the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA). LACMTA is the local lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
The purpose of this letter is to conduct consultation with agencies of jurisdiction per Section 4(f) of
the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (as codified under 49 United States Code [USC] 303 and
with implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774).

Project Description

Metro is evaluating a new light rail transit (LRT) line that would connect southeast LA County to
downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and communities of downtown Los Angeles, unincorporated
Florence-Graham community of LA County, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate,
Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. Metro is evaluating four Build Alternatives.
Attachment 1 includes the current description of the WSAB Transit Corridor Project and project
alignment map. Additional information may be found at www.metro.net/wsab.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides protection of publicly
owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the
officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:
1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
reservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR§774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement
measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,



recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

Permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property is acquired outright for a transportation
project or a property interest that allows permanent access onto the property such as a permanent
easement for maintenance or other transportation-related purpose. The second form of use is
commonly referred to as temporary. A temporary use of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a
temporary occupancy of the property that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist
purpose of the Section 4(f) statute. A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does
not incorporate land from a Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe
that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected
activities, features, or attributes of the property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15][a]).

Identification of Section 4(f) Resources

LACMTA and FTA have identified the park and other resources below as being publicly owned and
publicly accessible park(s) near the WSAB Transit Corridor Project, as shown in Attachment 2.
LACMTA is analyzing potential use of this park or resource under Section 4(f).

Park or resource Location
Ruth R. Caruthers Park 10500 E. Flora Visa St.
Bellflower
Bellflower Bike Trail and appurtenant Within LACMTA right-of-way, between Lakewood
improvements Boulevard and the San Gabriel River

The City of Bellflower Department of Parks and Recreation has been identified as an agency with
jurisdiction over the resource. LACMTA and FTA are requesting the following information:

a) Confirm that your agency has jurisdiction over the resource and identify the official with
jurisdiction over the resource.

b) Whether your agency identifies the resource as a public park of national, state, or local
significance that is accessible to the public.

c) That the area shown on the attached figure accurately represents the area within your
jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility.

d) That the City of Bellflower Department of Parks and Recreation’s understanding of the Bikeway
License Agreement executed December 28, 2006 and revised June 13, 2007, between LACMTA
and the City of Bellflower authorizes the construction, maintenance, and use of the bikeway as
a subordinate right to LACMTA’s right to construct, reconstruct, maintain and use existing and
future rail tracks, facilities and appurtenances along the property.

At this time, LACMTA requires this information to continue the analysis for the WSAB Transit Corridor
Project. Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the WSAB Transit Corridor Project
potential effects to the park or bike trail.

Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM @metro.net or (213) 922-3931. Please
respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis under the assumption that City
of Bellflower Department of Parks and Recreation is the agency with jurisdiction and that the resources
are significant public parks or recreational resources. LACMTA will continue to coordinate with your
agency through the environmental review process.


mailto:KhannaM@metro.net
mailto:Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov

Sincerely,

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attachments:
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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February 10, 2020

LA Metro

Meghna Khanna, AICP

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Khanna,

The City of Bellflower is in receipt of the Metro letter regarding WSAB Project Environmental
Section 4(f) Consultation dated January 29, 2020. In regards to the table in the letter that
identifies “Park or Resource” along with “Location,” the City’s response to the Metro’s questions
are as follows:

a) The agency that has jurisdiction should be listed as “City of Bellflower” not “City of
Bellflower Department of Parks and Recreation.” The official with jurisdiction over both
resources would be Jeffrey L. Stewart, City Manager;

b) Caruthers Park is identified as a “local” resource and the Bellflower Bike Trail is identified
as a ‘regional” resource as it spans multiple cities and connects to the existing
bike/pedestrian paths on both the L. A. River and the San Gabriel River;

c) The areas shown on your attachments accurately reflect their location;

d) The City is aware and acknowledges the license agreement between the City and
LACMTA for the pedestrian/bicycle trail and that it is a subordinate right granted to the
City.

In addition to the two locations listed in the letter, | would like to take this opportunity to request
that additional City-owned facilities that lay adjacent to LACMTA rail right-of-way be added to
this list. These locations are as follows:

9108 Somerset Blvd (APN 6271-001-900) & 15230 Lakewood Blvd (APN 6271-001-901)
Both parcels are owned by the City and are currently leased out to Hollywood Sports as an
action sports themed operator. The former use (golf course) and current use (Hollywood Sports)
are considered to be park uses. The southern edge of this property is adjacent to Metro’s right-
of-way. Itis considered a “regional” resource with the current use granted to the leasee.

Page 1 of 2

Juan Garza Dan Koops Ray Dunton Raymond Y. Hamada Sonny R. Santa Ines
Mayor Mayor Pro Tem Council Member Council Member Council Member



LA Metro
February 10, 2020
Page 2 of 2

9203 Flora Vista St (APN 6271-011-901 & APN 6271-001-902)

This location is owned by the City and serves as Flora Vista Dog Park. The property is
considered to be park use and can be designated as a “local” resource. The southern end of
the park lies adjacent to Metro’s right-of-way.

16336 Bellflower Blvd. (APN 7109-009-903)

This location is owned by LACMTA and leased to the City for the operation and maintenance of
the historical Pacific Electric Depot building and restroom building. The PE Depot is considered
a “regional” designation and has significant historical value to the Bellflower community.

16400 Bellflower Blvd (APN 7109-010-905 & APN 7109-010-906)

This location is owned by the City and serves as The Mayne Events Center as well as the LA
County Fire Museum. It is considered a park facility as it is available to the public for use. It is
considered a “regional” resource due to the nature of both uses. The northern end of the
property lies adjacent to Metro’s right-of-way.

At this time, the City is requesting that these additional facilities be added to your existing list as
a park or historical resource in Bellflower.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (562) 804-1424, ext. 2259. Thank
you.

Regards,

Asst. City Manager/Director of Public Works



March 3, 2021

Jeffery Stewart

City Manager

City of Bellflower

16600 Civic Center Drive
Bellflower, CA 90706

Subject: WSAB Project Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation

Dear Mr. Stewart:

Thank you for your letter of February 10, 2020, in response to Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (LACMTA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA)’s request for
consultation with agencies of jurisdiction per Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of
1966. For more background on the requirements of Section 4(f), please see LACMTA's letter of January
29, 2020.

Your February 10, 2020, letter identified additional properties for LACMTA and FTA to review as part of
the Section 4(f) Evaluation. At this time, LACMTA and FTA are requesting additional information

about one of the properties, Hollywood Sports, located at 9108 Somerset Blvd (APN 6271-001-900)
and 15230 Lakewood Blvd (APN 6271-001-901), to determine if Section 4(f) applies to the property.

In determining whether Section 4(f) applies to a property, FTA follows the Section 4(f) Policy Paper
(USDOT 2012), which requires consideration of parks and recreational areas of national, state, or local
significance that are both publicly owned and open to the public. Generally privately-owned
recreational enterprises would not be subject to Section 4(f); however, because the leased property on
which Hollywood Sports operates its business is publicly owned, FTA must determine if Section 4(f)
applies to the property. To make that determination, FTA follows policy that:

Publicly owned land is considered to be a park, recreation area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge
when the land has been officially designated as such by a Federal, State or local agency, and
the officials with jurisdiction over the land determine that its primary purpose is as a park,
recreation area, or refuge. Primary purpose is related to a property’s primary function and how
it is intended to be managed.

In addition, the statute itself requires that a property must be a significant public park,
recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge. The term significant means that in comparing
the availability and function of the park, recreation area or wildlife and waterfowl refuge, with
the park, recreation or refuge objectives of the agency, community or authority, the property in
question plays an important role in meeting those objectives.

LACMTA and FTA are requesting the following information from the City of Bellflower to assist in
making this determination.

e What is the nature of the agreement between the City of Bellflower and Hollywood Sports?

o Does Hollywood Sports operate a public park or recreation area on behalf of the City
or Bellflower, or



o Does Hollywood Sports lease land from the City of Bellflower, on which they operate a
privately-owned commercial enterprise of a recreational nature.

e Has the City of Bellflower, as the official with jurisdiction, officially designated the property at
9108 Somerset Blvd and 15230 Lakewood Blvd as a park or recreation area and determined
that its primary purpose is as a park or recreation area?

e As the official with jurisdiction over the property at 9108 Somerset Blvd and 15230 Lakewood
Blvd, does the City of Bellflower consider the property a significant public park or recreational
area that has an important role in meeting the park and recreation objectives of your agency?

Please let me know if you have questions. You can reach me at KhannaM @ metro.net or (213) 922-
3931. Please respond to me by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. LACMTA will
continue to coordinate with your agency through the environmental review process.

Sincerely,

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012
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March 11, 2021

LA Metro

Meghna Khanna, AICP

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Khanna,

The City of Bellflower is in receipt of the Metro letter regarding the West Santa Ana Branch
Project Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation dated March 3, 2021.

This letter serves as the City’s response regarding Metro’s inquiry to the City-owned
parcels located at 9108 Somerset Blvd (APN 6271-001-900) and 15230 Lakewood Blvd
(APN 6271-001-901) which are currently leased to Hollywood Sports Park (HSP) for the
operation of a commercial paintball and airsoft business on the property. The City does
not have management or oversight of this business nor is HSP a contract-operator of a
City recreational facility.

The City-owned property currently leased by HSP is zoned O-S (open space) per the
City’s General Plan. The City has not designated these parcels as significant park or
recreation areas, nor identified the HSP operation as having an important role in meeting
the park and recreation objectives of the City.

As previously established by City Council Resolution No. 18-67 (attached), the City has
determined that the sale of these City-owned parcels for use as a light rail maintenance
and storage facility, if this site option is selected, could benefit the Bellflower community.
To enter into such an agreement, the City would require compensation for the property at
fair market value and would appreciate Metro’s commitment to good-faith negotiation if
the site option is selected.

If you have any additional questions, please feel free to contact me at (562) 804-1424,
ext. 2207.

/ Attachment

Dan Koops Ray Dunton Raymond Y. Hamada Victor A. Sanchez Sonny R. Santa Ines

Mayor Mayor Pro Tem Conncil Member Conncil Member Conncil Member



CITY OF BELLFLOWER

RESOLUTION NO. 18-67

A RESOLUTION REPEALING CITY OF BELLFLOWER RESOLUTION
NO. 17-33, ADOPTED JUNE 25, 2017, AND RESTATING THE CITY’S
POSITION TO SUPPORT, WITH CONDITIONS, THE POTENTIAL USE
OF A 23-ACRE PARCEL (LAKEWOOD/SOMERSET SITE) LOCATED
EAST OF LAKEWOOD BOULEVARD AND SOUTH OF SOMERSET
BOULEVARD AS A POTENTIALLY APPROPRIATE LOCATION FOR
THE PLACEMENT OF A LOS ANGELES METROPOLITAN
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY (MTA) LIGHT RAIL MAINTENANCE
FACILITY

THE CITY COUNCIL RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The City Council finds as follows:

A.

The City of Bellflower repeals Resolution No. 17-33 stating the City
Council's opposition to placing an Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(MTA) light rail maintenance facility at the Lakewood/Somerset site for the
purposes of providing support and repair services for the proposed West
Santa Ana Branch Extension light rail project.

Subsequent to the adoption of Resolution No. 17-33, the City Council and
staff committed to significant additional study regarding the placement of a
rail maintenance facility in Bellflower, including specific analysis of the the
actual impact to the community of utilizing the Lakewood/Somerset site for
such a use, visiting similar facilities in Los Angeles County and the
studying the social and monetary costs of providing additional
programmed and un-programmed open space development at the
Lakewood/Somerset Sight, as well as analyzing the potential
enhancement of open space activities at other existing open space
facilites in Bellflower, and determined that utilizing the
Bellflower/Somerset site as a light rail maintenance facility could, with
conditions, impact the community in a beneficial manner.

After considering the additional information, the City Council finds that it
could consent to the sale and repurposing of the Lakewood/Somerset site
if the following minimum conditions are met: 1) the Light Rail Maintenance
Facility will be developed as an aesthetically pleasing, state of the art yard
that meets all current noise, air quality, and traffic mitigation measures and
coexists harmoniously with the surrounding business and residential
communities; 2) the MTA will develop a valid “Bellflower First” hiring policy
when staffing the facility; 3) the purchase price paid for the the property
will be based on the fair market and will be sufficient to offset the cost of
establishing adequate supplemental and/or replacement open space
opportunities within the City of Bellflower; 4) the establishment of a rail
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City of Bellflower
Resolution No. 18-67
Page 2 of 3

maintenance facility at the Lakewood/Somerset site will satisfy completely
the MTA’s “3% Local Match” in funding from each City along the light rail
construction route; 5) the MTA will set aside and develop a location of not
less than 1.5 acres of active “open space” within or adjacent to the
proposed light rail maintenance facility site to serve the residential
community living on Somerset Boulevard and the Bellflower Community
as a whole in a manner to be approved by the Bellflower City Council; 6)
upon development of the facility, MTA will be solely responsible for
compensation and relocation, if necessary, of the long-term leaseholder
currently operating a paintball facility at the Lakewood/Somerset Site.

D. The City of Bellflower requests that the Board of Directors, and its officers,
at Eco-Rapid Transit and, potentially, the Board of Directors at MTA
consider this item as a formal reconsideration and change in policy from
that stated in City of Bellflower Resolution No. 17-33.

E The City Manager and his designees are authorized to take whatever
actions are deemed necessary to communicate the policy stated within
this Resolution with regard to the potential establishment of a Light Rail
Maintenance Facility at the Lakewood/Somerset Site.

SECTION 2.  This Resolution does not affect any penalty, forfeiture, or liability
incurred before, or preclude prosecution and imposition of penalties for any violation
occurring before this Resolution’s effective date. Any such amended part will remain in
full force and effect for sustaining action or prosecuting violations occurring before the
effective date of this Resolution.

SECTION 3. If any part of this Resolution or its application is deemed invalid
by a court of competent jurisdiction, the City Council intends that such invalidity will not
affect the effectiveness of the remaining provisions or applications and, to this end, the
provisions are severable.

SECTION 4. To the extent that any other resolution pertaining to the
opposition of the efforts of Eco-Rapid Transit and the MTA to study, recommend and
potentially site a light rail transit maintenance facility on the Lakewood/Somerset site is
incorporated into this Resolution and is superseded in its entirety.

SECTION 5. The Mayor, or presiding officer, is hereby authorized to affix his
signature to this Resolution signifying its adoption by the City Council of the City of
Bellflower, and the City Clerk, or her duly appointed deputy is directed to attest thereto.
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SECTION 6. This Resolution will become effective immediately upon
adoption.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF BELLFLOWER THIS 22"° DAY OF OCTOBER 2018.

Ray Duntdh, Mayor

ATTEST:

i

/
Karl A. Berger, City Attorney




STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES  )SS
CITY OF BELLFLOWER )

|, Mayra Ochiqui, City Clerk of the City of Bellflower, California, do hereby certify
under penalty of perjury that the foregoing Resolution No. 18-67 was duly passed,
approved, and adopted by the City Council of the City of Bellflower at its
Regular Meeting of October 22, 2018, by the following vote to wit:

AYES: Council Members — Garza, Koops, Santa Ines, and Mayor Dunton
ABSENT: Council Members — Schnablegger

Dated: October 23, 2018

iqui, City Clerk
lIflower, California

(SEAL)
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September 28, 2021

Ms. Meghna Khanna

Project Manager, Metro

One Gateway Plaza, M/S 88-22-7
Los Angeles CA 90012

RE: Comments West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Draft
Environmental/Environmental Impact Report

Dear Ms. Khanna,

The City of Bellflower (“City”) has reviewed the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit
Corridor Draft Environmental Impact Report/Statement (EIR/EIS) and respectfully
submits the following comments on the Draft EIR/EIS:

Section 1 — Summary: Areas of Concerns

Although the City is in general support of the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit
Corridor Project, Alternative 1 (Los Angeles Union Station to Pioneer Station), there are
a number of concerns and mitigation measures that need to be addressed by the Los
Angeles Metropolitan Transit Authority (“Metro”). The City’s primary concerns include:

1. Vehicle traffic impact on Bellflower Boulevard — Metro refuses to believe there will
be any traffic queuing issues. However, the City has proved there will indeed be
a major vehicle impact on Bellflower Boulevard. Additionally, the traffic impact
report provided was from 2017 and did not include several facilities that exist today,
such as the Mayne Events Center & Los Angeles County Fire Museum, the City’s
downtown parking structure, a future 91-unit mixed-use development project at the
southwest corner of Bellflower Boulevard and Mayne Street, and the traffic signals
at Bellflower Boulevard/Mayne Street and Bellflower Boulevard/Harvard Street.

2. Parking impact to downtown Bellflower — The on-street parking analysis conducted
in 2017 is flawed as the vehicle parking count was completed on a day and time in
which no park was allowed due to street sweeping. Additionally, several changes
have occurred in regards to loss of on-street parking capacity since 2017 and the
current situation should be re-evaluated.

3. The proposed Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) impact on the surrounding
neighborhoods — This is a major impact to the north side of town. But throughout
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Mayor Mayor Pro Tem Conncil Member Council Menber Caopncil Member



WSAB Transit Corridor Draft EIR/EIS Comments — City of Bellflower
September 28, 2021
Page 2 of 27

the entire EIR/EIS, Metro claims the MSF will have no impact on the surrounding
neighborhood. The EIR references that this MSF site closely resembles the
Lawndale site. This cannot be further from the truth. When the Lawndale site was
selected, there were no residential units surrounding the site. Also, this site will be
twice the size of the Lawndale site. Metro should be modeling the comparison of
the proposed Bellflower site to the Santa Monica facility, and in doing so, provide
Bellflower with the same mitigated improvements to our neighborhood as the
Santa Monica neighborhood previously received.

Noise Issues — Even after Metro implements its noise mitigation measures,
Bellflower will still have several (57 in total) cluster locations that will continue to
experience severe or moderate impacts resulting from train noise. Metro offers no
explanation as to why these sites cannot be mitigated. Again, a major negative
impact on the community.

Vibration damage to the City’s High Capacity Well and sub-grade reservoir — This
was most likely done in error, but the EIR/EIS fails to recognize or identify that the
City’s high capacity water well, the City’s 2-million-gallon reservoir and the City
Public Works facility itself all lie adjacent to the Metro right-of-way. There is no
call-out for a specific vibration analysis of these facilities in the EIR but there should
definitely be one. This is another major issue as any loss of well or reservoir
operations will have a devastating impact on 70,000 Bellflower residents

These concerns, along with others, are further explained in the subsequent sections of
this letter. The City kindly asks that Metro fully consider and address each of our
concerns. We believe addressing our concerns will promote the following values,
consistent with NEPA and CEQA laws, as well as the goals of the project:

Protect the communities and their sensitive land uses from Potential Significant
Environmental Impacts.

Maximize Economic and Community Development opportunities and not preclude
them by construction design.

Maximize opportunities for current local businesses and residents to thrive and not
be displaced.

Maximize Local, State, and Federal funding opportunities with environmental
certification of a phased project, acknowledging the possible need for
supplemental environmental documents for detailed aspects of each phase.
Recognize the real impacts and create, implement and monitor mitigation
measures that effectively reduce potential adverse impacts to a level of
insignificance during construction and following the project completion.

Build a quality, state of the art, regional transportation line.

Minimize construction impacts including, but not limited to, traffic impacts
associated with the diversion of tractor trailers and passenger vehicles onto
secondary arterial and residential streets as well as additional construction impacts
discussed below.
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e Plan for Safety and Security of system during project construction, anticipated
future development surrounding the route, and operations through the deployment
of video technology at station locations used to supplement local law enforcement.

e Minimize Noise, Vibrations and the generation of particulate matter from
constriction and brake dust for all sensitive land uses, receptors and businesses
with sensitive receptivity.

e Analyze housing, community development and recreational opportunities at
staging and parking sites for the project.

e Promote and provide connections to other modes of transportation along the route
including bike and pedestrian trails as identified in local bike plans and existing
walking trails and providing adequate parking for residents and workers connecting
to transit.

¢ Provide adequate parking to support station location on site and/by way of satellite
parking structures supporting both transit and local businesses.

Section 2 — Alternatives Considered/Project Description

Figure 2-31 Bellflower MSF Site Layout (Page 2-47)

The site layout presented in this exhibit shows the southeast most corner of the proposed
site as occupying an existing City park facility, the Flora Vista Dog Park. Additionally, the

layout shows the ingress/egress for the facility as being located to the eastern side of the
property. The proposed site layout does not show any type of landscape setbacks.

City Concerns:

While the Draft EIR document makes several references to the proposed Bellflower MSF
site option, the Project Description in Section 2 provides an opportunity for the City to
bring to light several general comments and concerns with what is proposed at this point.

Of utmost concern to the City, is that the top priority of the site’s layout and eventual
development should be to reduce the various impacts (visual, audible, operational,
environmental and safety) the MSF will create for the surrounding neighborhoods.
Throughout the EIR document, Metro claims that there will be little to no impact to the
surrounding neighborhoods and therefore only minimal mitigation measures are needed.
The City disagrees.

The EIR document repeatedly states the proposed MSF will be similar to Metro Division
22 MSF in Lawndale. This could not be further from the case. The Division 22 MSF was
built in the mid-1990’s when the existing surrounding land uses were only commercial
and industrial — no residential (neighboring residential units we later constructed in 2005).
The Bellflower site has existing residential units on both the west and east side.
Additionally, the Division 22 MSF is 10 acres in size whereas the Bellflower site is 22
acres, more than double in size.
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City Request:

For the purpose of study and comparison in the EIR document, Metro should utilize the
Division 14 MSF site for comparison as the pre-construction land use is similar to the land
use currently surrounding the proposed Bellflower site. At a minimum, the Bellflower site
should include every mitigation measure the Metro Division 14 location received. The
proposed facility will eliminate an important existing community asset and the loss of this
asset will be significant. A community element benefitting the surrounding neighborhood
needs to be included in the design. Traffic volume on Somerset Boulevard shall be
analyzed to determine proper mitigation measures for safe vehicle ingress/egress into the
MSF facility, coupled with mitigation measures for pedestrian safety associated with the
existing pedestrian crossing for students and parents of Baxter Elementary School
located less than 400 feet north of the proposed MSF site on Cerritos Avenue.

Section 3 — Transportation
3.24.1 On- and Off-Street Parking Analysis (Page 3-10)

The loss of on-street parking itself is not an adverse effect under NEPA, but it can be a
local concern. A visual survey was conducted for the parking Affected Area
(approximately 0.25 mile around each station, along streets immediately adjacent to the
proposed alignment and other project features, and off-street parking lots where
permanent easements or acquisitions are required for the Project) to determine supply
and utilization of on-street parking. On-street parking effects were assessed by
comparing the observed parking utilization with the number of parking spaces available
after the removal of spaces resulting from the Project.

City Concern:

As stated above, a visual survey was conducted for the Bellflower station area and can
be found in the appendices section of the DEIR document as “Draft EIS/EIR Appendix D
— Final Transportation Impact Analysis Report.” In this document, the visual survey
details specific to the Bellflower station can be found under section 4.5.1.13 and indicate
that the visual inspection around the Bellflower station took place on Thursday,
September 14, 2017 between the hours of 11:00 AM and 1:30 PM. The visual survey
concluded that observations showed the on-street occupancy at only 30% on that date
and time.

e As is prominently posted throughout the majority of the streets surveyed, several
segments of Bellflower streets are under “No Parking” restrictions every Thursday
for weekly street sweeping activities between the hours of 8:00 AM and 1:00 PM,
including the day of the visual survey.

e Of the 36 segments of streets surveyed, 27 (75%) of the segments prohibited
parking during the time of the survey which contributed to the low on-street
occupancy of 30%.
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e The City also contends that any visual parking survey conducted near the
proposed station should be done during critical AM and PM hours.

¢ Since the time of the survey (September 2017), there have been several significant
changes to on-street parking surrounding the proposed station that did not exist at
the time, including new red curb restrictions around the City’s recently constructed
parking structure, red curb installed at part of traffic signal projects
(Bellflower/Mayne and Bellflower/Harvard) and limited time parking on Flora Vista
Street.

City Request:

For the reasons listed above, the City requests that Metro perform a new survey of the
on-street parking using the following parameters:

¢ Visual analysis/survey be performed during the hours 6:00 AM to 8:30 AM as well
as the hours of 4:00 PM to 6:30 PM.

e Any visual analysis/survey should NOT be conducted on a scheduled street
sweeping day.

3.24.2 Spillover Parking Analysis (Page 3-11)

The spillover parking analysis considered whether operation of the Project could result in
the demand for transit parking to exceed the parking supply being provided by the Project
at the corresponding proposed station. Estimates of forecasted parking demand were
extracted from the Metro regional travel demand model at each station where transit
parking would be provided. At stations where transit parking demand is projected to
exceed the number of parking spaces provided, the unutilized supply of on-street parking
was also considered to determine if transit parking demand could be accommodated via
available on-street parking. Adverse spillover parking impacts would occur if the demand
is higher than the combined on- and off-street parking capacity at each station.

City Concern:

As previously explained, the visual survey used in the document “Draft EIS/EIR Appendix
D — Final Transportation Impact Analysis Report” is severely flawed as it does not take
into account the present on-street parking capacity (today’'s capacity has significantly
changed since 2017) and the actual survey was performed during posted “No Parking”
restriction period for routine street sweeping activities. As a result, very few vehicles were
parked on-street at that time and falsely represents the on-street parking capacity
percentage Metro utilized in its report. More recent visual surveys performed by City staff
on days when on-street parking is not prohibited by street sweeping activities shows the
on-street parking occupancy between 80-85%.

When reviewing Table 3.35 Station Parking Demand — Alternative 1 on Page 3-79 of the
Draft EIS/EIR document and utilizing current and correct on-street occupancy rates,
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parking supply for the Bellflower station will be exceeded. In turn, this will create adverse
spillover parking impacts for the neighborhood and represent an unmitigated negative
impact to the residential and downtown areas surrounding the Bellflower station.
Additionally, the lack of available on- and off-street parking will create environmental
hazards as vehicles looking to park in the general area to utilize the train, visit the
downtown businesses or simply find parking when going home will spend additional time
idling and driving the neighborhood and increasing air pollution as a result.

City Request:

For the reasons listed above, the City requests that Metro perform a new survey of the
on-street parking using the following parameters:

e Visual analysis/survey be performed during the hours 6:00 AM to 8:30 AM as well
as the hours of 4:00 PM to 6:30 PM.

e Any visual analysis/survey NOT be conducted on a scheduled street sweeping
day.

e Metro present alternative solutions to address the unmitigated impact caused by
the spillover parking impact as well as address the increase in air pollution created
as vehicles continuously circle the area looking for available parking, either on or
off-street.

Table 3.44. Mitigation Measures for Intersections Nos. 81, 82, and 84 (Page 3-99)
Specific to Mitigated Measure for Intersection 84 at Alondra Boulevard and Flora Vista
Street, the mitigated measure is listed as TRA-17: Convert the two-way stop-controlled
intersection to a signalized intersection. Metro would implement this measure subject to
approval of the applicable jurisdiction (City of Bellflower,).

City Concern:

Following Table 3.44 is “Figure 3-15. Intersections Nos. 81, 82, and 84 Lane
Configuration with Mitigation Measures” which depicts the proposed changes at Alondra
Boulevard at both Flora Vista Street (to the north) and Pacific Avenue (fo the south).
Currently, vehicles traveling westbound on Alondra Boulevard have a protected left turn
lane allowing them to safely make a left turn onto southbound Pacific Avenue. Figure 3-
15 shows that a left turn for vehicles traveling westbound Alondra Boulevard onto
southbound Pacific Avenue will no longer be permitted after the implementation of TRA-
17.

City Request:

Vehicle access to Pacific Avenue from both west and eastbound Alondra Boulevard is
important to the neighborhood with boundaries of Clark Avenue to the west, Pacific
Avenue to the north and downtown Bellflower to the east. The elimination of the protected
left turn onto Pacific Avenue leaves no alternative route for vehicles traveling westbound
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on Alondra Boulevard to access this neighborhood as there are no proposed rail
crossings between Bellflower Boulevard and Clark Avenue. The City requests that the
protected left turn lane for westbound Alondra Boulevard vehicles not be eliminated
without providing a viable alternative route to the neighborhood that will ultimately be
negatively impacted by the loss of this access point.

Table 3.50. Construction Staging Areas and Haul Routes (Page 3-119)

Item No. 38 in Table 3.50 describes the construction staging area as being located at the
northwest comer of Bellflower Boulevard and the railroad ROW. It also describes the
proposed haul route from this location as SR-91, Bellflower Boulevard.

City Concern:

Bellflower Boulevard between Flora Vista Street and Flower Street specifically prohibits
commercial truck traffic per City’s municipal code. Commercial vehicles will be prohibited
from leaving the proposed staging area and traveling south on Bellflower Boulevard,
through the City’s downtown area towards SR-91.

City Request:

The City will require Metro to list an alternative haul route from the proposed construction
staging area described in Table 3.50, item No. 38 that does not violate the City’'s existing
municipal code.

Section 3.6.3.7 Maintenance and Storage Facility

The Bellflower MSF site option would not introduce design elements that could increase
hazards (e.g., new at-grade crossings, pedestrian crossings with safety issues). The MSF
site options would be located on a site with fencing, preventing public access. Therefore,
the MSF site options would not introduce design features that could result in hazards,
would have less-than-significant impacts, and mitigation would not be required.

City Concern:

Currently, there is an existing crosswalk where Cerritos Avenue intersects with Somerset
Boulevard (directly in the middle of the proposed Bellflower MSF location). This
crosswalk represents the nearest crosswalk for students and parents walking to and from
Baxter Elementary School daily. The school is located less than 400 feet away from the
proposed Bellflower MSF site. Vehicles traveling in and out of the MSF will increase
potential safety issues for this crosswalk.
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City Request:

The City requests that Metro provide a mitigation plan that will account for the existing
crosswalk use and the impact that the additional vehicles and operations associated with
the MSF will have on the crosswalk.

Section 4 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

Table 4.1.2. Existing Land Uses in the Affected Area and Surrounding Area of the
Station Areas and Design Options (Page 4-12)

City Concern:

In this table, the “Affected Area” column only defines the land use within 50 feet of the
station as commercial. It fails to list the City’s parking structure - a public facility — which
also lies within the 50-foot buffer, immediately to the south. Additionally, the “Surrounding
Area” column is left blank. This column should include the following land use categories
within 0.25 miles of the stations as residential, commercial, open space and
institutional/public facilities.

City Request:

Please make these changes to the Draft EIR document to correctly reflect the actual land
uses for both the “Affected” and “Surrounding” columns.

Section 4.2.3.2 Alternative 1: Los Angeles Union Station to Pioneer Station (Page
4-44)

Access and Mobility Summary:

While increased vehicle delays at intersections, turning movement restrictions, street
closures, and installation of safety barriers or sound walls would occur under Alternative
1, the physical layout of the affected communities would remain similar to existing
conditions and would not impede community access and mobility. Alternative 1 would
shift some access and mobility patterns in the Affected Area for communities, resulting in
different community access routes when compared to those under existing conditions.
Access to the surrounding residential neighborhoods, businesses, and community assets
would remain.

City Concern:

The selected at-grade crossing for Bellflower Boulevard will cause vehicle queuing
through multiple signalized intersections for both north and south traffic during peak
hours. The significant queuing will have a resonating negative impact on vehicles
accessing the densely populated neighborhood and the downtown district south of the
rail line. Community access and mobility will be negatively impacted and the excessive
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traffic log jam that results from the queuing will increase air pollution in the immediate
areas as vehicles spend unnecessary time waiting for the roadway to clear.

City Request:

The City requests that Metro provide alterative solutions to the increase in vehicle
emissions caused by unnecessary vehicle queuing lines as well as alternative solutions
to residents entering and exiting the neighborhood west of Bellflower Boulevard and south
of the rail line. At this time, no viable solution has been presented by Metro to improve
these unmitigated impacts.

Table 4.2.4. Build Alternatives Effects on Community Character and Cohesion
(Page 4-49)

City Concern:

In the above-mentioned table under the column title “Residences, Community Assets, or
Commercial Businesses Permanently Acquired/Displaced” it states “At multifamily
residential on east side of Bellflower Blvd, north of project alignment, partial acquisition
of 10 multifamily residential units for grade-crossing improvements. Displacement of 16
residents.”

City Request:

The City cannot identify these 10 units anywhere else in the draft EIR document. Please
provide specific details as to which units are being discussed in this comment.

4.2.3.7. Maintenance Storage Facility Site Options (Page 4-60)

Bellflower MSF Site Option:

The Bellflower MSF site option is located south of Somerset Boulevard in Bellflower, and
the site is currently leased by Bellflower to the owners of a privately-owned recreational
business. The Bellflower MSF site option is surrounded by single- and multifamily
residences, mobile home communities, and industrial and commercial businesses.
Security barriers would be installed along the perimeter of the Bellflower MSF site option.
The MSF site option would not involve any roadway/intersection closures or tuming
restrictions that would restrict access to nearby residential neighborhoods or community
assets. Pedestrian and vehicular access to nearby residential neighborhoods and mobile
home communities would be maintained. Additionally, operation of the MSF is not
expected to adversely affect any of the nearby street intersections. The lead tracks
proposed within the PEROW on the south side of the MSF site option would not impede
access to the Bellflower Bike Trail because the bike trail would be located south of the
proposed lead and LRT tracks. Under NEPA, the Bellflower MSF site option would not
result in adverse effects related to community access and mobility.
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City Concern:

The ingress/egress for the MSF off of Somerset Boulevard will be compromised by the
existing vehicle traffic on Somerset Boulevard, particularly during peak commuting hours
for parents/students both walking and driving to Baster Elementary school, located less
than 400 feet from the proposed site. The existing crosswalk located at Cerritos Avenue
represents the only pedestrian crossing for school access.

City Request:

If this site is ultimately selected, the City reserves the right to request an independent
traffic study specific to the site development that will take into account the latest traffic
count numbers (2020) for Somerset Boulevard, the current traffic impact analysis report
for Paramount Petroleum expansion project (TIA estimates 1,000 trips per day of heavy
duty commercial fuel haulers that routes these vehicles south on Lakewood Boulevard
and east on Somerset Boulevard) and the pedestrian safety associated with the school
crosswalk located immediately in front of the proposed MSF site. Any mitigation
recommendations that result from this independent traffic study will subsequently be
required as part of the site development.

Table 4.3.6. Permanent Residential Displacements by Jurisdiction (Page 4-33)

Under the listed category of “Alternatives 1, 2, 3 & 4” only the jurisdictions of Paramount
and Artesia are shown as having full or partial acquisitions and displacements.

City Concern:

According to Table 4.2.4 Metro states that there will be partial acquisition of 10 multi-
family units displacing 16 residents.

City Request:

Please correct this table to reflect that Metro does in fact plan to displace 16 Bellflower
residents as part of its train project.

Table 4.4.1. Scenic Resources in Affected Area for Visual (Page 4-51)

City Concern:

This table does not include the Carpenter House Museum, a registered State historical
site that sits on the Caruthers Park property.
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City Request:

The City requests that this facility be listed in the table to accurately reflects the scenic
resources list for Bellflower.

4.7.3.7. Maintenance and Storage Facility

Vibration: The Bellflower MSF site option is approximately 75 feet from the nearest
residential land uses along Virginia Avenue. Train movements through crossover
trackwork at 10 mph are predicted to result in a GBV level at these residential land uses
of 71 VdB, which would not exceed the FTA impact threshold of 72 VdB. Train vibration
is predicted to be below the impact threshold based on FTA guidance. Vibration impact
is unlikely at the residential land uses along Virginia Avenue. Under NEPA, the Bellflower
MSF site option would not result in adverse effects related to vibration.

City Concern:

Directly west of the proposed MSF, Dante Value Company is a manufacturing company
that specializes in the manufacturing of value components for the United States military.
This is a highly precise manufacturing operation that could experience severe impacts
from vibrations associated with the operation of the rail line and the proposed MSF.

City Request:

Based on the EIR document and discussions with the business itself, Metro has made no
attempt to study vibration impacts and the effects on business operations. The City
requests that, at a minimum, Metro staff contact the business and work with them inan
effort to determine if there will be any impacts to their operations as a result of vibration.

4.7.4.2. Mitigation Measures
Mitigated LRT Noise (Page 4-267):

As shown in Table 4.7.6, after implementation of Mitigation Measures NOI-1
(Soundwalls), NOI-2 (Low Impact Frogs), and NOI-3 (Wheel Squeal Noise Monitoring),
Alternatives 1 and 2 would result in 110 moderate and 60 severe impacts. Alternative 3
would-have 101 moderate impacts and 59 severe impacts, and Alterative 4 would have
59 moderate impacts and 44 severe impacts. Implementation of mitigation would reduce
impacts at many receptors, if not eliminating them. Mitigation under Alternative 1 would
result in 165 benefited receptors, 166 benefited receptors under Alternative 2, 132
benefited receptors under Alternative 3, and 89 benefited receptors under Alternative 4.
Mitigated impacts and impacts remaining after mitigation are shown in Table 4.7.7
through Table 4.7.10 and Figure 4.7-5 through Figure 4.7-11. Some impacts are not
mitigable due to physical features preventing installation of soundwalls or the combination
of mitigation measures not being able to provide adequate attenuation due fo elevated
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project noise levels. Available mitigation methods, including soundwalls, methods to
reduce special track work noise, and wheel squeal have been applied to reduce LRT
noise to the greatest extent feasible. An explanation of areas where mitigation is not
feasible or reasonable is included in Table 4.7.8.

City Concern:

As underlined above, Metro staff's preferred Alternative 3 shown in Table 4.7.6 shows
that after mitigation measures are implemented, there will continue to be 101 clusters
moderately impacted and 59 clusters severely impacted by train noise. Nearly 40% of
the remaining clusters (57 clusters) are located within the City of Bellflower - 27 clusters
(representing 27% of the Alt 3 total) rated as moderate clusters and 15 clusters
(representing 25% of the Alt 3 total) rated as severe clusters AFTER mitigation measures
are implemented.

The second underlined section states that Table 4.7.8 provides an explanation of areas
where mitigation is not feasible or reasonable. Metro’s EIR only presents an explanation
as to why mitigation measures will not work for 2 of the 57 clusters in Bellflower.

City Request:

The City requests that Metro provide a detailed explanation as to why, after mitigation
measures are implemented, that the 55 clusters that will continue to experience moderate
and severe noise impacts associated with the operation of the LRT. Without explanation,
these 55 locations are considered to be unmitigated negative impacts to the Bellflower
community, most of which are single and multi-family residences.

4.11.2.4. Groundwater
Figure 4.11-5. Groundwater Basins and Facilities (Page 4-429)

City Concern:

This map, as well as the entire Draft EIR document, does not recognize or consider the
City of Bellflower’'s High Capacity Water Well or the City’s 2 million gallon below-ground
water reservoir. Both of these facilities represent the sole source of potable drinking water
for over 80% of the Bellflower community. The High Capacity Well is over 1,300 feet
deep and the well head is located 20 feet north of the Metro ROW. The southern wall of
the City’s reservoir is located 55 feet north of the Metro ROW. Both of these facilities are
located within the confines of the Bellflower Public Works facility located at 9944 Flora
Vista Street. Similar to the high capacity well and the reservoir, the Draft EIR document
fails to recognize the Public Works facility, it's operations and the Land Use Category. As
a result of this omission, there are several unmitigated impacts that the LRT will cause.

City Request:
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The City requests that these facilities be incorporated into the Draft EIR document and
properly evaluated in regards to all aspects of the EIR report. Additionally, due to the
close proximity of the Metro project to the City’s reservoir and water well, a detailed
vibration analysis should be completed to ensure that there will be no physical impacts
caused to these facilities by ground-born vibration during construction as well as long-
term vibration train operations. Any potential damage caused to either facility would have
a significant financial impact on the community as the cost of repairs, or worse, the cost
to drill a new water well in an alternate location, would be passed on to the community.

APPENDIX D — TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS REPORT

Section 2.3.8 Bellflower MSF Site Option

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

City Concern:

The description of the surrounding uses of the potential MSF site is incorrect and does
not account for the existing residential mobile home park on the west side.

City Request:

Please change the description to correctly reflect that the site is bound by industrial
facilities and residential homes (mobile home park located at 9020 Somerset Blvd) to the
west.

Section 1.5.10.2 Recommendation and Application of LADOT Guidelines for LOS
Evaluation under NEPA

The conclusion from these assessments is that the best approach is to apply LADOT’s
2016 Transportation Impact Study Guidelines, which represent an effective and accurate
assessment methodology for potential delay-related traffic and transportation impacts
that can be applied to the Build Alternatives. Also, these same procedures were applied
in Metro’s recent similar environmental study (Metro L [Gold] Line Foothill Extension
Phase 2B). Alternative approaches, given the length of the Build Alternatives corridors
and the 17 local jurisdictions involved, make it impractical to use different guidelines for
different jurisdictions.
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City Concern:

As the City has previously stated to Metro staff in past discussions, Metro's decision to
use the City of Los Angeles’ 2016 Transportation Impact Study Guidelines was made out
of ease for Metro staff and its consultants. Traffic operations within the City of Bellflower
do not remotely reflect traffic operations in the City of Los Angeles nor is it accurate for
Metro to assume that they do. Metro’s decision to ignore the unique traffic operations in
each City and simply apply a blanket standard to all cities in an effort to claim “one size
fits all” ignores any potential mitigation measures that may be required in each City.

APPENDIX M - NOISE AND VIBRATION IMPACT REPORT PART 1
4.2 Vibration
Table 4.2. Long-Term Noise Monitoring Locations

City Concern:

This table only lists one location within the City of Bellflower and it is defined as a Category
2 Land Use.

City Request:

The EIR report should consider multiple locations with various land use categories as
Long-Term noise monitoring locations. Potential location options would be City
Hall/Bristol Civic Auditorium located less than 50 feet from the rail line or the Mayne
Events Center/L.A. County Fire Museum located less than 50 feet from the rail line. The
City requests that both of these locations be added as long-term noise monitoring
locations as they represent different land use categories and are located less than 100
feet of the rail line.

Table 5.1. Vibration Category 2 Land Use Light Rail Vibration Assessment —
Alternatives 1

City Concern:

In this table, Footnote 3 states “Predicted GBV at these locations include a -10 deduction
for building coupling loss.”

City Request:

The footnote does not reference an accepted guideline or source of the -10 deduction.
This amount represents a significant decrease of the predicted GBV. The footnote should
include the source from which this guideline was obtained.
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Appendix A - Unmitigated LRT Noise Clusters, Noise Monitoring Locations and
Impacts (Page A-22)

City Concern:

In regards to this diagram, there are significant cluster locations that Metro has failed to
identify or incorrectly identified. These locations are as follows:
e N264 is not a residential Category 2 Land Use
e Building immediately to the north of N264 is the Mayne Events Center and LA
County Fire Museum which would be a Land Use Category 3 with a degree of
impact rated as severe.
e Property immediately southeast of N267 is the Bellflower Public Works facility
which would be a Land Use Category 3 with a degree of impact rated as severe.

City Request:

The City requests that the diagram be amended to include these locations and the degree
of impact as they each represent a significant cluster that is not identified in the EIR
document. By not being identified, any negative impacts to these facilities are unmitigated
at this time and need to be evaluated to determine proper mitigate measures.
APPENDIX BB — DRAFT SECTION 4(f) AND 6(f) EVALUATION

Section 4.1 Historical Sites

City Concern:

Metro and its team of consultants failed to recognize, identify and provide a description
and evaluation of the Carpenter House Museum, a registered historical site with the State.
The Museum is located within the boundaries of Caruthers Park which lies adjacent to
Metro right-of-way. The Carpenter House Museum is dedicated to sharing the history of
the City of Bellflower.

City Request:

The City requests that this facility be evaluated and subsequently included in the list of
historical sites in Appendix BB.

Section 5 — Noise

1. Appendix G (Mitigated LRT Noise Clusters, Noise Monitoring Location and
Impacts) of Appendix M (Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report)
indicated that locations N245, N246, N247, N249, N251, N253, N261, N267, N268,
N274, N275, N283, N284, and N287 will continue to experience “Severe” noise
impacts, even with implementation of mitigation measures.
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City Concern:

These particular locations are near Alondra Boulevard, Clarke Avenue, Orchard
Avenue, Flora Vista Street, and Woodruff Boulevard in the City of Bellflower, and
are characterized as “Residential”’, which are considered sensitive receptors to
excessive noise levels.

City Request:

The City requests that additional mitigation measures be considered and required
in the EIR to ensure that all noise levels are reduced to insignificant levels.

2. The following noise-related mitigation measures require additional clarification and
explanation:

“NOI-1 Soundwalls. Soundwalls would be placed at the edge of the right-of-
way or at the edge of aerial structures to reduce noise related to light rail transit
vehicles at the identified sensitive receiver locations.... Height and length will
be verified during final design to meet FTA requirements.”

Page 8-1 of Appendix M (Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report)
recommended several soundwalls that measure 8 feet high near the LRT and
along the train track ROW alignment. From a practical standpoint, while these
recommended 8-foot walls could be capable of attenuating noise levels,
construction of said 8-foot walls could be infeasible at certain locations, given
neighboring land uses, varied topography, and land ownership patterns. The
EIR must assess the feasibility of each recommended 8-foot wall to determine
whether said wall could actually be constructed. If said wall is infeasible and
cannot be constructed, then the mitigation measure cannot be implemented.
CEQA indicates that infeasible mitigation measures cannot be considered by
or recommended in the EIR. If the mitigation measure cannot be implemented,
then the noise impact will continue to be significant and “Severe”.

“NOI-2 Low Impact Frogs. Low impact frogs (Crossing point of two rails) would
be installed...to reduce crossover impact noise. Locations will be verified during
final design.”

Though Low Impact Frogs are referenced in this mitigation measure as a noise
attenuation measure, the EIR does not thoroughly assess or measure how
much noise reduction will actually occur at each specified location with the
recommended Low Impact Frogs. The statement in the mitigation measure
“Locations will be verified during final design”, implied that the precise locations
of these recommended Low Impact Frogs are still unknown. The EIR must
assess and measure how much of the noise levels will be reduced and provide
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the locations for these recommended Low Impact Frogs. If these
recommended Low Impact Frogs do not reduce noise levels to insignificant
levels, then the mitigation measure should not be considered or recommended.

e “NOI-4 Crossing Signal Bells. Crossing signal bells...would be equipped with
shrouds to direct bell noise away from sensitive receivers. Crossing signal bell
noise would not exceed 104 dBA sound exposure level at 50 feet. This measure
is subject to CPUC approval.”

“NOI-5 Gate-Down-Bell-Stop Variance. Metro would apply for a gate-down-
bell-stop variance to reduce the duration of bell ringing and therefore reduce
impacts at sensitive receivers. Crossing signal noise would not exceed 30
seconds in duration. This measure is subject to CPUC approval.”

NOI-4 and NOI-5 provided mitigation measures to reduce crossing signal bell,
and gate-down-bell noise levels. However, the EIR did not analyze or measure
how much noise could potentially be generated by crossing signal bells and
gate-down-bells. In accordance with CEQA, mitigation measures should only
be recommended to alleviate potential impacts that are actually evaluated in
the EIR. Therefore, the EIR must assess and measure how much crossing
signal bell and gate-down-bell noise levels will actually be generated and how
much of the noise levels will be reduced with Mitigation Measures NOI-4 and
NOI-5.

Furthermore, Mitigation Measures NOI-4 and NOI-5 require additional approval
by the CPUC. The EIR should discuss the approval process, including
information and details that will be reviewed by the CPUC. If the CPUC does
not approve the Crossing Signal Bells and recommended shrouds, or the gate-
down-bell-stop variances, then the mitigation measures should not be
considered or recommended.

3. Page 7-20 of Appendix M (Final Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report)
provided the following general statements when evaluating potential construction-
related noise impacts resulting with the proposed Bellflower MSF: “Construction of
the maintenance and storage facility at Paramount (should be Bellflower) would
exceed the FTA standards for residential uses. Therefore, without mitigation,
impacts related to temporary or periodic increases in ambient noise levels would
be potentially significant.”

City Concern:

The above statements were inadequate when discussing construction-related
noise impacts. The EIR needed to evaluate and quantify noise levels resulting
with actual construction activities and equipment required for construction of the
Bellflower MSF. The EIR should have then evaluated how and to what extend
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those sensitive receptors and residences that neighbor the Bellflower MSF would
be adversely impacted and disturbed.

The EIR offered Mitigation Measure NOI-8 which was a “Noise Control Plan”, as a
solution to alleviating construction noise impacts. However, it is difficult to
determine if preparation of a future Noise Control Plan would be adequate enough
to mitigate construction noise impacts, since the EIR did not thoroughly assess or
quantify noise levels or impacts, nor identify what neighboring sensitive receptors
would be impacted. The EIR, to some extent admitted that the impact discussions
were inadequate by stating that “... in some instances the FTA construction impact
criteria may still be exceeded. Therefore, impacts related to temporary or periodic
increases in ambient noise levels would be significant and unavoidable with
mitigation.” The use of the word “may” indicated that the EIR could not conclude
whether significant construction noise impacts would actually result with
construction of the Bellflower MSF.

City Request:

Again, the EIR must evaluate and quantify noise levels resulting with actual
construction activities and equipment that would be required for construction of the
Bellflower MSF, and also evaluate how and to what extend those sensitive
receptors and residences that neighbor the Bellflower MSF would be adversely
impacted and disturbed.

4. Similar to the above comments relating to the Bellflower MSF, Appendix M (Final
Noise and Vibration Impact Analysis Report) only provided generalized
discussions of construction noise impacts resulting with the LRT. In fact, the EIR
admitted that: “Environmental impacts and consequences were analyzed for the
Project as a whole and not broken down by geographic section as the urban nature
of the Affected Area is generally consistent across geographic sections for this
resource.”

City Concern:

This decision to only evaluate construction noise impacts in a generalized manner
is unacceptable. The Bellflower LRT and the adjoining train tracks will be located
in and will traverse through portions of the City that are built-out with residential
and other sensitive receptors.

City Request:

The EIR must evaluate and quantify noise levels resulting with actual construction
activities and equipment required for construction of the Bellflower LRT, MSF, and
the adjoining train tracks, and also evaluate how and to what extend those
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sensitive receptors and residences that neighbor these improvements would be
adversely impacted and disturbed.

Section 6 — Air Quality

1.

Section 4.5 (Air Quality) of the EIR and Appendix J (Final Air Quality Impact
Analysis Report) only provided generalized discussions of air quality impacts
resulting with operations of the Bellflower LRT and MSF, which is unacceptable.

The Bellflower LRT, MSF, and the adjoining train tracks will be located in and will
traverse through portions of the City that are built-out with residential and other
sensitive receptors. The EIR must therefore, evaluate and quantify air quality
emission and pollutant levels resulting with operations of the Bellflower LRT, MSF,
and the adjoining train tracks, and also evaluate how and to what extend those
sensitive receptors and residences that neighbor these improvements would be
adversely impacted and disturbed.

Furthermore, the analysis of air quality impacts was based on an assumed
reduction in vehicle traffic generation. Though it is acknowledged that increased
train ridership will likely reduce public reliance on automobiles, the air quality
analysis should also evaluate other sources of air pollution that would result
directly from increased train travel. The type and levels of air emissions and
pollutants from train movements and increased ridership should be thoroughly
evaluated in the EIR. In addition, the EIR must then evaluate and quantify (through
modeling) how these types and levels of air emissions and pollutants will impact
those specific residences and other sensitive receptors that neighbor the Bellflower
LRT, MSF, and train movements along the tracks.

Similar to the above comments relating to air quality impacts that would result with
operations of the Bellflower LRT, MSF, and train movements along the tracks, the
EIR must also evaluate and quantify (through modeling) the type and levels of air
emissions and pollutants resulting with actual construction activities and
equipment required for construction of the Bellflower LRT, MSF, and the adjoining
train tracks, and also evaluate how and to what extend those sensitive receptors
and residences that neighbor these improvements would be adversely impacted
and disturbed by air emissions and pollutants.

Section 7 — Historical

1

As requested in the City’s August 21, 2018 letter on the Notice of Preparation, the
EIR provided a thorough discussion of the Bellflower Pacific Electric Railway
Depot, and an older house at 10040 Flora Vista Street. However, the EIR did not
provide a similar discussion of the City monument signage and fountain, and the
Bellflower Bike and Pedestrian Trail as historical resources. Please provide



WSAB Transit Corridor Draft EIR/EIS Comments — City of Bellflower
September 28, 2021
Page 20 of 27

thorough discussions of these particular historical resources as requested in the
City’s August 21, 2018 letter on the Notice of Preparation.

Section 8 — Biology

T

The City in its August 21, 2018 letter on the Notice of Preparation, requested that
bio-swale/flood control measures along the track ROW alignment be discussed
and evaluated in the EIR. The City letter requested that bio-swale design,
vegetation, depth of water table, etc. should be evaluated in the EIR.

These issues, however, were not evaluated in the EIR, but should have been.
Accordingly, the City continues to request that the EIR thoroughly evaluate bio-
swales/flood control measures that could be required at the LRT and MSF
locations, and along the track ROW alignment. Bio-swale design, vegetation,
depth of water table and other similar features are issues requiring evaluation in
the EIR.

Section 9 — Traffic (Chapter 3 of Draft EIR/EIS)

The study in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR/EIS states operational analysis via Synchro
was completed to assess traffic related impacts, delay and queue. Synchro does
not have the ability to replicate a train crossing. Therefore, how was Synchro used
to address this deficiency? Please define how this was completed.

Did the Synchro analysis incorporate existing traffic signal timing? Did said
analysis recognize the new traffic signal to be constructed at the intersection of
Bellflower Boulevard at Harvard Street? Did the analysis recognize that the
intersections of Bellflower Boulevard at Flower, Oak, Mayne and Harvard operate
in a split phase manner for north and south Bellflower Boulevard? In addition, the
Bellflower Boulevard at Belmont Street operates as a pedestrian scramble
intersection? If these factors were not incorporated the analysis may be presenting
erroneous results.

Present the results of the queue analysis graphically such as superimposition onto
an aerial photograph for each crossing location as well as evaluating queueing on
all intersecting streets. For example, when vehicles turning left from Mayne Street
onto northbound Bellflower Boulevard during gate crossings, what is the back
queue on Mayne Street?

When were the traffic counts collected that were used in this analysis?
To replicate actual traffic behavior, the City may be using flag people to temporarily

stop traffic consistent with gate crossings every 2.5 minutes during the AM and PM
peak hours to document true traffic impacts.
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The study did not incorporate the traffic impacts associated with the upcoming
AltAir project impacts at the existing Paramount refinery located near the northwest
corner of Lakewood Boulevard at Somerset Boulevard. A traffic study for that
project was completed and is being revised. The AltAir project is expected to
generate 540 daily inbound and 540 daily outbound truck trips and is anticipated
to create traffic impacts at the Lakewood at Somerset intersection with possible
impacts to the Lakewood at Paseo intersection. The study needs to look at the
cumulative effects of this and all future projects. This will also impact the crossing
on Somerset Boulevard west of Lakewood Boulevard.

Table 3.8 states 576 existing on-street parking spaces are available over a 164-
acre area. Please define said 164-acre area. Also, a recent City parking
assessment identified 185 on-street parking spaces serving the downtown area
around and including Bellflower Boulevard north of Flower Street. The table shall
be revised accordingly.

A vibration analysis is required along the entire corridor. It is noted that a local
business located at the northeast corner of Lakewood Boulevard at Paseo Street
produces highly sensitive equipment used by the United States military and
vibrations could significantly impact this business.

Page 3-47 identifies the intersections of Flora Vista/Clark, Alondra/Clark and
Alondra Flora Vista at LOS F with delay up to 420 seconds. What is the resulting
queue length from these delays? The report stated 80 seconds or greater of delay
is LOS F. The report states that at 80 seconds of delay or greater results in severe
intersection congestion with long delays and excessive queueing. If that is what
occurs at 80 seconds, how would 420 seconds appear to the motorist?

Page 3-49 states that vehicle queues would exceed vehicle storage at
Lakewood/Somerset, Clark/Alondra, Alondra/Clark, Bellflower/Flower and
Bellflower/Oak. The report goes on to state that these impacts will be minimized
via queue cutter and/or pre-signals. What does minimize mean? Please quantify
the queue at all of these intersections post mitigation. Queue cutters are designed
to prevent vehicles from queuing onto the tracks, not to reduce delay related
vehicle queues.

Table 3.16 states the following intersections are without adverse effects;
Somerset/Lakewood, Paseo/Lakewood, Alondra/Pacific, Alondra/Stevens,
Bellflower/Flora Vista, Bellflower/Mayne, Bellflower/Oak. In other portions of the
report some of these same intersections are defined as having impacts. That is not
possible to have no impact and simultaneously have an impact.

Table 3.35 shows the Bellflower station to be under parked with on-street parking
available to meet the excess demand. However, the report overstates the available
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on street parking supply as well as current utilization of the on-street parking
supply. The conclusions are erroneous.

e The report states that some on-street parking will be removed. The removal of any
on-street parking is not acceptable to the business community.

e Section 3.5.1, TR PM-2 states existing lane configurations near at grade crossings
will be modified. What does that mean? Please define and provide the results of
any analysis that reflects the delay and queue associated with any lane
configurations or other geometric changes.

e Section 3.5.2.1 states that mitigation measures include street closures. Has the
study defined which streets? How will the impacts of re-routed traffic be
addressed? Has that been considered?

e Table 3.44 describes converting the existing two way STOP control to traffic
signals at the intersections of Clark/Flora Vista and Alondra/Flora Vista. Specific
studies will be required along with the development of timing and coordination
subject to City review and approval. How is the coordination of traffic signals to be
accomplished?

e Figure 3.15 appears to show the elimination of left turns from west bound Alondra
onto Pacific Avenue, right turns from eastbound Alondra to Pacific, and left turns
from Pacific to Alondra. If true, why? If true, what are the traffic impacts of these
restrictions?

e TRA-21 states METRO will work with the local jurisdiction, business owners and
the affected communities to assess the need for an off-street parking management
program. Please be more specific as to what this means. Same comment applies
to any on-street parking removal at any location including but not limited to all
crossings as well as the proposed Bellflower Maintenance and Storage Facility
(MSF).

e TRA-22 discusses the possible need for angled parking. However angled parking
would require the removal of a travel lane which would only contribute to more
delay.

Section 10 — Economic and Parking Impacts

The following construction-related mitigation measures require additional clarification and
explanation:

e “COM-1 (Construction Outreach Plan) would require Metro to develop a
Construction Outreach Plan to minimize effect to affected communities and
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businesses and minimize impact to community gatherings or festivals in the project
area.”

City Concern:

Page 8-1 of Appendix CC (Final Economic and Fiscal Impact Analysis Report)
indicated that Metro would develop a Construction Outreach Plan as part of
Metro’s Construction Relation & Mitigation Programs in Community Relations in
coordination with affected communities and businesses that would be
implemented by Metro and its contractors during construction of the Project. The
Construction Outreach Plan is not enough.

City Request:

The EIR should include the establishment of a Business Interruption, Promotion
and Marketing Fund for each city, administered locally by each city. For the City of
Bellflower, this fund will provide financial support to businesses negatively
impacted by construction activities surrounding the four at-grade crossings
(Lakewood Blvd., Clark Ave., Alondra Blvd., and Bellflower Blvd.), especially
Downtown Bellflower.

e “TRA-23 Loss of Parking (Construction): Metro would require would coordinate
with local jurisdictions to addresses the loss of public parking spaces during
construction. This could include, but not be limited to, restriping the existing street
to allow for diagonal parking...”

City Concern:

This mitigation measure is not practical and infeasible in Bellflower, especially on
Bellflower Blvd., due to limited street width/public right of way and the resulting
needed 3-phase traffic signal timing.

City Request:

As this is not an effective mitigation, the EIR needs to offer alternative mitigation
measures to address the loss of parking during construction.

e “TRA-22 Loss of Parking (Permanent): Metro would require would coordinate
with local jurisdictions to addresses the physical loss of public parking spaces
resulting from implementation of the project. This could include, but not be limited
to, restriping the existing street to allow for diagonal parking...”
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City Concern:

This mitigation measure is not practical and infeasible in Bellflower, especially on
Bellflower Blvd., due to limited street width/public right of way and the resulting
needed 3-phase traffic signal timing.

City Request:

As this is not an effective mitigation, the EIR needs to offer alternative mitigation
measures to address the permanent loss of parking resulting from implementation
of the project.

Section 11 — Land Use

L2

Section 4.1.1.1 — Under Section 4.1.1.1 related to local plans, policies, and
regulations, Downtown Bellflower’s Transit Oriented Development Specific Plan
(TOD SP) is not included.

City Request:

The City requests that the EIR be revised to reference the TOD SP. In addition,
the EIR must evaluate any land use impacts based on, without limitation, the City’s
General Plan and TOD SP.

Section 4.1.3.2 - This section indicates that portions of the “alignment structures
would be built on retained fill with retailing walls or supported by columns that could
create a barrier and separate land uses on both sides of the rail ROW (specifically,
Flora Vista Street between Cornuta Avenue and Flower Street, and Flora Vista
Street between Woodruff Avenue and California Avenue).” It further indicates that
“pbarriers introduced along the proposed alignment would follow the Metro Rail
Design Criteria (MRDC) guidance or equivalent criteria.”

City Request:

The City requests input in the design of the barriers as these barriers could impact
the visual and aesthetics of the surrounding areas where no barrier was previously
located.

Section 4.1.3.6 - Under Section 4.1.3.6 Consistency with Local Land Use Plans,
Policies and Regulations — Bellflower MSF Site Option, it indicates that the
“Bellflower MSF Site Option currently operates as a commercial business, that the
property is not designated as a significant park or recreation area, and is not
designated as having an important role in meeting the park and recreation
objectives of the City.” This statement is incorrect. This property was previously
utilized as a golf and tennis center and operated on a concessionaire/lease
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agreement. The golf and tennis center was identified as a Bellflower recreational
facility to meet recreation needs of the community in the Open Space Element of
the General Plan. In addition, the Open Space Element of the General Plan
includes the total acreage of this site towards its park and recreation inventory.
The existing use on the property as a paintball, airsoft, and BMX park is similar to
the golf and tennis center in that it provides a significant recreational need of the
community. In addition, it is the largest, open space parcel in the City.

City Request:

The EIR must be revised to evaluate, analyze, and address the elimination of 22
acres of significant recreational open space by converting this site to an MSF. The
City previously adopted Resolution No. 18-67, which repealed Resolution No. 17-
33, and restated the City’s position of support, with conditions, on the potential use
of this parcel as a potential location for the MSF. One of the conditions was that
the MTA set aside and develop a location of not less than 1.5 acres of active “open
space” within or adjacent to the proposed light rail maintenance facility site to
service the residential community living on Somerset Boulevard and the Bellflower
Community as a whole in a manner to be approved by the Bellflower City Council.
Another condition included that the purchase price paid for the property be based
on the fair market and will be sufficient to offset the costs of establishing adequate
supplemental and/or replacement open space opportunities within the City of
Bellflower. This City has always considered this site as a significant site in
providing recreational open space and the EIR must be revised to consider the
potential impacts in the loss of open space.

Section 12 — Acquisitions and Displacements

Table 4.3.6 — This table shows Permanent Residential Displacements by
Jurisdiction and Bellflower shows all zeros across the columns. However, under
the Residential Displacements Section of each Alternative, it lists Bellflower as
having residential displacement.

City Request:

The City requests that these sections be revised to be consistent with one another.

Section 13 — Visual and Aesthetics

y M

Table 4.4.8 — In this table for the Bellflower Station Scenic Resources, it indicates
that “views would remain available south of PEROW and along Bellflower Bike
Trail: would not obstruct north-facing views of original Bellflower Pacific Electric
Station.” This section does not address the visual impacts from the north side of
the PEROW and south facing views and identifies the change in visual qualify as
“Neutral.”
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City Request:

The City requests that the document address the south facing views and the visual
character of this area.

2. Table 4.4.8 — In this table for the Aerial Structures (32 feet height (36 feet with
sound wall)), at Woodruff Ave/Flower St/Flora Vista St, the “Viewer Sensitivity”
indicates that the “retaining wall would be new visual element. Visible from
residences to the south or PEROW (primarily from second-story windows) and
along north side of Flora Vista St.” These 36’ high walls will be constructed where
no walls over 8 ft. high are currently located, thus creating a significant impact to
the surrounding area. The mass and scale of the walls will be significant.

City Request:
The City requests that mitigation measures be added to soften the visual impact

of massive retaining walls where no high walls currently exist. Landscaping, public
art, decorative block, and similar decorative treatment should be added to the
retaining walls to make them visually and aesthetically pleasing.

3. Table 4.4.8 — In this table for the Aerial Structures (32 feet height (36 feet with
sound wall)), at Woodruff Ave/Flower St/Flora Vista St, the “Visual Character”
indicates “new visual element in area with low-rise commercial and residential
structures: scale consistent with surrounding low-rise structures.” The scale of a
36’ high retaining/sound wall is not consistent with the surrounding area. Within
this area, there are no walls over 8 ft. in height and the surrounding buildings are,
as state, low-rise.

City Request:

The EIR must be revised to address the compatibility of the new retaining/sound
walls with the visual character of the surrounding areas. In addition, the City
request mitigation measures be added to soften the visual impact of massive
retaining/sound walls. Landscaping, public art, decorative block, and similar
decorative treatment should be added to the retaining walls to make them visually
and aesthetically pleasing.

4. Page 4-197 — On this page under “Paramount MSF Site Option and Bellflower
MSF Site Option,” illumination of the site will be on a 24-hour bases. Immediately
adjacent to the Bellflower MSF are residential uses.
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City Request:

In addition to shielding methods, the City requests additional mitigation measures
for lighting, such as dense landscaping, to prevent the spill over of light onto
neighboring residential properties.

Section 14 — Closing Comments

The City of Bellflower acknowledges the efforts of Metro and its team and is in general
support of the development of the West Santa Ana Branch transit corridor project.
However, the City urges Metro to closely consider and address the City’s concerns in
order to ensure the project is developed with appropriate mitigations.

We appreciate having an opportunity to comment on the Draft WSAB EIR/EIS and will
continue to work with staff on the design, construction and mitigation of this project. If you
have any questions, you can contact our Assistant City Manager/Director of Public Works,
Len Gorecki at Igorecki@bellflower.org.
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City of Bellflower Coordination — Meeting Minutes

Date Time
April 19, 2022 12PM -2 PM
Location Conference Call Information
Bellflower City Hall +1213-279-1001,,495296622#
A. Attendees
Name Agency / Company Email Contact Number
Meghna Khanna Metro KhannaM@metro.net 213.922.3931
Matt Abbott Metro AbbottM@metro.net
Ivan Gonzalez Metro Gonzalezl@metro.net
Brian Lam Metro LamB@metro.net 213-922-3077
Fred Jacquez Metro JacquezA@metro.net
Nancy Michali SBC Global nmichali@sbcglobal.net
Gina Escalante WSP Gina.Escalante@wsp.com 213-896-5666
Vic Martinez WSP Victor.Martinez@wsp.com 714-476-9248
Kristin Carlson WSP Kristin.Carlson@wsp.com 619-321-4180
Spencer Jaeger WSP Spencer.Jaeger@wsp.com 213-896-5652
Rene Loya WSP Rene.loya@wsp.com
Loren Bloomberg Jacobs Loren.bloomberg@jacobs.com
Alfredo Cabrera-
Jacobs Alfredo.cabreraventura@jacobs.com
Ventura
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West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor

Environmental Study

Name Agency / Company Email

Jeffrey Stewart City of Bellflower jstewart@bellflower.org

Len Gorecki City of Bellflower Igorecki@bellflower.org;
Lydia Munoz City of Bellflower lydia.munoz@bellflower.org;

Bernardo Iniguez

City of Bellflower

biniguez@bellflower.org;

Jason Clarke

City of Bellflower

jclarke@bellflower.org;

Jerry Stock

City of Bellflower

istock@bellflower.org;

Elizabeth Corpuz

City of Bellflower

ecorpuz@bellflower.org;

City of Bellflower

dmorita@bellflower.org;

Rowena Genilo

City of Bellflower

rgenilo@bellflower.org;

B. Minutes

1. Draft EIS/EIR Comments

City of Bellflower
Meeting Minutes

Contact Number |

After introductions were made, Meghna stated that Fred would highlight the Metro
appraisal and Real Estate process. Fred provided a brief presentation that discussed
the appraisal and acquisition process and stated that the formal process could not
begin until the Record of Decision (ROD) is received on the project and can take up
to two years to complete. Meghna estimated that the ROD would not be received
until early 2024. Fred also stated that an appraisal typically has a six month shelf life
and would need to be renewed when the acquisition is ready more than six months
have elapsed.

Kristin presented a matrix containing comments received from the City of Bellflower
on the WSAB Draft EIS/EIR and Metro’s initial comment responses. Traffic comments
will be deferred to a future meeting.

The first comment that was discussed in detail regarded the parking around the
proposed Bellflower Station (identified as CC-6-4 in the comment matrix). Kristin
stated that a parking survey would be redone for the streets that were previously
surveyed on street sweeping day and the analysis updated accordingly. The City
stated that there has been some reduction in available on-street parking since the

@ Metro
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surveys undertaken by Metro in support of new development that has occurred. The
City noted there has been an increase in parking demand for the parking that
remains and there are concerns about having that parking utilized for transit
patrons. The City also stated that they are undertaking a parking study that could be
shared with Metro when it is completed in late 2022. Bellflower staff stated that the
city is not taking part in the Eco-Rapid parking study. Additionally, they added that
residential parking districts have been created by residents due to concerns over
limited on-street parking. Kristin stated this would be considered in the updated
analysis.

Regarding CC-6-4, the City stated that the Lawndale site is not similar in character to
the proposed Bellflower MSF site, and that a comparison to the MSF in Santa
Monica would be more appropriate in the analysis. Meghna shared a photo of the
Santa Monica facility for reference and agreed that the text would be updated. The
City concurred that they support the open space shown on the plans for the MSF.
The City requested that Metro and the City partner on a solution to the existing
crosswalk across Somerset Boulevard north of the MSF (CC-6-16). Meghna stated
that her team would look into modifying the MSF access point to allow for a
signalized intersection with a protected crosswalk across Somerset Boulevard. City
staff requested a rendering or photo of an MSF in a residential area. Meghna offered
to provide a site visit to the Expo MSF.

Regarding CC-6-6, the City requested similar noise mitigation practices to those
implemented on the LRT line through South Pasadena. Attendees discussed the
location of soundwalls for mitigation. The City noted there appeared to be gaps in
soundwalls along properties. Bellflower staff will provide a marked up exhibit to
Metro for the locations where it appeared soundwalls did not extend for the full
length of a sensitive receiver.

Regarding CC-6-7, City staff agreed to provide a site plan and information on
materials related to the high capacity water well. The City expressed concern with
unmitigated vibration impacts. Metro will review what other mitigation could be
implemented for unmitigated vibration impacts.

Attendees discussed the Statement of Overriding Considerations that would be
adopted by the Metro Board for unmitigated impacts under CEQA. Metro will
consider the benefits of the project against the unmitigated impacts. The Metro
Board selected Alternative 3 (Slauson/A Line Station to Pioneer Station) as the
Locally Preferred Alternative for the project.

WsN)
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Regarding CC-6-15, the City did not express concerns with the use of Alondra
Boulevard as a haul route. The City requested that mitigation be added in the Final
EIS/EIR that considers the pavement degradation during construction. Metro stated
pavement conditions before and after construction could be documented for use in
determining where repaving is needed.

Regarding CC-6-23, City staff recommended Metro meet with Dante Valve Company
and suggested reaching out separately. Metro confirmed that they would meet with
this business and that the business also submitted a letter on the Draft EIS/EIR.

Regarding CC-6-28, the City clarified that there is a new location for the Fire
Museum compared to the location included in the Draft EIS/EIR analysis. The
museum is on the bottom floor of the Mayne Events Center. Kristin stated analysis
will be updated to include the new location of the museum in addition to the Mayne
Events Center.

Regarding CC-6-33, City staff requested information on the process for design of
soundwalls. Meghna stated that the Master Cooperative Agreement will include
stipulations for city review of design packages, which will include soundwalls.
Aesthetic treatments can be considered but consideration will be needed on
whether the treatment constitutes a betterment. Meghna stated that the Metro Rail
Design Criteria would apply to the project and that the criteria include guidelines for
soundwall design. Meghna stated she would also provide the Urban Design Guide
which includes specific examples of soundwalls throughout the Metro system that
would be implemented for the project. Meghna stated that soundwalls are
maintained by Metro and that the anti-graffiti policy requires contractors remove
graffiti within 24 hours of when it is reported. Walls may also be planted/vegetated
to deter graffiti. Meghna offered to speak with the Bellflower City Council regarding
the design of walls.

Regarding CC-6-49, the City also requested clarification on the grade crossing
modifications at Alondra Boulevard. They stated concern with the removal of left
turns from Pacific Avenue, as this is one of the only signalized intersections nearby.
They stated additional coordination would be needed at this location to find a
solution to not remove left turns from Pacific Avenue.

Regarding CC-6-52, Metro confirmed that a business interruption fund would be
established. Regarding CC-6-56, Metro stated that they will consider columns in
place of retained.

WsN)
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Regarding CC-6-57, City staff clarified that the letter dated March 11, 2021, remains
valid and that the parcels that would be acquired for the Bellflower MSF are not
significant park or recreation areas.

Meghna then stated that her team would send the preliminary responses shared at
this meeting with the Bellflower team. She also stated that Metro will reach out in 2-
3 weeks regarding the timing of a specific traffic focused meeting.

C. Action Items

e Metro will reach out in 2-3 weeks regarding a specific meeting to discuss traffic impacts.
¢ Bellflower will provide marked up exhibit to Metro regarding gaps in soundwalls.

o Bellflower will share plans with Metro for the well near the proposed alignment.

e Metro to provide Urban Design Guide related to soundwalls

e Metro will share the comment matrix with initial responses with the City.

WsN)
@ Metro I
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Metro

January 29, 2020

Art Gallucci

City Manager

City of Cerritos

18125 S. Bloomfield Avenue
Cerritos, CA 90701

Subject: WSAB Project: Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation

Dear Mr. Gallucci:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is preparing a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit
Corridor Project. The FTA serves as the Federal lead agency under the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA). LACMTA is the local lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
The purpose of this letter is to conduct consultation with agencies of jurisdiction per Section 4(f) of
the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (as codified under 49 United States Code [USC] 303 and
with implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774).

Project Description

Metro is evaluating a new light rail transit (LRT) line that would connect southeast LA County to
downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and communities of downtown Los Angeles, unincorporated
Florence-Graham community of LA County, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate,
Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. Metro is evaluating four Build Alternatives.
Attachment 1 includes the current description of the WSAB Transit Corridor Project and project
alignment map. Additional information may be found at www.metro.net/wsab.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides protection of publicly
owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the
officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:
1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
reservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR§774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement
measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,



recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

Permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property is acquired outright for a transportation
project or a property interest that allows permanent access onto the property such as a permanent
easement for maintenance or other transportation-related purpose. The second form of use is
commonly referred to as temporary. A temporary use of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a
temporary occupancy of the property that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist
purpose of the Section 4(f) statute. A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does
not incorporate land from a Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe
that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected
activities, features, or attributes of the property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15][a]).

Identification of Section 4(f) Resources

LACMTA and FTA have identified the park below as being a publicly owned and publicly accessible
park near the WSAB Transit Corridor Project, as shown in Attachment 2. LACMTA is analyzing
potential use of this park or resource under Section 4(f).

The City of Cerritos Recreation Services Division has been identified as an agency with jurisdiction
over the resource. LACMTA and FTA are requesting the following information:

a) Confirm that your agency has jurisdiction over the resource and identify the official with
jurisdiction over the resource.

b) Whether your agency identifies the resource as a public park of national, state, or local
significance that is accessible to the public.

c) That the area shown on the attached figure accurately represents the area within your
jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility.

Park or resource Location
Rosewood Park 17715 Eric Ave.
Cerritos

At this time, LACMTA requires the information above to identify Section 4(f) resources for analysis of
the WSAB Transit Corridor Project. Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the
WSAB Transit Corridor Project potential effects to the park.

Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM@metro.net or (213) 922-3931.
Please respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis under the assumption that the
City of Cerritos Recreation Services Division is the agency with jurisdiction and that the resources are
significant public parks or recreational resources. LACMTA will continue to coordinate with your
agency through the environmental review process.
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Sincerely,

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attachments:
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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From: Khanna, Meghna

To: Spurgeon, Lawrence; Carlson, Kristin

Cc: Chau, Eric

Subject: FW: City of Cerritos - WSAB Project: Section 4(f) Consultation
Date: Monday, February 10, 2020 5:54:36 PM

Attachments: Cerritos Section 4(f).pdf

FYI

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development

Mobility Corridors

213.922.3931

metro.net | facebook.com/losangelesmetro | @metrolosangeles
Metro provides excellence in service and support.

From: Kristin Aguila <kaguila@cerritos.us>

Sent: Monday, February 10, 2020 4:13 PM

To: Chau, Eric <ChauE@metro.net>; Khanna, Meghna <KhannaM@metro.net>

Cc: Art Gallucci <agallucci@cerritos.us>; Torrey Contreras <tcontreras@cerritos.us>
Subject: City of Cerritos - WSAB Project: Section 4(f) Consultation

Dear Mr. Chau and Ms. Khanna,

Thank you for your letter and email dated January 29, 2020 requesting information
related to potential resources in the City of Cerritos subject to Section 4(f) of the
Department of Transportation Act of 1966. In accordance with the correspondence, as
part of Metro's preparation of a draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental
Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project,
Metro is seeking the assistance of local municipalities to identify land protection under
Section 4(f). Pursuant to Metro's correspondence, Metro has identified Rosewood Park,
located at 17715 Eric Avenue, Cerritos, CA 90703, as a Section 4(f) resource within the
City of Cerritos ("subject property"). This email serves as follow up to Metro's request for
information related to the subject property, and to provide additional input related to
Metro's preparation of its EIS/EIR for the WSAB transit corridor project.

It should be noted that the subject property is not owned by the City of Cerritos,
and therefore Metro's request for information related to the subject property
should be handled directly by the property owner, the Artesia Cemetery District.

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

In regards to the WSAB line that traverses through the City of Cerritos, the City of
Cerritos continues to maintains its explicit opposition to both at-grade and above-grade
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Metro

January 29, 2020

Art Gallucci

City Manager

City of Cerritos

18125 S. Bloomfield Avenue
Cerritos, CA 90701

Subject: WSAB Project: Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation

Dear Mr. Gallucci:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is preparing a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit
Corridor Project. The FTA serves as the Federal lead agency under the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA). LACMTA is the local lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
The purpose of this letter is to conduct consultation with agencies of jurisdiction per Section 4(f) of
the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (as codified under 49 United States Code [USC] 303 and
with implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774).

Project Description

Metro is evaluating a new light rail transit (LRT) line that would connect southeast LA County to
downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and communities of downtown Los Angeles, unincorporated
Florence-Graham community of LA County, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate,
Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. Metro is evaluating four Build Alternatives.
Attachment 1 includes the current description of the WSAB Transit Corridor Project and project
alignment map. Additional information may be found at www.metro.net/wsab.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides protection of publicly
owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the
officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:
1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
reservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR§774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement
measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,





recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

Permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property is acquired outright for a transportation
project or a property interest that allows permanent access onto the property such as a permanent
easement for maintenance or other transportation-related purpose. The second form of use is
commonly referred to as temporary. A temporary use of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a
temporary occupancy of the property that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist
purpose of the Section 4(f) statute. A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does
not incorporate land from a Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe
that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected
activities, features, or attributes of the property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15][a]).

Identification of Section 4(f) Resources

LACMTA and FTA have identified the park below as being a publicly owned and publicly accessible
park near the WSAB Transit Corridor Project, as shown in Attachment 2. LACMTA is analyzing
potential use of this park or resource under Section 4(f).

The City of Cerritos Recreation Services Division has been identified as an agency with jurisdiction
over the resource. LACMTA and FTA are requesting the following information:

a) Confirm that your agency has jurisdiction over the resource and identify the official with
jurisdiction over the resource.

b) Whether your agency identifies the resource as a public park of national, state, or local
significance that is accessible to the public.

c) That the area shown on the attached figure accurately represents the area within your
jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility.

Park or resource Location
Rosewood Park 17715 Eric Ave.
Cerritos

At this time, LACMTA requires the information above to identify Section 4(f) resources for analysis of
the WSAB Transit Corridor Project. Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the
WSAB Transit Corridor Project potential effects to the park.

Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM@metro.net or (213) 922-3931.
Please respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis under the assumption that the
City of Cerritos Recreation Services Division is the agency with jurisdiction and that the resources are
significant public parks or recreational resources. LACMTA will continue to coordinate with your
agency through the environmental review process.



mailto:KhannaM@metro.net

mailto:Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov



Sincerely,

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attachments:
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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Overview

Metro is evaluating a new light rail transit (LRT) line that

will connect southeast LA County to downtown Los Angeles,
serving the cities and communities of downtown Los Angeles,
unincorporated Florence-Graham community of LA County,
Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate, Downey,
Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. The West Santa
Ana Branch Transit Corridor (WSAB) Project is a 19-mile
corridor undergoing an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS)/Environmental Impact Report (EIR) process to prepare
the corridor for LRT.

The project area is home to 1.2 million residents and is a

job center to approximately 584,000 employees. Projections
show the resident population increasing to 1.5 million

and jobs increasing to 670,000 by 2040. Population and
employment densities are five times higher than the LA County
average. This rail corridor is anticipated to serve commuters

in a high travel demand corridor by providing relief to the
limited transportation systems currently available to these
communities. In addition, the project is expected to provide a
direct connection to Metro's Green and Blue lines.

Goals

The main goals of the WSAB Project are to:

1. Provide mobility improvements

2. Support local and regional land-use plans and policies
3. Minimize environmental impacts

4. Ensure cost effectiveness and financial feasibility

5. Promote equity

Background

Previous studies analyzed opportunities for transit connections
in southeast LA County, including:

> Alternatives Analysis (AA) (2013) — Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG) assessed alternatives
to add a new connection along a 34-mile corridor from
Union Station in LA County to the City of Santa Ana in
Orange County, and recommended the LRT alignment as the
preferred transit mode and northern alignment alternatives
for further consideration.

> Technical Refinement Study (TRS) (2015) — Metro built
on the recommendations in the SCAG AA with a focus on
the LA County segment of the Pacific Electric Right-of-Way
(ROW) /WSAB project corridor. This study identified four
new northern alignment options, updated capital cost
and ridership forecasts, and analyzed specific challenges
identified in the SCAG AA within the LA County segment.
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> Northern Alignment Options Screening Report (2017) —
Metro analyzed six northern alignment options. Upon review,
the Metro Board of Directors approved carrying forward four
of the northern alignment options identified in the TRS for
environmental study and initiated the scoping process for
this project.

> In May 2018, the Metro Board selected two Northern
Alignment Alternatives — Alternative E: Alameda
Underground and Alternative G: Downtown Transit Core
Underground — to proceed into the Draft EIS/EIR.

In December 2018, the Metro Board updated the project
definition after receiving feedback through scoping and
other ongoing outreach efforts. Key updates to the project
definition include: aerial structure over the I-10 (Santa
Monica) Freeway; five new aerial grade separations; three
proposed stations removed from further study (Washington,
Vernon, 183rd/Gridley); removal of the optional Bloomfield
extension and station; and elimination of Alternative G2
(Pershing Square design option).

Initial Operating Segments (10S)

Metro is evaluating the following two Initial Operating
Segments (IOS) options as part of the EIS/EIR to accelerate
delivery of the project faster than assumed in the Measure M
Expenditure Plan:

> 10S 1 - I-105 (Century Freeway)/Green Line Station to
Pioneer Station

> |OS 2 - Slauson Station to Pioneer Station

These 10S options were developed based on physical
infrastructure limits and barriers, major origins/destinations,
market trends and high activity areas. Proposed stations
serving major activity areas and operational feasibility were also
considered. These options were identified for further evaluation
based on how they met the project’s five goals.

The EIS/EIR will study the entire project and the two 10S
options. If an 10S option is implemented, connectivity to
downtown LA could be accomplished via a transfer to existing
Metro lines.

Public-Private Partnerships (P3)

Metro is evaluating the feasibility and potential benefits

of delivering the WSAB Project through a Public-Private
Partnership (P3) program. P3s do not provide additional
funding but may enhance financial capacity to advance
construction in certain cases, along with other potential
benefits to the project. Metro is engaging with the P3 industry
to explore options to enhance financial capacity in order to
advance construction of the full corridor.
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Northern Alignment Alternatives Corridor Overview

Alternatives E and G are the two northern alignments currently > 19 miles
being studied as part of the Draft EIS/EIR with the following - 12 new stations

station termini options:
> Five new Park & Ride facilities

Alternative E: Alameda Underground

> Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) Forecourt
> LAUS east of the Metropolitan Water District (MWD) > Population and employment densities are five times
higher than LA County

> Study area: 98 square miles

Alternative G: Downtown Transit Core Underground
> At 8th St/Flower, with a pedestrian connection to
7th St/Metro Center





Environmental Planning Process

The WSAB Project's environmental process is well defined by
federal requirements stipulated in the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and state environmental requirements
stipulated in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
The flow chart below highlights the major milestones in the
environmental study phase.

Project Delivery and Coordination

The project is on schedule for environmental clearance and the
Draft EIS/EIR is expected to be released in December 2020.
The Metro Board is anticipated to select a Locally Preferred
Alternative in April 2021.

The WSAB Project involves a shared corridor of approximately
ten miles of freight-owned Right-of-Way (ROW) that runs along
the Wilmington and La Habra Branches (owned by Union
Pacific Railroad, UPRR) and the San Pedro Subdivision (owned
by the Ports of Los Angeles and Long Beach). Staff is actively
coordinating with UPRR and the Ports to obtain agreement on
design and ROW, which is needed to advance the project.

Funding

Per Measure M and Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan
(LRTP) financial forecast, as amended, the project has a

$4 billion (B) (2015%) allocation of funding (comprised
of Measure M and other local, state and federal sources).
Measure M funding becomes available in two cycles:

> FY 2028 - $1B
> FY 2041 - $3B

The current project cost is estimated to be $6.5-$6.6B (in
2018%), contingent upon further project design, coordination
with freight railroad and the Ports on ROW, and development of
First/Last Mile plans and costs.

Measure M indicates that an early project delivery may be made
possible with a P3 delivery method. A P3 with a comprehensive
delivery approach is being pursued as part of a strategy for
accelerating a significantly increased project scope by 2028.

Project Involvement

Metro is committed to a comprehensive outreach program

that provides project stakeholders with the necessary tools and
resources to be educated and informed, and provide valuable
input at key milestones. The Draft EIS/EIR is anticipated to be
circulated in December 2020 and will include public hearings in
early 2021 and an official public comment period.

Phases of Project Development

Updated Environmental Planning Process

STEP1 STEP 2 STEP 3 STEP 4

BOARD
AUTHORIZED
STUDY OF
ADDITIONAL
NORTHERN
ALIGNMENTS &
COMMUNITY
MEETINGS
MARCH 2018

BOARD SELECTS
ALTERNATIVES E
AND G TO BE
CARRIED INTO
DRAFT EIS[EIR
MAY 2018

INITIATE DRAFT
EIS/EIR —
SCOPING

MEETINGS
SPRING 2017

Draft EIS/EIR = Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report
FTA = Federal Transit Administration

LPA = Locally Preferred Alternative

ROD = Record of Decision

CONTACT US

a Meghna Khanna, Project Manager
Metro
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-7
Los Angeles, CA 90012

213.922.6262
wsab@metro.net
metro.net/wsab

@metrowsab

S08E &

metrowsab

UPDATED
SCOPING
MEETINGS FOR
NORTHERN
ALIGNMENT
ALTERNATIVES
JuLy 2018

. . . . . HERE . .
ONGOING PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

STEP S STEP 6 STEP 7

DRAFT EIS/EIR BOARD SELECTS
BOARD
APPROVES
UPDATED
PROJECT
DEFINITION
DECEMBER 2018

RELEASED L

INITIATE
AGENCY/PUBLIC EEE
REVIEW &
COMMENT
2020

BOARD CERITIFES
FINAL EIR

FTA ISSUES ROD
FOR FINAL EIS
2021

WE
ARE

20-0611 ©2019 LACMTA
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light-rail configurations that are currently proposed by Metro for deployment in the WSAB
corridor project segment located within the jurisdictional boundaries of the City. The City
of Cerritos remains steadfast and resolute in its support for the use of the below-grade
light rail alternative for use in Cerritos to effectively mitigate the unavoidable pedestrian,
safety, traffic, noise and privacy impacts generated by both at-grade and above-grade
configurations. As such, the City of Cerritos strongly advises that the below-grade
configuration be assessed as a viable alternative in the WSAB project EIR.

If you could please confirm receipt of this email and the information contained herein, it
would be appreciated. Should you have any additional questions, please do not hesitate
to contact me at (562) 916-1201.

Thank you,

Kristin Aguila

Advance Planning Manager
City of Cerritos

Dear Mr. Gallucdi,

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), in coordination with the Federal
Transit Administration (FTA), is preparing a Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact
Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor Project. The purpose of this letter is
to conduct consultation with agencies of jurisdiction per Section 4(f).

At this time, LACMTA requires the information to identify Section 4(f) resources for analysis of the WSAB
Transit Corridor Project. Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the WSAB Transit Corridor
Project potential effects to the park.

We will appreciate your input by February 12, 2020. Let us know if you have any questions about this
information request.

Thank you,

Eric Chau

LA Metro

Transportation Associate

Countywide Planning & Development

213.922.2311

metro.net | facebook.com/losangelesmetro | @metrolosangeles
Metro’s mission is to provide world-class transportation for all.



Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA goo12-2952 metro.net

Metro

January 29, 2020

William Rawlings

City Manager

City of Artesia

18747 Clarkdale Avenue
Artesia, CA 90701

Subject: WSAB Project: Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation

Dear Mr. Rawlings:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is preparing a Draft Environmental Impact Statement/
Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor
Project. The FTA serves as the Federal lead agency under the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA). LACMTA is the local lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The
purpose of this letter is to conduct consultation with agencies of jurisdiction per Section 4(f) of the
Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (as codified under 49 United States Code [USC] 303 and
with implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774).

Project Description

Metro is evaluating a new light rail transit (LRT) line that would connect southeast LA County to
downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and communities of downtown Los Angeles, unincorporated
Florence-Graham community of LA County, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate,
Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. Metro is evaluating four Build Alternatives.
Attachment 1 includes the current description of the WSAB Transit Corridor Project and project
alignment map. Additional information may be found at metro.net/wsab.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides protection of publicly
owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the
officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:
1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
reservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR{774.15.



Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement
measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,
recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimisimpact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

Permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property is acquired outright for a transportation
project or a property interest that allows permanent access onto the property such as a permanent
easement for maintenance or other transportation-related purpose. The second form of use is
commonly referred to as temporary. A temporary use of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a
temporary occupancy of the property that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist
purpose of the Section 4(f) statute. A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does
not incorporate land from a Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe
that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected
activities, features, or attributes of the property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15][a]).

Identification of Section 4(f) Resources

LACMTA and FTA have identified the park below as being a publicly owned and publicly accessible
park near the WSAB Transit Corridor Project, as shown in Attachment 2. LACMTA is analyzing
potential use of this park or resource under Section 4(f).

Park or resource Location

Artesia Park 1870 Clarkdale Ave, Artesia

The City of Artesia Parks and Recreation Department has been identified as an agency with jurisdiction
over the resource. LACMTA and FTA are requesting the following information:

a) Confirm that your agency has jurisdiction over the resource or otherwise identify the official
with jurisdiction over the resource.

b) Whether your agency identifies the resource as a public park of national, state, or local
significance that is accessible to the public.

c) That the area shown on the attached figure accurately represents the area within your
jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility.

At this time, LACMTA requires the information above to identify Section 4(f) resources for analysis of
the WSAB Transit Corridor Project. Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the
WSAB Transit Corridor Project potential effects to the park.

Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM @metro.net or (213) 922-3931. Please
respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis under the assumption that the
City of Artesia Parks and Recreation Department is the agency with jurisdiction and that the resource
is a significant public park or recreational resource. LACMTA will continue to coordinate with your
agency through the environmental review process.


mailto:KhannaM@metro.net
mailto:Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov

Sincerely,

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attachments:
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA goo12-2952 metro.net

Metro

January 29, 2020

Elaine Kunitake

Principal Engineer

Public Works Los Angeles County
P.O. Box 1460

Alhambra, CA 91802-1460

Subject: WSAB Project: Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation

Dear Miss Kunitake:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is preparing a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit
Corridor Project. The FTA serves as the Federal lead agency under the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA). LACMTA is the local lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
The purpose of this letter is to conduct consultation with agencies of jurisdiction per Section 4(f) of
the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (as codified under 49 United States Code [USC] 303 and
with implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774).

Project Description

Metro is evaluating a new light rail transit (LRT) line that would connect southeast LA County to
downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and communities of downtown Los Angeles, unincorporated
Florence-Graham community of LA County, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate,
Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. Metro is evaluating four Build Alternatives.
Attachment 1 includes the current description of the WSAB Transit Corridor Project and project
alignment map. Additional information may be found at www.metro.net/wsab.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides protection of publicly
owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the
officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:
1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
reservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR§774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement
measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,



recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

Permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property is acquired outright for a transportation
project or a property interest that allows permanent access onto the property such as a permanent
easement for maintenance or other transportation-related purpose. The second form of use is
commonly referred to as temporary. A temporary use of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a
temporary occupancy of the property that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist
purpose of the Section 4(f) statute. A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does
not incorporate land from a Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe
that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected
activities, features, or attributes of the property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15][a]).

Identification of Section 4(f) Resources

LACMTA and FTA have identified the parks or other resources below as publicly owned and publicly
accessible recreational trails being near the WSAB Transit Corridor Project, as shown in Attachment 2.
LACMTA is analyzing potential use of these resources under Section 4(f).

Park or resource Location

Los Angeles River Bike Path Along San Gabriel River, in the vicinity of the 710
Freeway south of Firestone Boulevard

Rio Hondo Bike Path Along Rio Hondo River, in the vicinity of
Imperial Highway

San Gabriel River Mid-Trail Along San Gabriel River, in the vicinity of the SR-
91Freeway

The Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation has been identified as an agency with
jurisdiction over the resources. LACMTA and FTA are requesting the following information:

a) Confirm that your agency has jurisdiction over the resource and identify the official with
jurisdiction over the resource.

b) Whether your agency identifies the resource as a public park of national, state, or local
significance that is accessible to the public.

c) That the area shown on the attached figure accurately represents the area within your
jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility.

LACMTA has identified a potential need for temporary closure or detour to these trails and requires
the information above to identify Section 4(f) resources for analysis of the WSAB Transit Corridor
Project. Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the WSAB Transit Corridor Project
potential effects to the trails.

Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM @metro.net or (213) 922-3931. Please
respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis under the assumption that the
Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation is the agency with jurisdiction and that the
resources are significant public parks or recreational resources. LACMTA will continue to coordinate
with your agency through the environmental review process, including coordination on any
requirements to maintain trail connectivity during construction.



Sincerely,

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attachments:
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
| DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

“To Enrich Lives Through Effective and Coring Service”

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803-1331
Mark Pestrella, Director Telephone: (626) 458-5100

http://dpw lacounty.gov ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:
P.0. BOX 1460
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802-1460

February 27, 2020

IN REPLY PLEASE

REFER TO FILE: TP P'3

Ms. Meghna Khanna
Senior Director, Countywide Planning and Development
Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza Mail Stop 99-22-7
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Khanna:

WEST SANTA ANA BRANCH TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL SECTION 4(F) CONSULTATION

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor
project (WSAB). Public Works (PW) has jurisdiction over the bike paths referenced by
the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) and Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) with the following affirmative responses:

* PW confirms it has jurisdiction over the listed resources and the official with
jurisdiction over the resources is Director Mark Pestrella; and

* The identified resources are of local significance accessible to the public; and

* The area shown on the enclosed letter from LACMTA dated January 29, 2020,
included figures which accurately represents PW's area of jurisdiction that function
as a recreational facility.

Please also note the following:

1. If the proposed activities lead to project(s) within the Los Angeles County Flood
Control District (LACFCD) right-of-way, the applicant shall consult with the
appropriate PW Watershed Manager responsible for the Districts project planning
regarding potential collaborative opportunities or to avoid potential conflicts. See
enclosed Watershed Planners map and contact (626) 458-4300 to be connected
to the proper staff.



Ms. Meghna Khanna
February 27, 2020
Page 2

2. PWiis currently developing the Rio Hondo Confluence Area project in the vicinity
of the WSAB's crossing of the Rio Hondo Channel and the Rio Hondo Bike Path.
Many other agencies and partners, such as the State, are also evaluating the
creation of new multiuse projects in this area. PW also understands that LACMTA
is considering a light rail station near the Rio Hondo's confluence with the
Los Angeles River. PW requests continued close coordination with LACMTA so
that all efforts in this area are developed in a unified manner. Contact the
Rio Hondo Channel and Lower Los Angeles River Watershed Manager at PW.

3. PW encourages LACMTA to monitor, consider, and/or coordinate with PW and the
Lower Los Angeles River Working Group where possible, if the planning and
design areas for the WSAB line overlap with any proposed improvement areas
identified by the Los Angeles County LA River Master Plan or the Lower
Los Angeles River Revitalization Plan. Contact the Lower Los Angeles River
Watershed Manager at Public Works.

4. LACMTA shall confer with the Department of Parks and Recreation as the WSAB
alignment intersects with the Department of Parks and Recreation's existing and
planned multiuse trails (i.e., the proposed Los Angeles River Trail extension,
Rio Hondo River Trail, and the San Gabriel River Trail) that are not identified in the
project or exhibits. See enclosure for locations. Please contact Ms. Michelle
O'Connor at moconner@parks.lacounty.gov.

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Elaine Kunitake, Transportation Planning
and Programs Division, at (626) 458-3922 or ekunitake@pw.lacounty.qov.

Very truly yours,

MARK PESTRELLA
Director of Public Works

{
' DAVID B. MACGREGOR
Assistant Deputy Director
Transportation Planning and Programs Division
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Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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United States Department of the Interior
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance
2800 Cottage Way, Rm E-1712
Sacramento, California, 95825

In Reply Refer To:
9043.1
21/0304

September 23, 2021
Meghna Khanna
Project Manager
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-7
Los Angeles, CA 90012
wsab@metro.net

Subject: Draft Environmental Assessment and Draft Section 4(f)
Evaluation for the West SantaAna Branch Transit Corridor Project

Dear Project Manager Khanna:

As required under Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, the United
States Department of the Interior, through the National Park Service, has reviewed a draft
Section 4(f) evaluation for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor project.

In a report dated July 30, 2021, the Federal Transit Administration of the U.S. Department of
Transportation and the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority evaluated
Section 4(f) properties affected by the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor project in Los
Angeles County, California: Los Angeles Union Station; the Barker Brothers Furniture Store; I-
105/Century Freeway- Transitway Historic District; 6000 Alameda Stree; 6101 Santa Fe
Avenue; Seventh Street Commercial Historic District; Paramount Park; and resources associated
with temporary occupancy. They concluded that the project would have a de minimis impact or
fell under the temporary use exception for these properties.

No Department of the Interior Bureaus have identified any concerns with the 4(f) evaluation and
the relevant National Park Service programs indicate no comments either. As such, the
Department of the Interior has no comments on this project.

If you have any questions regarding the review by the National Park Service please contact Doug
Wilson at doug_wilson@nps.gov. For all other questions, please contact me at
janet_whitlock@ios.doi.gov or at 415 420-0524.

Sincerely,

Digitally signed original on file
with Metro

Janet L. Whitlock
Regional Environmental Officer


mailto:doug_wilson@nps.gov
mailto:janet_whitlock@ios.doi.gov
Spurgeon
Text Box
Digitally signed original on file with Metro


cc:

Shawn Alam, DOI
David Louter, NPS
Nick Mitrovich, NPS
Roxanne Runkel, NPS
Doug Wilson, NPS
Danette Woo, NPS



Los Ange!es County ) ) One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952  metro.net

Metro

September 26, 2023

Janet Whitlock

Regional Environmental Officer

United States Department of the Interior, Office of the Secretary
2800 Cottage Way, Rm E-1712

Sacramento, CA 95825

Subject:  Updates to Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor
Project

Dear Ms. Whitlock:

As required under Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, the Los Angeles
County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
previously provided the U.S. Department of the Interior with a copy of the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation dated July 30,
2021, for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor (Project), a proposed new light rail transit (LRT)
line. Metro received the Department of the Interior’s September 23, 2021, comment letter, which
indicated that the agency and its bureaus had no comments on the Project. This letter provides an
update on the preliminary Section 4(f) determinations from the Draft EIS/EIR.

The July 2021 Draft EIS/EIR and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation included evaluation of a No Build
Alternative, four Build Alternatives, two design options, and two site options for a maintenance and
storage facility. In January 2022, the Metro Board of Directors selected the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) for the Project, which will extend LRT approximately 14.5 miles from the northern terminus in
the City of Los Angeles/Florence-Firestone community of Los Angeles County to the southern
terminus in the City of Artesia.

The LPA evaluated in the Final EIS/EIR is Alternative 3 from the Draft EIS/EIR with refinements to
address stakeholder coordination and comments on the Draft EIS/EIR. Design refinements relevant to
the Section 4(f) evaluation include replacing a previously proposed pedestrian undercrossing with a
pedestrian bridge at Paramount High School that will span the entire rail right-of-way and touch down
within Paramount Park.

The FTA has found that the LPA will have a de minimis impact on the activities, attributes, or features
that qualify the seven historic sites listed in Table 1 for protection under Section 4(f). Two of these
historic sites (Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District and 6101 Santa Fe Avenue) were previously
identified as having de minimis impacts in the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation. The three river channels
(LA River, Rio Hondo Channel, and San Gabriel River) were determined eligible for the National
Register of Historic Places in 2022 after circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR, and were included in the Area
of Potential Effects (APE) delineated for the Project prior to the Draft EIS/EIR. Two of these historic
sites (Huntington Park High School and Cudahy Substation) were identified after circulation of the
Draft EIS/EIR in portions of the APE expanded since the Draft EIS/EIR. As with the Draft Section 4(f)



Evaluation, the FTA has found that the Project will have a de minimis impact on one Section 4(f)
protected park, Paramount Park.

Table 1. De minimis Findings

Section 4(f) Property ‘ Finding
Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District de minimis impact
6101 Santa Fe Avenue, Huntington Park de minimis impact
Huntington Park High School/6020 Miles Avenue, Huntington Park de minimis impact
Cudahy Substation, Cudahy de minimis impact
LA River Channel, South Gate de minimis impact
Rio Hondo Channel, South Gate de minimis impact
San Gabriel River Channel, Cerritos de minimis impact
Paramount Park de minimis impact

The FTA also has determined that the temporary occupancy exception to Section 4(f) use will apply to
the four properties identified in Table 2 under the LPA. All of the properties except for Paramount Park
were previously identified in the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation as qualifying for the temporary
occupancy exception. Paramount Park was previously identified as having de minimis impacts only;
however, after further review, FTA determined that the construction impacts affecting a small portion
of Paramount Park qualified for application of the temporary occupancy exception.

Table 2. Findings of Temporary Occupancy Exception (No Use)

Section 4(f) Property ’ Finding
Paramount Park Temporary occupancy exception
Los Angeles River Bike Path Temporary occupancy exception
Rio Hondo Bike Path Temporary occupancy exception
San Gabriel River Mid-Trail Temporary occupancy exception

FTA has sought concurrence from the agencies with jurisdiction for the above-listed determinations.
The Project will have no use of other Section 4(f) properties. FTA has determined that the Project will
satisfy the requirements of Section 4(f) because the only impacts to Section 4(f) properties will be de
minimis or meet the requirements of the temporary occupancy exception.



If you have any questions about the updated Section 4(f) determinations, please contact Ms. Meghna
Khanna at KhannaM@metro.net or (213) 922-3931 or Ms. K.C. Kelly, FTA Environmental Protection
Specialist, at kathleen.kelly@dot.gov or (202) 366-9469.

Sincerely,

Megha khonna

Meghna Khanna, AICP

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012
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Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] LA Metro Updates to West Santa Ana Branch Section 4(f) Evaluation

From: Whitlock, Janet L <janet whitlock@ios.doi.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, December 20, 2023 6:02:32 PM

To: Lam, Brian <LamB@metro.net>

Cc: Sirova, Viktoriya A <viktoriya sirova@ios.doi.gov>

Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] LA Metro Updates to West Santa Ana Branch Section 4(f) Evaluation

Hi Brian,
| am letting DOI OEPC HQ know.
Thank you for forwarding.

Janet Whitlock

Regional Environmental Officer: CA, NV, AZ and Pacific Islands
Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance

US Department of the Interior

2800 Cottage Way, Room E-1712

Sacramento, CA 95825

(415) 420-0524 (cell)

From: Lam, Brian <LamB@metro.net>

Sent: Tuesday, December 5, 2023 2:40 PM

To: Whitlock, Janet L <janet whitlock@ios.doi.qov>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] LA Metro Updates to West Santa Ana Branch Section 4(f) Evaluation

This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening attachments, or responding.

Good afternoon Ms. Whitlock,

| just wanted to follow up on a letter which was mailed to you on September 26, 2023 regarding an update to the
Section 4(f) evaluation for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project. The letter is also attached for your
reference. At this time Metro is not expecting any DOI review and this letter is just as an FYI to the department on the
ongoing coordination and Section 4(f) determinations.

Please feel free to contact me via email (lamb@metro.net) or phone [(213) 922-3077]; or contact project manager
Meghna Khanna (KhannaM@metro.net).

Thank you,



Brian Lam

LA Metro

Manager, Transportation Planner

Countywide Planning & Development

213.922.3077

metro.net | facebook.com/losangelesmetro | @metrolosangeles
Metro’s mission is to provide world-class transportation for all.
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U.S. Department REGION X 90 7" Street 888 South Figueroa Street
of Transportation Arizona, California, Suite 15-300 Suite 440

. Hawaii, Nevada, Guam, San Francisco, CA 94103-6701 Los Angeles, CA 90017-5467
Federal Transit 415-734-9490 213-202-3950

American Samoa,

Administration Northern Mariana Islands

May 12, 2023

Ms. Julianne Polanco

State Historic Preservation Officer

Office of Historic Preservation

California Department of Parks and Recreation
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100

Sacramento, CA 95816

Attention: Ms. Natalie Lindquist, State Historian

Re: Revised APE and Eligibility Determinations for
West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor
Project (FTA_2018 1224 001)

Dear Ms. Polanco:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), in coordination with the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro), is continuing consultation with the California
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (36 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] 800) for the West Santa Ana Branch
(WSAB) Transit Corridor Project (Project). This letter requests your comments on revisions to
the Area of Potential Effects (APE), as well as concurrence on the determinations of eligibility
pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4. The APE map with highlighted revisions is included in Enclosure A.
An updated version of the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Cultural Resources
Survey Report—Rev 2 (Survey Report—Rev 2) is included as Enclosure B.

Background

The Project is a proposed light rail transit line that would extend through Southeast Los Angeles
County. The WSAB Transit Corridor Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental
Impact Report (EIS/EIR) studied four Build Alternatives: Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4. The Draft
EIS/EIR was released in July 2021, and the public comment period ended on September 28, 2021.
On January 27, 2022, the Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 3 as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA).

Alternatives 1 and 2 from the Draft EIS/EIR differed in the Project’s northern section but shared
a common alignment from the Arts/Industrial District Station to the southern terminus at the
proposed Pioneer Station in the City of Artesia. Both Alternatives 1 and 2 would total
approximately 19.3 miles in length. Alternative 3 extends 14.8 miles and would begin at the
Slauson/A Line Station, following along the same alignment as Alternatives 1 and 2 to the
southern terminus at the proposed Pioneer Station. Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would include
elevated crossings of the Los Angeles (LA) River and the Rio Hondo Channel.



Alternative 4 would extend 6.6 miles, beginning at the 1-105/C Line Station and terminating at
the proposed Pioneer Station. All four alternatives from the Draft EIS/EIR include the following
components: station configurations, parking facilities, elevated crossing of the San Gabriel River,
street crossings (at-grade, freeway, elevated street, and elevated rail), traction power substations,
and a maintenance and storage facility.

On December 21, 2018, FTA initiated Section 106 consultation with your office regarding the APE
and the proposed approach to the survey, identification, and evaluation of cultural resources. In a
letter dated January 18, 2019, the SHPO responded with comments on the APE and proposed a
built environment screening methodology. In a letter dated April 26, 2019, FTA provided
additional information to address SHPO’s questions. In a letter dated May 29, 2019, SHPO
indicated that there were no further comments on the APE and concurred with the proposed
screening methodology. In a letter dated March 30, 2020, FTA requested comments on the revised
APE and concurrence on the determinations of the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
eligibility for 36 architectural properties, the assumed NRHP eligibility of 7 archaeological sites,
and the NRHP ineligibility of 400 properties. The FTA did not receive a response from SHPO.

Revisions to the Area of Potential Effects

The APE was delineated to consider potential direct and indirect effects, including potential
noise, vibration, and/or visual effects to historic properties. The APE is described as being
composed of two components, a “direct APE” and an ““architectural APE.”

For considerations of direct APE, the APE includes areas of direct effects and ground
disturbance, such as the alignment right-of-way (ROW), stations, laydown yards, maintenance
facility, and parking lots, in addition to streets or parcels directly above proposed tunnel areas.
The APE extends from the existing ground surface to approximately 90 feet above the existing
ground surface and approximately 115 feet below the existing ground surface. The “architectural
APE” was delineated in consideration of areas where built environment resources may be subject
to potential direct and indirect effects and generally includes a one parcel buffer (except where
the alignment is at-grade and project work is limited within the existing ROW) and the width of
a highway in areas where construction activities cross highways. Following concurrence on the
APE delineation in May 2019, project modifications resulted in expansion of the APE. In these
instances, the APE was expanded in accordance with the SHPO-approved methodology outlined
above and were reflected in the Survey Report—Rev 1 attached to the above-referenced March
30, 2020, letter to your office.

Since 2022, the APE was expanded, subsequent to circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR, to account
for design modifications, traffic mitigation measures, and temporary construction easements.
Several parcels where these modifications are proposed were originally included in the
architectural APE but are now included in the direct APE to account for direct impacts from
ground disturbance. In areas where small-scale, low-lying modifications consistent with the
existing urban environment are proposed on parcels adjacent to road ROWSs (for example, curb
construction and sidewalk realignment) or where acquisitions may be needed to facilitate such
modifications, the direct APE was expanded to encompass the construction footprint associated
with those changes. In these locations, the architectural APE was limited to the parcel on which
such improvements are proposed because the associated potential effects would be minor,
visually unobtrusive, and would cause little change to the existing setting in a highly developed
area.



Additionally, portions of the direct APE coincide with existing roadway ROW. In these
locations, the direct APE considers ground disturbance associated with construction of roadway
modifications, for example changes to lane geometry or addition of traffic signals or at-grade
crossing equipment. The methodology employed in expanding the APE in these areas assumes
that in these locations, the direct APE extends up to 10 feet on adjacent parcels to account for
potential ground disturbance associated with driveway regrading and curb and/or sidewalk
reconstruction. The modifications proposed in these areas are consistent with existing conditions
and their introduction does not have the potential to affect adjacent parcels as a whole; therefore,
the architectural APE coincides with the direct APE in these areas.

Updates to the Survey Report
In the revised APE, 29 previously unrecorded properties, including three recommended as
eligible for the NRHP and 26 recommended as ineligible for the NRHP, are as identified below.

Recommended Eligible for Listing in the NRHP

o Map Reference Number (MRN) 15-032/Cudahy Substation
e MRN 9-034/ L & F Machine Company-2110 Belgrave Avenue
e« MRN 10-021/Huntington Park High School-6020 Miles Avenue

Recommended Ineligible for Listing in the NRHP

1. MRN 9-035/5925 South Alameda 13. MRN 13-007/3382 East Gage Avenue
Street 14. MRN 13-008/3376 East Gage Avenue

2. MRN 10-018/ 2629 Clarendon Avenue 15. MRN 13-009/3372 East Gage Avenue

3. MRN 10-019/2672-2680 Randolph 16. MRN 13-010/3418 Bell Avenue
Street 17. MRN 13-011/3412 Bell Avenue

4. MRN 10-020/2569 Clarendon Avenue 18. MRN 13-012/3410 Bell Avenue

5. MRN 10-022/2205 Randolph Street 19. MRN 15-031/7810 Otis Avenue

6. MRN 10-023/2468 Randolph Street 20. MRN15-033/4620 Ardine Street

7. MRN 10-024/6101 Malabar Street 21. MRN 19-014/11518 Center Street

8. MRN 10-025/2502 Randolph Street 22. MRN 21-028/12305 Industrial Avenue

9. MRN 10-026/2512 Randolph Street 23. MRN 26-023/9135 Somerset Boulevard

10. MRN 10-027/2518 Randolph Street 24. MRN 27-001/9438 Alondra Boulevard

11. MRN 10-028/2664 Randolph Street 25. MRN 32-022/11609 186" Street

12. MRN 11-021/3383 East Gage Avenue 26. MRN 32-023/11601 186" Street

Following identification of the LPA (Alternative 3) in January 2022, the construction completion
date for the Project was updated from 2028 to 2034. As a result, built environment resources
constructed between 1979 and 1989 (50 years from the revised project completion date plus a 5-
year buffer) in the APE corresponding to Alternative 3 were surveyed, photographed, and
researched to determine if they possess an association with a developed historical context. No
additional historic properties eligible for the NRHP in the APE were identified. A table
depicting a photograph of each parcel is included in Appendix K of the Survey Report—Rev 2.



The Project would cross the following river channels and are evaluated in the Survey Report—
Rev 2:

e« MRN 17-002/2,400 feet of the Los Angeles River Channel between Southern Avenue
and the Interstate 710 crossing in South Gate

e MRN 18-017/2,900 feet of the Rio Hondo Channel between the Los Angeles River
Channel and the Garfield Avenue Crossing in South Gate

e« MRN 29-025/1,220 feet of the San Gabriel River Channel between State Route 91 and
Avrtesia Boulevard in Cerritos

These river channels have been determined NRHP-eligible by the United States Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE) and received SHPO concurrence in 2022; therefore, they are considered
historic properties for the purposes of Section 106. This FTA consultation includes support for
USACE permits for this Project related to these river crossings.

Additional research was conducted for archaeological site (P-19-002849/CA-LAN-002849H),
which was identified during construction of the Alameda Corridor Project. The Trail to Rails:
Transformation of A Landscape-History and Historical Archaeology of the Alameda Corridor—
Volumel of Treatment of Historic Properties Discovered During the Alameda Corridor Project
(Livingstone 2006) documents the discovery of P-19-002849/CA-LAN-002849H during the
construction of the Alameda Corridor Project. The report states that it was removed in its
entirety during construction of the Alameda Corridor Project. Given that P-19-002849/CA-
LAN-002849H was removed as part of a previous project, it no longer exists within the APE.

Request for Comments/Concurrence

Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4, the FTA requests comments on the revised APE and concurrence on
the determination of NRHP eligibility ofMRN 15-032-Cudahy Substation, MRN 9-034-L & F
Machine Company/2110 Belgrave Avenue, and MRN 10-021-Huntington Park High
School/6020 Miles Avenue and the determination of NRHP ineligibility of 26 properties above.

The FTA will assess effects on historic properties and continue consultation with your office on
potential effects following completion of the Cultural Resources Effects Report.

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Mary Nguyen, Environmental Protection
Specialist, at (213) 202-3960, or by email at mary.nguyen@dot.gov.

Sincerely,

Ray Tellis
Regional Administrator

Enclosures

Enclosure A: Revised Area of Potential Effects Map

Enclosure B: West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Final Cultural Resources Survey
Report — Rev 2 (April 2023)
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State of California « Natural Resources Agency Gavin Newsom, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Armando Quintero, Director
OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Julianne Polanco, State Historic Preservation Officer

1725 23rd Street, Suite 100, Sacramento, CA 95816-7100
Telephone: (916) 445-7000 FAX: (916) 445-7053
calshpo.ohp@parks.ca.gov www.ohp.parks.ca.gov

June 29, 2023
VIA EMAIL In reply refer to: FTA_2018_1224_001

Mr. Ray Tellis, Regional Administrator
Federal Transit Administration
888 South Figueroa Street, Suite 440
Los Angeles, CA 90017-5467

RE: Supplemental Section 106 Consultation for the Proposed West Santa Ana Branch Transit
Corridor, Los Angeles County, CA

Dear Ms. Lorenzo:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA). in coordination with Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority, is continuing consultation under Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (36 CFR 800) for above project. As part of the
submitted documentation the FTA provided a Cultural Resources Survey Report — Rev 2 for
the project area.

The Project is a proposed light rail transit line that would extend through Southeast Los
Angeles County.

On December 21, 2018, FTA initiated Section 106 consultation with the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the area of potential effect (APE) and the proposed
approach to the survey, identification, and evaluation of cultural resources. In a letter dated
January 18, 2019, the SHPO responded with comments on the APE and proposed a built
environment screening methodology. In a letter dated April 26, 2019, FTA provided additional
information to address SHPO's questions. In a letter dated May 29, 2019, SHPO indicated that
there were no further comments on the APE and concurred with the proposed screening
methodology. In a letter dated March 30, 2020, FTA requested comments on the revised APE
and concurrence on the determinations of the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
eligibility for 36 architectural properties, the assumed NRHP eligibility of 7 archaeological sites,
and the NRHP ineligibility of 400 properties. The FTA did not receive a response from SHPO.

Since 2022, the APE was expanded to account for design modifications, traffic mitigation
measures, and temporary construction easements. Several parcels where these modifications
are proposed were originally included in the architectural APE but are now included in the
direct APE to account for direct impacts from ground disturbance. In areas where small-scale,
low-lying modifications consistent with the existing urban environment are proposed on parcels
adjacent to road ROWs (for example, curb construction and sidewalk realignment) or where
acquisitions may be needed to facilitate such modifications, the direct APE was expanded to
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encompass the construction footprint associated with those changes. In these locations, the
architectural APE was limited to the parcel on which such improvements are proposed
because the associated potential effects would be minor, visually unobtrusive, and would
cause little change to the existing setting in a highly developed area.

Additionally, portions of the direct APE coincide with existing roadway ROW. In these
locations, the direct APE considers ground disturbance associated with construction of
roadway modifications, for example changes to lane geometry or addition of traffic signals or
at-grade crossing equipment. The methodology employed in expanding the APE in these
areas assumes that in these locations, the direct APE extends up to 10 feet on adjacent
parcels to account for potential ground disturbance associated with driveway regrading and
curb and/or sidewalk reconstruction. The modifications proposed in these areas are consistent
with existing conditions and their introduction does not have the potential to affect adjacent
parcels as a whole; therefore, the architectural APE coincides with the direct APE in these
areas.

Pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.5, the FTA has determined that the following properties are
eligible for the NRHP for the following reasons:

e Cudahy Substation, 7950 Salt Lake Avenue, Cudahy — eligible under Criterion C as an
intact example of a Southern California Edison substation building built within the scope of
the company’s programmatic architecture program. The period of significance is 1928.

e L & F Machine Company, 2110 Belgrave Avenue, Huntington Park — eligible under
Criterion A for its role in producing essential, large-scale astronomical equipment,
particularly during the astronomy boom of the 1950-60s. The period of significance is 1946-
1989.

e Huntington Park High School, 6020 Miles Avenue, Huntington Park — eligible under
Criterion C as a representative example of the Public Works Administration Moderne style
of architecture. The buildings are also good examples of the work of architect George M.
Lindsey. The period of significance is 1934-1939.

The FTA has also determined that the following properties are not eligible for the NRHP:

5925 South Alameda Street, Huntington Park
2629 Clarendon Avenue, Huntington Park
2672-2680 Randolph Street, Huntington Park
2569 Clarendon Avenue, Huntington Park
2205 Randolph Street, Huntington Park
2468 Randolph Street, Huntington Park

6101 Malabar Street, Huntington Park

2502 Randolph Street, Huntington Park
2512 Randolph Street, Huntington Park
2518 Randolph Street, Huntington Park
6049 Rugby Avenue, Huntington Park
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2664 Randolph Street, Huntington Park
3383 East Gage Avenue, Huntington Park
3382 East Gage Avenue/6411 Salt Lake Avenue, Huntington Park
3376 East Gage Avenue, Huntington Park
3372 East Gage Avenue, Huntington Park
3418 Bell Avenue, Bell

3412 Bell Avenue, Bell

3410 Bell Avenue, Bell

7810 Otis Avenue, Cudahy

4620 Ardine Street, Cudahy

11518 Center Street, South Gate

12305 Industrial Avenue, South Gate
9135 Somerset Boulevard, Bellflower
9438 Alondra Boulevard, Bellflower
11609 186" Street, Artesia

11601 186" Street, Artesia

Based on review of the submitted materials, | have the following comments:

e | find the FTA’s documentation and delineation of the APE to be sufficient.
e | concur with the above determinations of eligibility.

If you require further information, please contact Natalie Lindquist at
Natalie.Lindquist@parks.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Julianne Polanco
State Historic Preservation Officer
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September 13, 2023

Mark Pestrella

Director of Public Works

County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works
P.O. Box 1460

Alhambra, CA 98102-1460

Subject: Request for Concurrence on Section 4(f) Determination for the West Santa Ana Branch
Transit Corridor Project

Dear Mr. Pestrella:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is conducting consultation under Section 4(f) of the U.S.
Department of Transportation Act (as codified under 49 United States Code (USC) 303 and with
implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774) for the West Santa
Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor (Project).

The Project will cross portions of the Los Angeles River Bike Path, Rio Hondo Bike Path, and the San
Gabriel River Mid-Trail, which are Section 4(f) recreational resources. The County of Los Angeles
Department of Public Works (LADPW) has been identified as the agency with jurisdiction for these
facilities, and, as director, you have been identified as the official with jurisdiction over them. Per 23
CFR 774.13(d), this letter requests the LADPW'’s written concurrence with the Section 4(f)
determination of temporary occupancy for the Los Angeles River Bike Path, Rio Hondo Bike Path, and
the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail.

Project Description

The Project is a proposed new light rail transit (LRT) line. In January 2022, the Metro Board of
Directors approved the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA), which will extend approximately 14.5 miles
from the northern terminus in the City of Los Angeles/Florence-Firestone community of Los Angeles
(LA) County to the southern terminus in the City of Artesia.

The July 2021 Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) and
corresponding technical studies included evaluation of a No Build Alternative, four Build Alternatives,
two design options, and two site options for a maintenance and storage facility (MSF):

e Alternative 1: Los Angeles Union Station to Pioneer Station; the northern terminus would be
located underground at Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) Forecourt
0 Design Option 1: Locate the northern terminus station box at the LAUS Metropolitan
Water District (MWD) east of LAUS and the MWD building, below the baggage area
parking facility
0 Design Option 2: Addition of Little Tokyo Station
e Alternative 2: 7th St/Metro Center to Pioneer Station; the northern terminus would be located
underground at 8th Street between Figueroa Street and Flower Street near the 7th
Street/Metro Center Station



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

e Alternative 4: 1-105/C Line (Green) to Pioneer Station; the northern terminus would be located
at I-105 in the City of South Gate, connecting to the C (Green) Line along the 1-105

e Paramount MSF site option

e Bellflower MSF site option

The LPA evaluated for the Final EIS/EIR is Alternative 3 from the Draft EIS/EIR with refinements to
address stakeholder coordination and comments on the Draft EIS/EIR. These design refinements do
not change the Section 4(f) analysis described for these bike paths/trails in the Draft EIS/EIR. The LRT
alignment under the LPA will cross over portions of the Los Angeles River Bike Path, Rio Hondo Bike
Path, and San Gabriel River Mid-Trail in the existing freight rail right-of-way, as shown in Attachment 1,
Figures 1 and 2.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (as codified under 49 USC 303 and
with implementing regulations under 23 CFR Part 774) provides protection of publicly owned land of a
public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local significance, or
land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the officials having
jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:

1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
preservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR(774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement
measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,
recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

The first form of use, permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property, occurs when the
property is acquired outright for a transportation project or a property interest that allows permanent
access onto the property, such as a permanent easement for maintenance or other transportation-
related purpose.

The second form of use is commonly referred to as temporary use or temporary occupancy. A
temporary use of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a temporary occupancy of the property
that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist purpose of the Section 4(f) statute. Examples
of temporary occupancy of Section 4(f) land include right-of-entry, project construction, a temporary
easement, or other short-term arrangement. 23 CFR 774.13(d) outlines conditions under which
temporary occupancies of land are so minimal as to not constitute a use within the meaning of



Section 4(f). This is also referred to as a temporary occupancy exception. A temporary occupancy will
not constitute a Section 4(f) use when all of the conditions listed in 23 CFR 774.13(d) are satisfied:

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

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

3) There are no anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, nor will there be interference
with the protected activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or
permanent basis;

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

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

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a Section
4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected activities, features,
or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are substantially impaired.
Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected activities, features, or attributes of the
property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15[a]).

Description of Section 4(f) Protected Resources

As discussed in the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Draft EIS/EIR for the Project, the resources
listed in Table 1 were identified as Section 4(f) resources, which are publicly owned and accessible
recreational resources under LADPW jurisdiction.

Table 1. Section 4(f)-Protected Recreational Trails under County of Los Angeles Department of Public
Works Jurisdiction

Park or resource Location

Los Angeles River Bike Along Los Angeles River, in the vicinity of the 710

Path/Trail Freeway south of Firestone Boulevard

Rio Hondo Bike Path/Trail Along Rio Hondo Channel, in the vicinity of Imperial
Highway

San Gabriel River Mid-Trail Along San Gabriel River, in the vicinity of the SR-91
Freeway

The Los Angeles River Bike Path is a Class | bike path and is the LA River’s longest contiguous
bikeway, extending approximately 17 miles from the railyards in the City of Vernon to the Shoreline
Pedestrian Bike path in the City of Long Beach. The LA River Bike Path runs on the east side of the
river channel in the City of Long Beach and crosses the LA River on a roadway bridge. Once it
intersects Imperial Highway, the bike path continues north along the west side of the LA River to the
City of Vernon. The bike path on the east side continues under the bridge to the confluence of the Rio
Hondo River and LA River in the City of South Gate, which becomes the Rio Hondo Bike Path. The Rio



Hondo Bike Path continues to downtown Long Beach and ends by the Pacific Ocean. The LA River
Bike Path will cross under the LPA (see Attachment 1, Figure 1).

The Rio Hondo Bike Path is a Class | bike path (separated right-of-way for the exclusive use of bicycles
and pedestrians) paralleling Rio Hondo Channel through the San Gabriel Valley in eastern LA County.
The bike path extends approximately 17 miles from the Peck Road Water Conservation Park in the
southern Monrovia area to the LA River in the City of South Gate. The bike path heads southbound
through the Whittier Narrows Recreation Area and continues south until it joins the LA River Bike Path
at the confluence of the Rio Hondo and Los Angeles River. The Rio Hondo Bike Path will cross under
the LPA as the alignment crosses the Rio Hondo Channel (see Attachment 1, Figure 1).

The San Gabriel River Mid-Trail is approximately 35 miles long and follows the San Gabriel River
between Azusa and Seal Beach. The trail will cross under the LPA as the alignment will cross over the
San Gabriel River (see Attachment 1, Figure 2).

Section 4(f) Evaluation

The Draft EIS/EIR and Section 4(f) Evaluation identified that the Project would result in a temporary
occupancy of portions of the Los Angeles River Bike Path, Rio Hondo Bike Path, and San Gabriel River
Mid-Trail properties. As described above, Alternative 3 was selected as the LPA after the Draft EIS/EIR
and was refined. However, the evaluation summarized in this letter is consistent with the Draft Section
4(f) Evaluation in the Draft EIS/EIR because the design refinements will not change the effects to the
bike paths/trails listed in Table 1, and the impacts to these resources previously described for
Alternative 3 are the same as for the LPA.

The LPA will not require acquisition of land within the boundaries of any of these trails; therefore, no
Section 4(f) property will be permanently incorporated into the Project.

The LPA will require temporary easements during construction to safely construct the light rail
guideway above the three paths. The FTA has made the determination of a temporary occupancy
exception of the Los Angeles River Bike Path, Rio Hondo Bike Path, and San Gabriel River Mid-Trail
properties since the conditions under 23 CFR 774.13(d) for a temporary occupancy have been met as
follows:

Duration is temporary

The trails will be closed, and a detour will be provided only for the period of time needed to install
and remove falsework above the trails. The specific duration of the closures and detours will be
determined by the construction contractor, but is expected to be less than one month for each
trail, which will be less than the total duration of construction for the Project. Detours will be
provided as outlined in Mitigation Measure TRA-20 Transportation Management Plan(s), and
communicated to trail users per Mitigation Measure COM-1 Construction Outreach Plan of the
Draft EIS/EIR.

Scope of work is minor

Construction of the LRT crossings over the trails will constitute a very small (less than 1 percent)
portion of the Project and will temporarily affect a similarly small portion (about 2 to 3 percent) of
the entire trail lengths, depending on the trail. There will be no temporary or permanent physical
modifications to the trails. The only work that will affect the trails is construction of the LRT
guideway above the trails, which will require temporary detours as noted above.



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

Once the guideway is constructed, regular recreational use of the trails can occur and will not be
affected by the guideway. During construction, detours will be provided as outlined in Mitigation
Measure TRA-20 Transportation Management Plan(s), and communicated to trail users per COM-
1 to maintain the Section 4(f)-protected recreational activities.

The land being used will be fully restored

No damage to the trails is expected, and any impacts, such as damaged pavement, will be fully
restored.

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

The purpose of this letter is to confirm that the County of Los Angeles Department of Public
Works agrees with the assessment of temporary occupancy.

The FTA and Metro also evaluated the potential for a constructive use. No constructive use of the
properties (noise level increase, impairment of aesthetic features, restricted access, vibration impacts,
or ecological intrusion) will occur by the LPA as defined in 23 CFR 774.15 because there would be no
substantial impairment to recreational non-motorized use of the trail as documented in Section
5.4.2.2 of the Draft EIS/EIR.

Previous Consultation

Consistent with 23 CFR 774.5(b) and as part of the preparation of the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for
the Draft EIS/EIR for the Project, Metro previously consulted with the LADPW through a letter dated
January 29, 2020. The letter identified the potential need for temporary closures of, and the provision
for detours to, the three recreational resources listed in Table 1 during construction of the Project.

In a response letter dated February 27, 2020, the LADPW confirmed the local recreational significance
of the bike paths and the department’s status as the official with jurisdiction. The LADPW also
identified the County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) as an interested
agency regarding the Los Angeles River, Rio Hondo, and San Gabriel River multi-use trails. Metro is
separately coordinating with the DPR regarding the bike paths and trail. In July 2021, the FTA and
Metro published the Draft EIS/EIR, including the Section 4(f) Evaluation, for public review for 45 days,
which was then extended to a 60-day public review period through September 28, 2021, to provide
additional time for the public to respond. The Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation included a preliminary
determination by FTA that there would be a Section 4(f) temporary occupancy exception of the Los
Angeles River Bike Path, Rio Hondo Bike Path, and the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail property for the
WSAB Project.

No public or agency comments related to the bike paths and trail or the associated preliminary Section
4(f) determinations were received during the 60-day Draft EIS/EIR comment period, which ran from
July 30 to September 28, 2021.

Request for Concurrence with the Section 4(f) Determination
Per 23 CFR 774.5(b), the FTA and Metro are seeking written concurrence with the following Section
4(f) determination, which is consistent with evaluation in the Draft EIS/EIR:

Temporary occupancy exception of the Los Angeles River Bike Path



Temporary occupancy exception of the Rio Hondo Bike Path

Temporary occupancy exception of the San Gabriel River Mid-Trail

In the signature box below, please sign to acknowledge that the DPR, which has jurisdiction over the
three above-listed recreational trails, concurs with findings of temporary occupancy. Please return the
concurrence to Ms. Meghna Khanna at the address listed below, or send a copy by email to
KhannaM @ metro.net.

The coordination requirements in 23 CFR 774.5 must be completed before the FTA may make Section
4(f) approvals under this section. Per 23 CFR 774.5(a), comments or concurrence are requested within
45 days from the receipt of this letter. If comments are not received within 15 days after the comment
deadline, the FTA may assume a lack of objection and proceed with the action.

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Meghna Khanna at (213) 922-3931 or Ms. Mary Nguyen,
FTA Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960.

Sincerely,

Meghno khanna

Meghna Khanna, AICP

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012



The County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works, as the Official with Jurisdiction for the Los
Angeles River Bike Path, Rio Hondo Bike Path, and San Gabriel River Mid-Trail, concurs that the West
Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project will have a temporary occupancy exception of the three
recreational trails, as defined in 23 CFR 774.13.

Mark Pestrella Date
Director of Public Works
County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works

CC: Michelle O'Connor, County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation

Attachment:
Attachment 1

e Figure 1: Los Angeles River and Rio Hondo Bike Path Crossings with Locally Preferred
Alternative

e Figure 2: San Gabriel River Mid-Trail Crossing with Locally Preferred Alternative



Attachment 1
Figure 1: Los Angeles River and Rio Hondo Bike Path Crossings with Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA)
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Figure 2: San Gabriel River Mid-Trail Crossing with Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA)
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September 13, 2023

Michelle O’Connor

Section Head, Trails Planning

County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation
Planning and Development Agency

510 South Vermont Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 90020

Subject:  Section 4(f) Determination for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project
Dear Ms. O’Connor:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is conducting consultation under Section 4(f) of the U.S.
Department of Transportation Act (as codified under 49 United States Code (USC) 303 and with
implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774) for the West Santa
Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor (Project).

The WSAB Project will cross the Los Angeles River, Rio Hondo, and the San Gabriel River bike
paths/multi-use trails. The County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works (LADPW) has been
identified as the agency with jurisdiction for these facilities. Per 23 CFR 774.13(d), Metro and FTA have
requested concurrence from LADPW with the Section 4(f) determination of temporary occupancy for
these bike paths/multi-use trails.

During the Section 4(f) consultation, LADPW identified the County of Los Angeles Department of
Parks and Recreation (DPR) as an agency with an interest in the development and management of
these facilities. The purpose of this letter is to inform the DPR of the final Section 4(f) determinations
for the Section 4(f) resources under county jurisdiction that will be affected by the Project.

Project Description

The Project is a proposed new light rail transit (LRT) line. In January 2022, the Metro Board of
Directors approved the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA), which will extend approximately 14.5 miles
from the northern terminus in the City of Los Angeles/Florence-Firestone community of Los Angeles
(LA) County to the southern terminus in the City of Artesia.

The July 2021 Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) and
corresponding technical studies included evaluation of a No Build Alternative, four Build Alternatives,
two design options, and two site options for a maintenance and storage facility (MSF):

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

0 Design Option 1: Locate the northern terminus station box at the LAUS Metropolitan
Water District (MWD) east of LAUS and the MWD building, below the baggage area
parking facility



0 Design Option 2: Addition of Little Tokyo Station

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

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

e Alternative 4: 1-105/C Line (Green) to Pioneer Station; the northern terminus would be located
at I-105 in the City of South Gate, connecting to the C (Green) Line along the 1-105

e Paramount MSF site option

o Bellflower MSF site option

The LPA evaluated for the Final EIS/EIR is Alternative 3 from the Draft EIS/EIR with refinements to
address stakeholder coordination and comments on the Draft EIS/EIR. These design refinements do
not change the Section 4(f) analysis described for these bike paths/trails in the Draft EIS/EIR. The LRT
alignment under the LPA will cross over portions of the Los Angeles River Bike Path, Rio Hondo Bike
Path, and San Gabriel River Mid-Trail in the existing freight rail right-of-way, as shown in Attachment 1,
Figures 1 and 2.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (as codified under 49 USC 303 and
with implementing regulations under 23 CFR Part 774) provides protection of publicly owned land of a
public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl| refuge of national, state, or local significance, or
land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the officials having
jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:

1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
preservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR{774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement
measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,
recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

The first form of use, permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property, occurs when the
property is acquired outright for a transportation project or a property interest that allows permanent
access onto the property, such as a permanent easement for maintenance or other transportation-
related purpose.



The second form of use is commonly referred to as temporary use or temporary occupancy. A
temporary use of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a temporary occupancy of the property
that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist purpose of the Section 4(f) statute. Examples
of temporary occupancy of Section 4(f) land include right-of-entry, project construction, a temporary
easement, or other short-term arrangement. 23 CFR 774.13(d) outlines conditions under which
temporary occupancies of land are so minimal as to not constitute a use within the meaning of
Section 4(f). This is also referred to as a temporary occupancy exception. A temporary occupancy will
not constitute a Section 4(f) use when all of the conditions listed in 23 CFR 774.13(d) are satisfied:

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

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

3) There are no anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, nor will there be interference
with the protected activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a temporary or
permanent basis;

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

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

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a Section
4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected activities, features,
or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are substantially impaired.
Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected activities, features, or attributes of the
property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15][a]).

Description of Section 4(f) Protected Resources

As discussed in the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Draft EIS/EIR for the Project, the resources
listed in Table 1 were identified as Section 4(f) resources, which are publicly owned and accessible
recreational resources under LADPW jurisdiction.

Table 1. Section 4(f)-Protected Recreational Trails under County of Los Angeles Department of Public
Works Jurisdiction

Park or resource Location

Los Angeles River Bike Path/Trail [Along Los Angeles River, in the vicinity of the 710 Freeway south
of Firestone Boulevard

Rio Hondo Bike Path/Trail Along Rio Hondo Channel, in the vicinity of Imperial Highway

San Gabriel River Mid-Trail Along San Gabriel River, in the vicinity of the SR-91 Freeway

The Los Angeles River Bike Path is a Class | bike path and is the LA River’s longest contiguous
bikeway, extending approximately 17 miles from the railyards in the City of Vernon to the Shoreline
Pedestrian Bike path in the City of Long Beach. The LA River Bike Path runs on the east side of the
river channel in the City of Long Beach and crosses the LA River on a roadway bridge. Once it



intersects Imperial Highway, the bike path continues north along the west side of the LA River to the
City of Vernon. The bike path on the east side continues under the bridge to the confluence of the Rio
Hondo River and LA River in the City of South Gate, which becomes the Rio Hondo Bike Path. The Rio
Hondo Bike Path continues to downtown Long Beach and ends by the Pacific Ocean. The LA River
Bike Path will cross under the LPA (see Attachment 1, Figure 1).

The Rio Hondo Bike Path is a Class | bike path (separated right-of-way for the exclusive use of bicycles
and pedestrians) paralleling Rio Hondo Channel through the San Gabriel Valley in eastern LA County.
The bike path extends approximately 17 miles from the Peck Road Water Conservation Park in the
southern Monrovia area to the LA River in the City of South Gate. The bike path heads southbound
through the Whittier Narrows Recreation Area and continues south until it joins the LA River Bike Path
at the confluence of the Rio Hondo and Los Angeles River. The Rio Hondo Bike Path will cross under
the LPA as the alignment crosses the Rio Hondo Channel (see Attachment 1, Figure 1).

The San Gabriel River Mid-Trail is approximately 35 miles long and follows the San Gabriel River
between Azusa and Seal Beach. The trail will cross under the LPA, as the alignment will cross over the
San Gabriel River (see Attachment 1, Figure 2).

Section 4(f) Evaluation

The Draft EIS/EIR and Section 4(f) Evaluation indicated that the Project would result in a temporary
occupancy of portions of the Los Angeles River Bike Path, Rio Hondo Bike Path, and San Gabriel River
Mid-Trail properties. As described above, Alternative 3 was selected as the LPA and was refined in
response to stakeholder coordination and comments on the Draft EIS/EIR. However, the evaluation
summarized in this letter is consistent with the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation in the Draft EIS/EIR
because the design refinements will not change the effects to the bike paths/trails listed in Table 1,
and the impacts to these resources previously described for Alternative 3 are the same as for the LPA.

The LPA will not require acquisition of land within the boundaries of any of these trails; therefore, no
Section 4(f) property will be permanently incorporated into the Project.

The LPA will require temporary easements during construction to safely construct the light rail
guideway above the three paths. The FTA has made the determination of a temporary occupancy
exception of the Los Angeles River Bike Path, Rio Hondo Bike Path, and San Gabriel River Mid-Trail
properties since the conditions under 23 CFR 774.13(d) for a temporary occupancy have been met as
follows:

1. Duration is temporary
The trails will be closed, and a detour will be provided only for the period of time needed to
install and remove falsework above the trails. The specific duration of the closures and detours
will be determined by the construction contractor, but is expected to be less than one month
for each trail, which will be less than the total duration of construction for the Project. Detours
will be provided as outlined in Mitigation Measure TRA-20 Transportation Management
Plan(s), and communicated to trail users per Mitigation Measure COM-1 Construction
Outreach Plan of the Draft EIS/EIR.

2. Scope of work is minor
Construction of the LRT crossings over the trails will constitute a very small (less than 1
percent) portion of the Project and will temporarily affect a similarly small portion (about 2 to
3 percent) of the entire trail lengths, depending on the trail. There will be no temporary or
permanent physical modifications to the trails. The only work that will affect the trails is



construction of the LRT guideway above the trails, which will require temporary detours as
noted above.

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

Once the guideway is constructed, regular recreational use of the trails can occur and will not
be affected by the guideway. During construction, detours will be provided as outlined in
Mitigation Measure TRA-20 Transportation Management Plan(s), and communicated to trail
users per COM-1 to maintain the Section 4(f)-protected recreational activities.

4, The land being used will be fully restored
No damage to the trails is expected, and any impacts, such as damaged pavement, will be fully
restored.

5. There must be documented agreement of the official(s) having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f)

resource regarding the above conditions

The FTA and Metro have requested concurrence from the County of Los Angeles Department
of Public Works regarding the assessment of temporary occupancy of the three bike
paths/trails.

The FTA and Metro also evaluated the potential for a constructive use. No constructive use of the
properties (noise level increase, impairment of aesthetic features, restricted access, vibration impacts,
or ecological intrusion) will occur by the LPA as defined in 23 CFR 774.15 because there would be no
substantial impairment to recreational non-motorized use of the trail as documented in Section
5.4.2.2 of the Draft EIS/EIR.

Previous Coordination

Consistent with 23 CFR 774.5(b) and as part of the preparation of the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for
the Draft EIS/EIR for the Project, Metro previously consulted with the LADPW through a letter dated
January 29, 2020. The letter identified the potential need for temporary closures of, and the provision
for detours to, the three recreational resources listed in Table 1 during construction of the Project. In a
response letter dated February 27, 2020, the LADPW confirmed the local recreational significance of
the bike paths and the department’s status as the official with jurisdiction. The LADPW identified the
DPR as an interested agency regarding the Los Angeles River, Rio Hondo, and San Gabriel River multi-
use trails and requested further coordination with DPR.

In July 2021, FTA and Metro published the Draft EIS/EIR, including the Section 4(f) Evaluation, for
public review for 45 days, which was then extended to a 60-day public review period through
September 28, 2021, to provide additional time for the public to respond. The Draft Section 4(f)
Evaluation included a preliminary determination by FTA that there would be a Section 4(f) temporary
occupancy exception of the Los Angeles River Bike Path, Rio Hondo Bike Path, and the San Gabriel
River Mid-Trail property for the WSAB Project.

No public or agency comments related to the bike paths and trail or the associated preliminary Section
4(f) determinations were received during the 60-day Draft EIS/EIR comment period, which ran from
July 30 to September 28, 2021.

The FTA and Metro look forward to continued coordination with the DPR. If you have any questions,
please contact Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM @ metro.net or (213) 922-3931 or Ms. Mary Nguyen,
FTA Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960.




Sincerely,

M €9 Lma kham«a

Meghna Khanna, AICP

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

CC: Mark Pestrella, County of Los Angeles Department of Public Works

Attachments:
0 Attachment 1: Figures
0 Figure 1: Los Angeles River and Rio Hondo Bike Path Crossings with Locally Preferred
Alternative
0 Figure 2: San Gabriel River Mid-Trail Crossing with Locally Preferred Alternative
0 Attachment 2: Previous correspondence with County of Los Angeles Department of Public

Works
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Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA goo12-2952 metro.net

Metro

January 29, 2020

Elaine Kunitake

Principal Engineer

Public Works Los Angeles County
P.O. Box 1460

Alhambra, CA 91802-1460

Subject: WSAB Project: Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation

Dear Miss Kunitake:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is preparing a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit
Corridor Project. The FTA serves as the Federal lead agency under the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA). LACMTA is the local lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
The purpose of this letter is to conduct consultation with agencies of jurisdiction per Section 4(f) of
the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (as codified under 49 United States Code [USC] 303 and
with implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774).

Project Description

Metro is evaluating a new light rail transit (LRT) line that would connect southeast LA County to
downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and communities of downtown Los Angeles, unincorporated
Florence-Graham community of LA County, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate,
Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. Metro is evaluating four Build Alternatives.
Attachment 1 includes the current description of the WSAB Transit Corridor Project and project
alignment map. Additional information may be found at www.metro.net/wsab.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides protection of publicly
owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the
officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:
1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
reservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR§774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement
measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,



recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

Permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property is acquired outright for a transportation
project or a property interest that allows permanent access onto the property such as a permanent
easement for maintenance or other transportation-related purpose. The second form of use is
commonly referred to as temporary. A temporary use of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a
temporary occupancy of the property that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist
purpose of the Section 4(f) statute. A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does
not incorporate land from a Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe
that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected
activities, features, or attributes of the property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15][a]).

Identification of Section 4(f) Resources

LACMTA and FTA have identified the parks or other resources below as publicly owned and publicly
accessible recreational trails being near the WSAB Transit Corridor Project, as shown in Attachment 2.
LACMTA is analyzing potential use of these resources under Section 4(f).

Park or resource Location

Los Angeles River Bike Path Along San Gabriel River, in the vicinity of the 710
Freeway south of Firestone Boulevard

Rio Hondo Bike Path Along Rio Hondo River, in the vicinity of
Imperial Highway

San Gabriel River Mid-Trail Along San Gabriel River, in the vicinity of the SR-
91Freeway

The Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation has been identified as an agency with
jurisdiction over the resources. LACMTA and FTA are requesting the following information:

a) Confirm that your agency has jurisdiction over the resource and identify the official with
jurisdiction over the resource.

b) Whether your agency identifies the resource as a public park of national, state, or local
significance that is accessible to the public.

c) That the area shown on the attached figure accurately represents the area within your
jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility.

LACMTA has identified a potential need for temporary closure or detour to these trails and requires
the information above to identify Section 4(f) resources for analysis of the WSAB Transit Corridor
Project. Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the WSAB Transit Corridor Project
potential effects to the trails.

Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM @metro.net or (213) 922-3931. Please
respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis under the assumption that the
Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation is the agency with jurisdiction and that the
resources are significant public parks or recreational resources. LACMTA will continue to coordinate
with your agency through the environmental review process, including coordination on any
requirements to maintain trail connectivity during construction.



Sincerely,

Meghna khonna

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attachments:
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
| DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

“To Enrich Lives Through Effective and Coring Service”

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803-1331
Mark Pestrella, Director Telephone: (626) 458-5100

http://dpw lacounty.gov ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:
P.0. BOX 1460
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802-1460

February 27, 2020

IN REPLY PLEASE

REFER TO FILE: TP P'3

Ms. Meghna Khanna
Senior Director, Countywide Planning and Development
Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza Mail Stop 99-22-7
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Khanna:

WEST SANTA ANA BRANCH TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
ENVIRONMENTAL SECTION 4(F) CONSULTATION

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor
project (WSAB). Public Works (PW) has jurisdiction over the bike paths referenced by
the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) and Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) with the following affirmative responses:

* PW confirms it has jurisdiction over the listed resources and the official with
jurisdiction over the resources is Director Mark Pestrella; and

* The identified resources are of local significance accessible to the public; and

* The area shown on the enclosed letter from LACMTA dated January 29, 2020,
included figures which accurately represents PW's area of jurisdiction that function
as a recreational facility.

Please also note the following:

1. If the proposed activities lead to project(s) within the Los Angeles County Flood
Control District (LACFCD) right-of-way, the applicant shall consult with the
appropriate PW Watershed Manager responsible for the Districts project planning
regarding potential collaborative opportunities or to avoid potential conflicts. See
enclosed Watershed Planners map and contact (626) 458-4300 to be connected
to the proper staff.



Ms. Meghna Khanna
February 27, 2020
Page 2

2. PWiis currently developing the Rio Hondo Confluence Area project in the vicinity
of the WSAB's crossing of the Rio Hondo Channel and the Rio Hondo Bike Path.
Many other agencies and partners, such as the State, are also evaluating the
creation of new multiuse projects in this area. PW also understands that LACMTA
is considering a light rail station near the Rio Hondo's confluence with the
Los Angeles River. PW requests continued close coordination with LACMTA so
that all efforts in this area are developed in a unified manner. Contact the
Rio Hondo Channel and Lower Los Angeles River Watershed Manager at PW.

3. PW encourages LACMTA to monitor, consider, and/or coordinate with PW and the
Lower Los Angeles River Working Group where possible, if the planning and
design areas for the WSAB line overlap with any proposed improvement areas
identified by the Los Angeles County LA River Master Plan or the Lower
Los Angeles River Revitalization Plan. Contact the Lower Los Angeles River
Watershed Manager at Public Works.

4. LACMTA shall confer with the Department of Parks and Recreation as the WSAB
alignment intersects with the Department of Parks and Recreation's existing and
planned multiuse trails (i.e., the proposed Los Angeles River Trail extension,
Rio Hondo River Trail, and the San Gabriel River Trail) that are not identified in the
project or exhibits. See enclosure for locations. Please contact Ms. Michelle
O'Connor at moconner@parks.lacounty.gov.

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Elaine Kunitake, Transportation Planning
and Programs Division, at (626) 458-3922 or ekunitake@pw.lacounty.qov.

Very truly yours,

MARK PESTRELLA
Director of Public Works

{
' DAVID B. MACGREGOR
Assistant Deputy Director
Transportation Planning and Programs Division

EK:pr
C200287
P:\TPPPUB\TPS\LTR\20-2-27_LA CTY PW RES TO WSAB 4F
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Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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Los Ange!es County ) ) One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Wiitrogolitin Tompoctstion Althorkty Los Angeles, CA90012-2952  metro.net

Metro

September 13, 2023

David Johnson

Director, City of Paramount Community Services Department
15300 Downey Avenue

Paramount, CA 90723

Subject: Request for Concurrence on Section 4(f) Determination for the West Santa Ana Branch
Transit Corridor Project

Dear Mr. Johnson:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is conducting consultation under Section 4(f) of the U.S.
Department of Transportation Act (as codified under 49 United States Code 303 and with
implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774) for the West Santa
Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor (Project).

Paramount Park at 14400 Paramount Boulevard in the City of Paramount is a Section 4(f) recreational
resource under the city’s jurisdiction that will be affected by the Project. Although the Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power (LADWP) owns the portion of the park that the Project will affect, as
described further in this letter, the City of Paramount Community Services Department has been
identified as the agency with jurisdiction for this Section 4(f) consultation because the city owns the
majority, maintains, and administers Paramount Park. Per 23 CFR 774.5(b) and 23 CFR 774.13(d), this
letter requests the City of Paramount’s concurrence with the Section 4(f) determination of a use with
de minimis impact on the portion of LADWP property that functions as part of Paramount Park and
application of a temporary occupancy exception for associated construction activities.

Project Description

The Project is a proposed new light rail transit line. The July 2021 Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) and corresponding technical studies included
evaluation of a No Build Alternative, four Build Alternatives, two design options, and two site options
for a maintenance and storage facility (MSF):

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

0 Design Option 1: Locate the northern terminus station box at the LAUS Metropolitan
Water District (MWD) east of LAUS and the MWD building, below the baggage area
parking facility

0 Design Option 2: Addition of Little Tokyo Station

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



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

e Alternative 4: 1-105/C Line (Green) to Pioneer Station; the northern terminus would be located
at I-105 in the City of South Gate, connecting to the C (Green) Line along the 1-105

e Paramount MSF site option

e Bellflower MSF site option

In January 2022, the Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 3 as the Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA), which will extend approximately 14.5 miles from the northern terminus in the City of
Los Angeles/Florence-Firestone community of Los Angeles County to the southern terminus in the
City of Artesia. Alternative 3 was refined after the circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR to address
stakeholder coordination and comments on the Draft EIS/EIR. Design refinements relevant to this
Section 4(f) consultation regarding Paramount Park include replacing the previously proposed
pedestrian undercrossing with a pedestrian bridge at Paramount High School that will span the entire
rail right-of-way.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides protection of publicly
owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the
officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:

1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
preservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR§774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement
measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,
recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

The first form of use, permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property, occurs when the
property is acquired outright for a transportation project or a property interest that allows permanent
access onto the property, such as a permanent easement for maintenance or other transportation-
related purpose.

The second form of use is commonly referred to as temporary use or temporary occupancy. A
temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a temporary occupancy of the



property that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist purpose of the Section 4(f) statute.
Examples of temporary occupancy of Section 4(f) land include right-of-entry, project construction, a
temporary easement, or other short-term arrangement. 23 CFR 774.13(d) outlines conditions under
which temporary occupancies of land are so minimal as to not constitute a use within the meaning of
Section 4(f). This is also referred to as a temporary occupancy exception. A temporary occupancy will
not constitute a Section 4(f) use when all of the conditions listed in 23 CFR 774.13(d) are satisfied:

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

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

3) There are no anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, nor will there be
interference with the protected activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a
temporary or permanent basis;

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

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

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a Section
4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected activities, features,
or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are substantially impaired.
Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected activities, features, or attributes of the
property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15][a]).

Description of Section 4(f) Resource

Paramount Park at 14400 Paramount Boulevard covers a land area of approximately 15 acres, of which
approximately 9.9 acres is owned by the City of Paramount. The primary public use of Paramount Park
is for active recreation, with uses including playgrounds, handball courts (lighted), baseball diamonds
(lighted), basketball court (lighted), picnic shelters/barbecues, gymnasium, walking path, restrooms,
and a pool with onsite parking. Paramount Park, inclusive of the adjacent LADWP right-of-way, meets
the definition of a Section 4(f) resource as it is a publicly owned park and recreation area; however, by
the lease terms described in License Agreement A000604, the separate parcel leased from Metro is not
a Section 4(f) resource.

The City of Paramount leases a 40-foot-wide strip from Metro that is designated for “[p]arking and
landscaping for Paramount Park only, and no other uses.” Exhibit E to the lease states that “there is a
possibility that the West Santa Ana Branch will be selected as a rail connector with Orange County. If
such a decision is made, Metro will probably require the return of the entire right-of-way adjacent to
Paramount Park” (License Agreement AO00604). Per 23 CFR 774.11 (h), the property was reserved in
the lease agreement for future transportation use while functioning temporarily to support park use;
therefore, the approximately 1.3 acres of property within the Metro lease area is not subject to Section
4(f). The LPA will require the return of and occupancy of the Metro lease area.



The city-owned parkland is separated from the rail right-of-way by a 110-foot-wide LADWP right-of-way
(see Attachment 1, Figure 1). The approximately 166,000-square-foot (3.8-acre) LADWP right-of-way is
adjacent to the rail right-of-way. Separately, the city has an agreement for use of this LADWP right-of-
way. While the primary use of the LADWP right-of-way is not as a recreational property, it is included in
the area afforded Section 4(f) protection because the specifics of the property agreement are not
available and the property is considered as functioning as part of Paramount Park.

An existing grade-separated pedestrian crossing is located between the Paramount High School east
and west campuses that occupies a portion of the Metro and LADWP rights-of-way. This crossing is
exclusively for Paramount High School students and faculty and is not open for public use. Therefore,
the pedestrian crossing is not considered a Section 4(f) resource. See Figure 1 in Attachment 1 for a
map of the property and ownership.

Section 4(f) Evaluation

The Draft EIS/EIR and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation indicated that the Project would result in
permanent incorporation of land into a transportation facility and temporary occupancy within
portions of LADWP property that function as a part of Paramount Park. As described above, after
circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR, Alternative 3 was selected as the LPA and refined in response to
comments on the Draft EIS/EIR and stakeholder coordination. These design refinements included
changing the proposed undercrossing connecting the east and west campuses of Paramount High
School and Paramount Park to a bridge that would be owned by the school district. The change from a
pedestrian undercrossing to a pedestrian bridge was discussed with the City of Paramount in
meetings during 2022. This refinement resulted in a reduction of the land area needed for the
replacement pedestrian bridge on the portion of LADWP property that functions as Paramount Park,
compared to the land area needed for the proposed undercrossing described in the Draft EIS/EIR.

The at-grade track and aerial easements needed to implement the LPA will require termination of the
lease agreement between Metro and the City of Paramount for the 40-foot-wide section of Metro right-
of-way that is not subject to Section 4(f). The reversion of the leased area to accommodate the track
alignment does not include acquisition of property within the Paramount Park boundary and does not
constitute Section 4(f) use.

As discussed above, the Project includes construction of a replacement grade-separated pedestrian
crossing between the Paramount High School east and west campuses on LADWP property that
functions as a portion of Paramount Park. The new overcrossing will replace an existing overcrossing
in the same location, but will require additional space compared to the existing footprint of the
pedestrian bridge to upgrade the crossing to meet Americans with Disabilities Act accessibility
requirements. Although the new bridge is being constructed by Metro, ownership of the bridge will
remain with the Paramount Unified School District. The replacement bridge and associated
connections will occupy approximately 4,470 additional square feet of land from the approximately 3.8-
acre LADWP property compared to the existing bridge and sidewalk connections. The underlying land
will remain in LADWP ownership after construction is complete and the bridge will continue to be
owned by the Paramount Unified School District. The LPA will not require any acquisition of parkland
in City of Paramount ownership.

The replacement bridge will be located in part of an open grassy area adjacent to the park’s fenced
eastern boundary with the Paramount High School West Campus and the continuation of the LADWP



property beyond the area leased by the city adjacent to Paramount Park. The affected area constitutes
approximately 1 percent of the Section 4(f)-protected land within Paramount Park. The affected area is
not used for any of the activities, features, or attributes identified as significant for the park
(playgrounds, handball courts, baseball diamonds, basketball court, picnic shelters/ barbecues,
gymnasium, walking path, restrooms, and swimming pool). Because the new footprint of the
replacement bridge will not adversely affect the activities, features, or attributes qualifying the park for
protection under Section 4(f), FTA has determined that the replacement bridge on the LADWP
property will have a de minimis impact on the portion of LADWP property that functions as Paramount
Park.

The LPA will also require a temporary construction easement on approximately 6,540 square feet of
land from the LADWP property to construct the replacement pedestrian crossing. The temporary
construction easement meets the conditions under 23 CFR 774.13(d) for a temporary occupancy as
follows:

1. Duration is temporary

The approximately 6,540 square feet of LADWP property that functions as a portion of
Paramount Park will be closed during the demolition and replacement of the pedestrian
crossing. The specific duration of this work is expected to be 2 to 3 years, which is less than
the total duration of construction for the Project (approximately 8 years, not including testing).

2. Scope of work is minor

The construction area for the replacement bridge will constitute a very small (about 1 percent)
portion of the total land area of Paramount Park.

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

The construction area for the replacement bridge is an open space, landscaped area and is not
used for any of the activities, features, or attributes identified as significant for the park
(playgrounds, handball courts, baseball diamonds, basketball court, picnic shelters/
barbecues, gymnasium, walking path, restrooms, and swimming pool).

4. The land being used will be fully restored

The land area of the temporary construction easement will be fully restored to the pre-
construction condition or better.

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

The purpose of this letter is to confirm that the City of Paramount Community Services
Department concurs with the assessment of temporary occupancy.

The FTA and Metro also evaluated the potential for a constructive use. No constructive use of the park
property (noise level increase, impairment of aesthetic features, restricted access, vibration impacts,
or ecological intrusion) will occur as a result of implementation of the LPA as defined in 23 CFR 774.15



because there will be no substantial impairment to recreational use of the park as documented in
Section 5.4.2.1 of the Draft EIS/EIR.

Previous Consultation

Consistent with 23 CFR 774.5(b) and as part of the preparation of the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for
the Draft EIS/EIR for the Project, Metro previously consulted with the City of Paramount through a
letter dated January 29, 2020 (see Attachment 2). The letter identified Paramount Park as a Section 4(f)
resource and described the potential impacts to this resource under Section 4(f). The City of
Paramount did not provide a response to the letter.

The FTA and Metro published the Draft EIS/EIR, including the Section 4(f) Evaluation, for public
review in July 2021 for 45 days, which was then extended to a 60-day public review period through
September 28, 2021. FTA and Metro received comments from the City of Paramount on the Draft
EIS/EIR and met with the city on May 4, 2022, July 19, 2022, September 26, 2022, January 4, 2023, and
January 19, 2023, to discuss the comments and updates to the Project since circulation of the Draft
EIS/EIR. The City did not include comments related to Paramount Park or the WSAB Project Section
4(f) Evaluation.

No public or agency comments related to Paramount Park or FTA’s preliminary Section 4(f)
determination for Paramount Park were received during the Draft EIS/EIR comment period.

Metro is also coordinating with LADWP regarding the temporary construction easement needed for
the LPA, as discussed above.

Request for Concurrence on the Section 4(f) Determination

Per 23 CFR 774.5(b) and 23 CFR 774.13(d), the FTA and Metro seek written concurrence with the
following Section 4(f) determinations:

e Use with de minimis impact for replacement pedestrian bridge in LADWP-owned portion of
Paramount Park

e Temporary occupancy exception for associated pedestrian bridge construction activities

In the signature box below, please sign to acknowledge that the City of Paramount Community
Services Department, which has jurisdiction over Paramount Park, concurs with the above Section 4(f)
determination of use with de minimis impacts and application of the temporary occupancy exception.
Please return the concurrence to Ms. Meghna Khanna at the address listed below, or send a copy by
email to KhannaM @ metro.net.

The coordination requirements in 23 CFR 774.5 and 23 CFR 774.13 must be completed before the FTA
may make Section 4(f) approvals under this section. Per 23 CFR 774.5(a), comments or concurrence
are requested within 45 days from the receipt of this letter. If comments are not received within 15
days after the comment deadline, the FTA may assume a lack of objection and proceed with the action.

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Khanna at (213) 922-3931 or Ms. K.C. Kelly, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at kathleen.kelly@dot.gov or (202) 366-9469.




Sincerely,
Meghna khanna

Meghna Khanna, AICP

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

CC: John Moreno, City of Paramount City Manager
Martin Adams, Los Angeles Department of Water and Power



The City of Paramount, as the Official with Jurisdiction for Paramount Park, concurs that the West
Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project will have a use with de minimis impact, as defined in 23
CFR 774.17, to Paramount Park and the temporary construction easement meets the requirements
of a temporary occupancy exception as defined in 23 CFR 774.13(d).

David Johnson Date
Director, Community Services Department
City of Paramount

Attachments:

Attachment 1: Figure 1: Locally Preferred Alternative Alignment near Paramount Park
Attachment 2: Copy of January 29, 2020 letter from Metro to City of Paramount
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Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA goo12-2952 metro.net

Metro

January 29, 2020

John Moreno

City Manager

City of Paramount
16400 Colorado Avenue
Paramount, CA 90723

Subject: WSAB Project: Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation

Dear Mr. Moreno:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is preparing a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit
Corridor Project. The FTA serves as the Federal lead agency under the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA). LACMTA is the local lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
The purpose of this letter is to conduct consultation with agencies of jurisdiction per Section 4(f) of
the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (as codified under 49 United States Code [USC] 303 and
with implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774).

Project Description

Metro is evaluating a new light rail transit (LRT) line that would connect southeast LA County to
downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and communities of downtown Los Angeles, unincorporated
Florence-Graham community of LA County, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate,
Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. Metro is evaluating four Build Alternatives.
Attachment 1 includes the current description of the WSAB Transit Corridor Project and project
alignment map. Additional information may be found at www.metro.net/wsab.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides protection of publicly
owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the
officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:
1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
reservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR§774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement
measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,



recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

Permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property is acquired outright for a transportation
project or a property interest that allows permanent access onto the property such as a permanent
easement for maintenance or other transportation-related purpose. The second form of use is
commonly referred to as temporary. A temporary use of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a
temporary occupancy of the property that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist
purpose of the Section 4(f) statute. A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does
not incorporate land from a Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe
that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected
activities, features, or attributes of the property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15]a]).

Identification of Section 4(f) Resources

LACMTA and FTA have identified the park below as being a publicly owned and publicly accessible
park near the WSAB Transit Corridor Project, as shown in Attachment 2. LACMTA is analyzing
potential use of this park or resource under Section 4(f).

Park or resource Location
Paramount Park 14400 Paramount Blvd.
Paramount

The City of Paramount Community Services and Recreation Department has been identified as an
agency with jurisdiction over the resource. LACMTA and FTA are requesting the following information:

a) Confirm that your agency has jurisdiction over the resource and identify the official with
jurisdiction over the resource.

b) Whether your agency identifies the resource as a public park of national, state, or local
significance that is accessible to the public.

c) That the area shown on the attached figure accurately represents the area within your
jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility.

d) That the City of Paramount Community Services and Recreation Department understands
License Agreement A000604 executed November 10, 1993 between LACMTA and the City of
Paramount that authorizes park expansion, parking, landscaping, and lighting until LACMTA
requires the land for transportation. The agreement includes the clause “[LAC]MTA shall have
the right to terminate this Agreement [...] by delivering thirty (30) days prior written notice to
Licensee, provided that [LAC]MTA, in its sole, reasonable judgment, determines that it then
may require possession of the License Property for its primary, transportation-related
purposes.”

In the context of this agreement, LACMTA and FTA recognizes the boundary of the Section 4(f)-
protected property as the area of the park within City of Paramount land ownership, and the portion
within LACMTA ownership and covered by license agreement as a temporary permitted use of right of
way. LACMTA may require all or part of the land covered in the license agreement for completion of
the WSAB Transit Corridor Project. At this time, LACMTA has not identified potential temporary
and/or permanent impact beyond the right of way that is in temporary use for park expansion, parking,
landscaping, and lighting, but requires this information for analysis of the WSAB Transit Corridor
Project. Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the WSAB Transit Corridor Project
potential effects to the park.



Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM @metro.net or (213) 922-3931. Please
respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis under the assumption that the
City of Paramount Community Services and Recreation Department is the agency with jurisdiction and
that the resources are significant public parks or recreational resources. LACMTA will continue to
coordinate with your agency through the environmental review process.

Sincerely,

Meghna khonna

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attachments:
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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Los Ange!es County ) ) One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Wiitrogolitin Tompoctstion Althorkty Los Angeles, CA90012-2952  metro.net

Metro

September 13, 2023

Martin Adams

General Manager and Chief Engineer, Los Angeles Department of Water and Power
PO Box 51111

Los Angeles, CA 90051-0100

Subject: ~ Paramount Park Coordination for West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project

Dear Martin Adames:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is conducting an environmental review for the West Santa Ana
Branch Transit Corridor (Project), a proposed new light rail transit (LRT) line. In January 2022, the
Metro Board of Directors approved the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) for the Project, which will
extend LRT approximately 14.5 miles from the northern terminus in the City of Los Angeles/Florence-
Firestone community of Los Angeles County to the southern terminus in the City of Artesia.

In the City of Paramount, the LPA will affect a small portion of the 110-foot-wide Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power (LADWP) right-of-way that separates Paramount Park at 14400
Paramount Boulevard from the LPA, as shown in Figure 1 in Attachment 1.

The Project includes construction of a replacement grade-separated pedestrian crossing between the
Paramount High School east and west campuses on LADWP property. The new overcrossing will
replace an existing overcrossing in the same location, but it will require additional space compared to
the existing footprint to upgrade the crossing to meet Americans with Disabilities Act accessibility
requirements. Although the new bridge is being constructed by Metro, ownership of the bridge will
remain with the Paramount Unified School District. The replacement bridge and associated
connections will occupy approximately 4,470 additional square feet of land from the approximately 3.8-
acre LADWP property compared to the existing bridge and sidewalk connections. The underlying land
will remain in LADWP ownership after construction is complete. The LPA will also require a temporary
construction easement on approximately 6,540 square feet of land from the LADWP property to
construct the bridge.

Paramount Park is a recreational resource protected by Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of
Transportation Act (as codified under 49 United States Code 303 and with implementing regulations
under 23 Code of Federal Regulations Part 774). Metro and FTA are consulting with the City of
Paramount to obtain concurrence regarding the Section 4(f) determinations for the Project. The
purpose of this letter is to inform LADWP about the status of this ongoing Section 4(f) process
because the consultation is inclusive of the right-of-way owned by LADWP.

Please see Attachment 2 for a copy of the letter to the city requesting its concurrence on the Section
4(f) determination for Paramount Park, including additional details on the property ownership,
potential impacts, and background on Section 4(f) regulations.



Metro is coordinating separately with LADWP regarding the property acquisition associated with the
LPA. If you have any questions about the Section 4(f) process, please contact Ms. Meghna Khanna at
KhannaM@metro.net or (213) 922-3931 or Ms. K.C. Kelly, FTA Environmental Protection Specialist, at
kathleen.kelly@dot.gov or (202) 366-9469.

Sincerely,

Meghna khanna

Meghna Khanna, AICP

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attachments:
Attachment 1: Figure 1: Locally Preferred Alternative Alignment near Paramount Park

Attachment 2: Copy of letter to City of Paramount
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Metro

September 13, 2023

David Johnson

Director, City of Paramount Community Services Department
15300 Downey Avenue

Paramount, CA 90723

Subject: Request for Concurrence on Section 4(f) Determination for the West Santa Ana Branch
Transit Corridor Project

Dear Mr. Johnson:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is conducting consultation under Section 4(f) of the U.S.
Department of Transportation Act (as codified under 49 United States Code 303 and with
implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774) for the West Santa
Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit Corridor (Project).

Paramount Park at 14400 Paramount Boulevard in the City of Paramount is a Section 4(f) recreational
resource under the city’s jurisdiction that will be affected by the Project. Although the Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power (LADWP) owns the portion of the park that the Project will affect, as
described further in this letter, the City of Paramount Community Services Department has been
identified as the agency with jurisdiction for this Section 4(f) consultation because the city owns the
majority, maintains, and administers Paramount Park. Per 23 CFR 774.5(b) and 23 CFR 774.13(d), this
letter requests the City of Paramount’s concurrence with the Section 4(f) determination of a use with
de minimis impact on the portion of LADWP property that functions as part of Paramount Park and
application of a temporary occupancy exception for associated construction activities.

Project Description

The Project is a proposed new light rail transit line. The July 2021 Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) and corresponding technical studies included
evaluation of a No Build Alternative, four Build Alternatives, two design options, and two site options
for a maintenance and storage facility (MSF):

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

0 Design Option 1: Locate the northern terminus station box at the LAUS Metropolitan
Water District (MWD) east of LAUS and the MWD building, below the baggage area
parking facility

0 Design Option 2: Addition of Little Tokyo Station

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



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

e Alternative 4: 1-105/C Line (Green) to Pioneer Station; the northern terminus would be located
at I-105 in the City of South Gate, connecting to the C (Green) Line along the 1-105

e Paramount MSF site option

e Bellflower MSF site option

In January 2022, the Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 3 as the Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA), which will extend approximately 14.5 miles from the northern terminus in the City of
Los Angeles/Florence-Firestone community of Los Angeles County to the southern terminus in the
City of Artesia. Alternative 3 was refined after the circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR to address
stakeholder coordination and comments on the Draft EIS/EIR. Design refinements relevant to this
Section 4(f) consultation regarding Paramount Park include replacing the previously proposed
pedestrian undercrossing with a pedestrian bridge at Paramount High School that will span the entire
rail right-of-way.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides protection of publicly
owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the
officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:

1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
preservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR§774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement
measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,
recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

The first form of use, permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property, occurs when the
property is acquired outright for a transportation project or a property interest that allows permanent
access onto the property, such as a permanent easement for maintenance or other transportation-
related purpose.

The second form of use is commonly referred to as temporary use or temporary occupancy. A
temporary occupancy of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a temporary occupancy of the



property that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist purpose of the Section 4(f) statute.
Examples of temporary occupancy of Section 4(f) land include right-of-entry, project construction, a
temporary easement, or other short-term arrangement. 23 CFR 774.13(d) outlines conditions under
which temporary occupancies of land are so minimal as to not constitute a use within the meaning of
Section 4(f). This is also referred to as a temporary occupancy exception. A temporary occupancy will
not constitute a Section 4(f) use when all of the conditions listed in 23 CFR 774.13(d) are satisfied:

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

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

3) There are no anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, nor will there be
interference with the protected activities, features, or attributes of the property, on either a
temporary or permanent basis;

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

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

A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does not incorporate land from a Section
4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe that the protected activities, features,
or attributes that qualify the property for protection under Section 4(f) are substantially impaired.
Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected activities, features, or attributes of the
property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15][a]).

Description of Section 4(f) Resource

Paramount Park at 14400 Paramount Boulevard covers a land area of approximately 15 acres, of which
approximately 9.9 acres is owned by the City of Paramount. The primary public use of Paramount Park
is for active recreation, with uses including playgrounds, handball courts (lighted), baseball diamonds
(lighted), basketball court (lighted), picnic shelters/barbecues, gymnasium, walking path, restrooms,
and a pool with onsite parking. Paramount Park, inclusive of the adjacent LADWP right-of-way, meets
the definition of a Section 4(f) resource as it is a publicly owned park and recreation area; however, by
the lease terms described in License Agreement A000604, the separate parcel leased from Metro is not
a Section 4(f) resource.

The City of Paramount leases a 40-foot-wide strip from Metro that is designated for “[p]arking and
landscaping for Paramount Park only, and no other uses.” Exhibit E to the lease states that “there is a
possibility that the West Santa Ana Branch will be selected as a rail connector with Orange County. If
such a decision is made, Metro will probably require the return of the entire right-of-way adjacent to
Paramount Park” (License Agreement AO00604). Per 23 CFR 774.11 (h), the property was reserved in
the lease agreement for future transportation use while functioning temporarily to support park use;
therefore, the approximately 1.3 acres of property within the Metro lease area is not subject to Section
4(f). The LPA will require the return of and occupancy of the Metro lease area.



The city-owned parkland is separated from the rail right-of-way by a 110-foot-wide LADWP right-of-way
(see Attachment 1, Figure 1). The approximately 166,000-square-foot (3.8-acre) LADWP right-of-way is
adjacent to the rail right-of-way. Separately, the city has an agreement for use of this LADWP right-of-
way. While the primary use of the LADWP right-of-way is not as a recreational property, it is included in
the area afforded Section 4(f) protection because the specifics of the property agreement are not
available and the property is considered as functioning as part of Paramount Park.

An existing grade-separated pedestrian crossing is located between the Paramount High School east
and west campuses that occupies a portion of the Metro and LADWP rights-of-way. This crossing is
exclusively for Paramount High School students and faculty and is not open for public use. Therefore,
the pedestrian crossing is not considered a Section 4(f) resource. See Figure 1 in Attachment 1 for a
map of the property and ownership.

Section 4(f) Evaluation

The Draft EIS/EIR and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation indicated that the Project would result in
permanent incorporation of land into a transportation facility and temporary occupancy within
portions of LADWP property that function as a part of Paramount Park. As described above, after
circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR, Alternative 3 was selected as the LPA and refined in response to
comments on the Draft EIS/EIR and stakeholder coordination. These design refinements included
changing the proposed undercrossing connecting the east and west campuses of Paramount High
School and Paramount Park to a bridge that would be owned by the school district. The change from a
pedestrian undercrossing to a pedestrian bridge was discussed with the City of Paramount in
meetings during 2022. This refinement resulted in a reduction of the land area needed for the
replacement pedestrian bridge on the portion of LADWP property that functions as Paramount Park,
compared to the land area needed for the proposed undercrossing described in the Draft EIS/EIR.

The at-grade track and aerial easements needed to implement the LPA will require termination of the
lease agreement between Metro and the City of Paramount for the 40-foot-wide section of Metro right-
of-way that is not subject to Section 4(f). The reversion of the leased area to accommodate the track
alignment does not include acquisition of property within the Paramount Park boundary and does not
constitute Section 4(f) use.

As discussed above, the Project includes construction of a replacement grade-separated pedestrian
crossing between the Paramount High School east and west campuses on LADWP property that
functions as a portion of Paramount Park. The new overcrossing will replace an existing overcrossing
in the same location, but will require additional space compared to the existing footprint of the
pedestrian bridge to upgrade the crossing to meet Americans with Disabilities Act accessibility
requirements. Although the new bridge is being constructed by Metro, ownership of the bridge will
remain with the Paramount Unified School District. The replacement bridge and associated
connections will occupy approximately 4,470 additional square feet of land from the approximately 3.8-
acre LADWP property compared to the existing bridge and sidewalk connections. The underlying land
will remain in LADWP ownership after construction is complete and the bridge will continue to be
owned by the Paramount Unified School District. The LPA will not require any acquisition of parkland
in City of Paramount ownership.

The replacement bridge will be located in part of an open grassy area adjacent to the park’s fenced
eastern boundary with the Paramount High School West Campus and the continuation of the LADWP



property beyond the area leased by the city adjacent to Paramount Park. The affected area constitutes
approximately 1 percent of the Section 4(f)-protected land within Paramount Park. The affected area is
not used for any of the activities, features, or attributes identified as significant for the park
(playgrounds, handball courts, baseball diamonds, basketball court, picnic shelters/ barbecues,
gymnasium, walking path, restrooms, and swimming pool). Because the new footprint of the
replacement bridge will not adversely affect the activities, features, or attributes qualifying the park for
protection under Section 4(f), FTA has determined that the replacement bridge on the LADWP
property will have a de minimis impact on the portion of LADWP property that functions as Paramount
Park.

The LPA will also require a temporary construction easement on approximately 6,540 square feet of
land from the LADWP property to construct the replacement pedestrian crossing. The temporary
construction easement meets the conditions under 23 CFR 774.13(d) for a temporary occupancy as
follows:

1. Duration is temporary

The approximately 6,540 square feet of LADWP property that functions as a portion of
Paramount Park will be closed during the demolition and replacement of the pedestrian
crossing. The specific duration of this work is expected to be 2 to 3 years, which is less than
the total duration of construction for the Project (approximately 8 years, not including testing).

2. Scope of work is minor

The construction area for the replacement bridge will constitute a very small (about 1 percent)
portion of the total land area of Paramount Park.

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

The construction area for the replacement bridge is an open space, landscaped area and is not
used for any of the activities, features, or attributes identified as significant for the park
(playgrounds, handball courts, baseball diamonds, basketball court, picnic shelters/
barbecues, gymnasium, walking path, restrooms, and swimming pool).

4. The land being used will be fully restored

The land area of the temporary construction easement will be fully restored to the pre-
construction condition or better.

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

The purpose of this letter is to confirm that the City of Paramount Community Services
Department concurs with the assessment of temporary occupancy.

The FTA and Metro also evaluated the potential for a constructive use. No constructive use of the park
property (noise level increase, impairment of aesthetic features, restricted access, vibration impacts,
or ecological intrusion) will occur as a result of implementation of the LPA as defined in 23 CFR 774.15



because there will be no substantial impairment to recreational use of the park as documented in
Section 5.4.2.1 of the Draft EIS/EIR.

Previous Consultation

Consistent with 23 CFR 774.5(b) and as part of the preparation of the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for
the Draft EIS/EIR for the Project, Metro previously consulted with the City of Paramount through a
letter dated January 29, 2020 (see Attachment 2). The letter identified Paramount Park as a Section 4(f)
resource and described the potential impacts to this resource under Section 4(f). The City of
Paramount did not provide a response to the letter.

The FTA and Metro published the Draft EIS/EIR, including the Section 4(f) Evaluation, for public
review in July 2021 for 45 days, which was then extended to a 60-day public review period through
September 28, 2021. FTA and Metro received comments from the City of Paramount on the Draft
EIS/EIR and met with the city on May 4, 2022, July 19, 2022, September 26, 2022, January 4, 2023, and
January 19, 2023, to discuss the comments and updates to the Project since circulation of the Draft
EIS/EIR. The City did not include comments related to Paramount Park or the WSAB Project Section
4(f) Evaluation.

No public or agency comments related to Paramount Park or FTA’s preliminary Section 4(f)
determination for Paramount Park were received during the Draft EIS/EIR comment period.

Metro is also coordinating with LADWP regarding the temporary construction easement needed for
the LPA, as discussed above.

Request for Concurrence on the Section 4(f) Determination

Per 23 CFR 774.5(b) and 23 CFR 774.13(d), the FTA and Metro seek written concurrence with the
following Section 4(f) determinations:

e Use with de minimis impact for replacement pedestrian bridge in LADWP-owned portion of
Paramount Park

e Temporary occupancy exception for associated pedestrian bridge construction activities

In the signature box below, please sign to acknowledge that the City of Paramount Community
Services Department, which has jurisdiction over Paramount Park, concurs with the above Section 4(f)
determination of use with de minimis impacts and application of the temporary occupancy exception.
Please return the concurrence to Ms. Meghna Khanna at the address listed below, or send a copy by
email to KhannaM @ metro.net.

The coordination requirements in 23 CFR 774.5 and 23 CFR 774.13 must be completed before the FTA
may make Section 4(f) approvals under this section. Per 23 CFR 774.5(a), comments or concurrence
are requested within 45 days from the receipt of this letter. If comments are not received within 15
days after the comment deadline, the FTA may assume a lack of objection and proceed with the action.

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Khanna at (213) 922-3931 or Ms. K.C. Kelly, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at kathleen.kelly@dot.gov or (202) 366-9469.




Sincerely,
Meghna khanna

Meghna Khanna, AICP

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

CC: John Moreno, City of Paramount City Manager
Martin Adams, Los Angeles Department of Water and Power



The City of Paramount, as the Official with Jurisdiction for Paramount Park, concurs that the West
Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project will have a use with de minimis impact, as defined in 23
CFR 774.17, to Paramount Park and the temporary construction easement meets the requirements
of a temporary occupancy exception as defined in 23 CFR 774.13(d).

David Johnson Date
Director, Community Services Department
City of Paramount

Attachments:

Attachment 1: Figure 1: Locally Preferred Alternative Alignment near Paramount Park
Attachment 2: Copy of January 29, 2020 letter from Metro to City of Paramount



Attachment 1: Figure 1: Locally Preferred Alternative Alignment near Paramount Park
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The City of Paramount, as the Official with jurisdiction for Paramount Park, concurs that the West
Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project will have a use with de minimis impact, as defined in 23
CFR 774.17, to Paramount Park and the temporary construction easement meets the requirements
of a temporary occupancy exception as defined in 23 CFR 774.13(d).

e ————

D‘gvid Johnson Date
Director, Community Services Department
City of Paramount

Attachments:
Attachment 1: Figure 1: Locally Preferred Alternative Alignment near Paramount Park
Attachment 2: Copy of January 29, 2020 [etter from Metro to City of Pararmount



Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA goo12-2952 metro.net

Metro

January 29, 2020

John Moreno

City Manager

City of Paramount
16400 Colorado Avenue
Paramount, CA 90723

Subject: WSAB Project: Environmental Section 4(f) Consultation

Dear Mr. Moreno:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), in coordination with the
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), is preparing a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB) Transit
Corridor Project. The FTA serves as the Federal lead agency under the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA). LACMTA is the local lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
The purpose of this letter is to conduct consultation with agencies of jurisdiction per Section 4(f) of
the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (as codified under 49 United States Code [USC] 303 and
with implementing regulations under 23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 774).

Project Description

Metro is evaluating a new light rail transit (LRT) line that would connect southeast LA County to
downtown Los Angeles, serving the cities and communities of downtown Los Angeles, unincorporated
Florence-Graham community of LA County, Vernon, Huntington Park, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate,
Downey, Paramount, Bellflower, Cerritos and Artesia. Metro is evaluating four Build Alternatives.
Attachment 1 includes the current description of the WSAB Transit Corridor Project and project
alignment map. Additional information may be found at www.metro.net/wsab.

Background on Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 provides protection of publicly
owned land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of a historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the
officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site).

As defined in 23 CFR §774.17, a “use” of Section 4(f) property occurs:
1. When land is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility;

2. When there is a temporary occupancy of land that is adverse in terms of the statute's
reservation purpose as determined by the criteria in 23 CFR §774.13(d); or

3. When there is a constructive use of a Section 4(f) property as determined by the criteria in 23
CFR§774.15.

Under 23 CFR §774.3(2) (b), it may be determined that the use of the property, including any
measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement
measures), will have a de minimis impact, as defined in 23 CFR §774.17, on the property. For parks,



recreation areas, and wildlife and waterfowl refuges, a de minimis impact is one that will not adversely
affect the features, attributes, or activities qualifying the property for protection under Section 4(f).

Permanent incorporation/easement of a Section 4(f) property is acquired outright for a transportation
project or a property interest that allows permanent access onto the property such as a permanent
easement for maintenance or other transportation-related purpose. The second form of use is
commonly referred to as temporary. A temporary use of a Section 4(f) resource occurs when there is a
temporary occupancy of the property that is considered adverse in terms of the preservationist
purpose of the Section 4(f) statute. A constructive use occurs when the transportation project does
not incorporate land from a Section 4(f) property, but the project’s proximity impacts are so severe
that the protected activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected
activities, features, or attributes of the property are substantially diminished (23 CFR 774.15]a]).

Identification of Section 4(f) Resources

LACMTA and FTA have identified the park below as being a publicly owned and publicly accessible
park near the WSAB Transit Corridor Project, as shown in Attachment 2. LACMTA is analyzing
potential use of this park or resource under Section 4(f).

Park or resource Location
Paramount Park 14400 Paramount Blvd.
Paramount

The City of Paramount Community Services and Recreation Department has been identified as an
agency with jurisdiction over the resource. LACMTA and FTA are requesting the following information:

a) Confirm that your agency has jurisdiction over the resource and identify the official with
jurisdiction over the resource.

b) Whether your agency identifies the resource as a public park of national, state, or local
significance that is accessible to the public.

c) That the area shown on the attached figure accurately represents the area within your
jurisdiction that functions as a significant public park or recreational facility.

d) That the City of Paramount Community Services and Recreation Department understands
License Agreement A000604 executed November 10, 1993 between LACMTA and the City of
Paramount that authorizes park expansion, parking, landscaping, and lighting until LACMTA
requires the land for transportation. The agreement includes the clause “[LAC]MTA shall have
the right to terminate this Agreement [...] by delivering thirty (30) days prior written notice to
Licensee, provided that [LAC]MTA, in its sole, reasonable judgment, determines that it then
may require possession of the License Property for its primary, transportation-related
purposes.”

In the context of this agreement, LACMTA and FTA recognizes the boundary of the Section 4(f)-
protected property as the area of the park within City of Paramount land ownership, and the portion
within LACMTA ownership and covered by license agreement as a temporary permitted use of right of
way. LACMTA may require all or part of the land covered in the license agreement for completion of
the WSAB Transit Corridor Project. At this time, LACMTA has not identified potential temporary
and/or permanent impact beyond the right of way that is in temporary use for park expansion, parking,
landscaping, and lighting, but requires this information for analysis of the WSAB Transit Corridor
Project. Also, please include any comments or concerns related to the WSAB Transit Corridor Project
potential effects to the park.



Please direct any questions to Ms. Meghna Khanna at KhannaM @metro.net or (213) 922-3931. Please
respond to Ms. Khanna by e-mail or by letter at the address below or to Ms. Mary Nguyen, FTA
Environmental Protection Specialist, at Mary.Nguyen@dot.gov or (213) 202-3960. If we have not
received a response within 30 days, LACMTA will continue the analysis under the assumption that the
City of Paramount Community Services and Recreation Department is the agency with jurisdiction and
that the resources are significant public parks or recreational resources. LACMTA will continue to
coordinate with your agency through the environmental review process.

Sincerely,

Meghna khonna

Meghna Khanna, AICP

LA Metro

Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attachments:
Attachment 1: Project Factsheet
Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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Attachment 2: Identified Section 4(f) Property
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COUNTY OF LOSANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

“To Enrich Lives Through Effective and Caring Service”

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
. ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803-1331
MARK PESTRELLA, Director Telephone: (626) 458-5100

http://dpw.lacounty .gov ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:
P.O. BOX 1460
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802-1460

November 29, 2023

IN REPLY PLEASE

REFER TO FILE: TPP'O

Ms. Meghna Khanna, AICP, Senior Director

Countywide Planning & Development

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza (Mail Stop 99-22-7)

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Khanna:

WEST SANTA ANA BRANCH TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
SECTION 4(F) RESOURCES CONCURRENCE

This is in response to your enclosed letter, dated September 13, 2023, requesting
concurrence from Public Works on Section 4(f) determination by Metro and the Federal
Transit Administration for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor project.

Public Works concurs with the Section 4(f) temporary occupancy exception determination
for the Los Angeles River Bike Path, Rio Hondo Bike Path, and the San Gabriel River
Mid-Trail.

Please note that the Los Angeles River Bike Path, Rio Hondo Bike Path, and the
San Gabriel River Mid-Trail are located on levees owned by the Los Angeles County
Flood Control District and operated by Public Works on behalf of the District for flood risk
management purposes. The concurrence expressed in this letter is not intended and
should not be construed to include any approval of the project on behalf of the District. A
separate evaluation of the project's impacts on the District's flood risk management
operations and a separate permit from the District is required to authorize the use of the
levees for the project.

Please note that the September 13, 2023, letter requests concurrence on behalf of the
County of Los Angeles' Department of Parks and Recreation. To clarify, Public Works,
not Parks and Recreation, is the agency with jurisdiction over the above-referenced
Section 4(f) resources and we have already informed Mr. Brian Lam from Metro. Mr. Lam
indicated that Metro would update the information accordingly.



Ms. Meghna Khanna
November 29, 2023
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Hank Hsing, Transportation Planning and
Programs Division, at (626) 458-3929 or hhsing@pw.lacounty.gov.

Very truly yours,

MARK PESTRELLA, PE
Director of Public Works

MARY E. REYES

Assistant Deputy Director
Transportation Planning and Programs Division

AC:yr
C230296
TPPP-TPS/SBandGCUnit/CoyoteCreek/0Q95015MLSection4fCoordinationLetterforCoyoteCreekBikeway

Enc.
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U.S. Department REGION X 90 7" Street 888 South Figueroa Street
of Transportation Arizona, California, Suite 15-300 Suite 440

) Hawaii, Nevada, Guam, San Francisco, CA 94103-6701 Los Angeles, CA 90017-5467
Federal Transit 415-734-9490 213-202-3950

American Samoa,

Administration Northern Mariana Islands

November 17, 2023

Ms. Julianne Polanco

California State Historic Preservation Officer
Office of Historic Preservation

California Department of Parks and Recreation
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100

Sacramento, CA95816

Attention: Ms. Natalie Lindquist, State Historian

Re: Section 106 Finding of Effect for West Santa
Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project
(FTA_2018 1224 001)

Dear Ms. Polanco:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), in coordination with the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), is continuing consultation with the
California State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (Section 106) and its implementing regulations

(36 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 800) for the West Santa Ana Branch (WSAB)
Transit Corridor Project (Project). The FTA is the lead federal agency for the Project. This
letter requests your comment on the revised APE and concurrence on the finding of no adverse
effect for this undertaking per 36 CFR 800.4 and 36 CFR 800.5.

In addition, this consultation includes support for United States Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE) permits for this Project related to the river crossings. The FTA is acting on behalf of
the USACE to fulfill its federal responsibility under Section 106 pursuant to 36 CFR 800.2(a)(2).

Background

The Project is a proposed light rail transit line that would extend through Southeast Los Angeles
County. The WSAB Transit Corridor Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental
Impact Report (EIS/EIR) studied four Build Alternatives: Alternatives 1, 2, 3, and 4. The Draft
EIS/EIR was released in July 2021, and the public comment period ended on September 28,
2021. OnJanuary 27, 2022, the LACMTA Board of Directors selected Alternative 3 as the
Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA).

The LPA extends 14.5 miles, from the Slauson/A Line Station in the north to the proposed
Pioneer Station in the south. The LPA will consist of 12.1 miles of at-grade alignment and 2.4
miles of aerial alignment.



The LPA includes the following components: nine station configurations, five parking facilities,
elevated crossings of the Los Angeles (LA) River Channel, Rio Hondo River Channel, and San
Gabriel River Channel, street crossings (at-grade, freeway, elevated street, and elevated rail),
traction power substations, and one maintenance and storage facility. The LPA includes a design
option to close 186™ Street, keep 187th Street open to traffic in the City of Artesia and turn
Corby Avenue into a cul-de-sac with an access driveway for the existing business.

On December 21, 2018, FTA initiated Section 106 consultation with your office regarding the
Area of Potential Effects (APE), which accounted for potential effects associated with all four
Build Alternatives, and a proposed approach to the survey, identification, and evaluation of cultural
resources. In a letter dated January 18, 2019, SHPO responded with comments on the APE and the
proposed built environment screening methodology. In a letter dated April 26, 2019, the FTA
provided additional information to address comments. In a reply letter dated May 29, 2019, SHPO
indicated that it had no further comments on the APE and concurred with the screening
methodology.

Consultation continued with a letter dated March 30, 2020 and the transmittal of the West Santa
Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Cultural Resources Survey Report—Rev 1 (Survey Report—
Rev 1) The FTA requested comments on the revised APE and concurrence from your office on
determination of the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligibility for 36 built
environment historic properties, the assumed NRHP eligibility of seven archaeological sites, and
the NRHP ineligibility of 400 properties. The FTA did not receive a response from your office.

In response to public and agency comment received on the Draft EIS/EIR, the alternatives were
refined. Accordingly, the updated West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Cultural
Resources Survey Report—Rev 2 (Survey Report—Rev 2) was submitted to your office on

May 11, 2023. The FTA requested comment on the revised APE and concurrence on the
determinations of eligibility. In a letter dated June 29, 2023, SHPO deemed sufficient the
documentation and delineation of the APE and concurred with the determinations of NRHP
eligibility.

Area of Potential Effect

The APE was delineated to consider potential direct and indirect effects, including potential
noise, vibration, and/or visual effects to historic properties. Previously, the vertical extent of the
APE ranged from approximately 90 feet above the existing ground surface and approximately
115 feet below the existing ground surface. Following the APE delineation in June 2023, the
depth of the APE has been expanded to approximately 150 feet below the existing ground
surface to account for geotechnical borings necessary to support project construction.

Evaluation of Effect

The enclosed West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Final Cultural Resources Effects
Report (Effects Report) presents an assessment of effects of a No Build Alternative and the LPA,
including design option, on the historic properties located in the APE for the LPA.

No known archaeological historic properties were identified in the APE for the LPA. The APE for
the LPA is considered to have low to moderate sensitivity for the presence of buried
archaeological deposits that could qualify as historic properties/historical resources. The Project
would result in no adverse effect to known archaeological historic properties.



The measures outlined in Section 6 of the Effects Report will be implemented if unanticipated
archaeological resources are discovered during construction.

Nineteen built environment historic properties were identified in the APE for the LPA. The LPA
will introduce new permanent visual elements within the ROW, including additional rail-related
features such as tracks, fencing, pedestrian crossing gates, a grade crossing house, and a train
control house. The proposed visual elements will be similar in scale and massing to the existing
rail-related features currently in the vicinity. Construction activities will primarily occur within
the public and rail ROWSs and will temporarily introduce features (e.g., construction vehicles,
equipment, security fencing, and barricades) that may alter the visual character of the
surrounding area. However, these visual changes will be temporary because construction
equipment, construction vehicles, barricades, and security fences will be removed once
construction is completed.

Partial acquisitions of historic properties would accommodate slight alterations to the right of
way and sidewalk. The LPA will not physically alter or modify historic structures, except as
noted on the enclosed summary table at crossings of the Century Freeway—Transitway Historic
District, Los Angeles River Channel, the Union Pacific Los Angeles River Rail Bridge, Rio
Hondo, and San Gabriel River. The integrity of location, design, materials, or workmanship will
not be diminished by the LPA. Due to the nature of the existing urban environment, the project-
related visual elements from both construction and operation will not diminish the integrity of
setting, feeling, or association, and will not detract from the character of the area. Temporary
construction-related visual elements will not permanently alter or diminish historic integrity; at
the end of construction, these elements will be removed and there will be no permanent
effects/impacts from construction.

The LPA proposes the demolition of Century Boulevard Underpass, a character-defining feature of
the Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District. Caltrans documentation of the district
indicates that while the bridges contribute to the district, they are not individually significant or
significant engineering achievements. Rather, the district’s overall significance is derived from
its association with an Environmental Justice lawsuit and subsequent legal agreement and its
intermodal design and integration of then-novel ITS features. The LPA will alter a small portion
of the district. The district’s appearance will continue to reflect the intermodal and aesthetic
design it currently employs. The new LRT and replacement freight bridges will be generally
consistent in scale, massing, and materials with other character-defining bridges throughout the
district. New LRT and replacement freight bridges will integrate relief consistent with that
present on character-defining bridges throughout the district. The design of the new LRT bridge
will be reviewed and approved by a professional meeting the Secretary of Interior (SOI)
professional standards in architectural history, history, or architecture under Project Measure CR
PM-1 (SOI Standards Design Review). Coordination with Caltrans will continue as the project
design progresses.

In addition, the removal and replacement of minimal landscaping, including the removal and
replacement of roughly 15 trees, may be required. The district’s original landscaping is one of
its character-defining features. A review of historical and aerial imagery of the district indicates
that landscaping on the 1-105 north berm within the APE appears to have been planted after 1996
and is not original. Trees removed during construction would be replaced in-kind and at a ratio
of 1:1, consistent with the principles in the Secretary’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic
Properties (36 CFR 68) and applicable guidelines (36 CFR 800.5 (ii)).



The overall intent of the original landscape design is expected to remain visible and intact with
replacement of the removed trees. Proposed alterations to the district’s landscaping will not alter
any of the characteristics that qualify it for inclusion in the NRHP in a way that will reduce its
overall integrity, given its roughly 19-mile length.

Construction of the new infill Metro C Line station will require realignment of approximately
2,500 feet (0.47 mile) of Metro C Line track. This is approximately 2.5 percent of the district’s
approximately 18 miles of Metro C Line track. The light rail in the median of 1-105 is identified
as a character-defining feature of the Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District. The LRT is
significant for its integration into the freeway’s design in support of its intermodal nature and not
for its design or engineering. The tracks will remain in the median as an integrated component
of the Century Freeway. They will continue to serve a purpose consistent with their historic and
current function in support of the district’s intermodal nature. The new infill station will be
compatible in scale and massing with existing stations and will be located in the transitway
median. No existing stations will be altered. The LPA will result in no adverse effect to the
Century Freeway-Transitway Historic District.

The FTA applied the criteria of adverse effect per 36 CFR 800.5(a) and has determined that the
Project would result in a finding of no adverse effect.

Request for Comment and Concurrence

Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4, FTA requests comments on the revised APE, which includes
consideration of the additional depth of soil disturbance from geotechnical borings.
Additionally, in accordance with 36 CFR 800.5, FTA requests concurrence with a finding of no
adverse effect on historic properties for this undertaking.

The FTA has also determined that these historic properties are subject to Section 4(f) of the U.S.
Department of Transportation Act of 1966, as amended. Based on your concurrence with the
determination of no adverse effect under Section 106, FTA may make de minimis impact
determinations under Section 4(f) for the above-listed properties.

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Mary Nguyen, Director of the Office of Planning
and Program Development, at (213) 202-3960, or by email at mary.nguyen@dot.gov.

Sincerely,

Ray Tellis
Regional Administrator

Enclosures:
e West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project-Summary Table of Historic Property
Effects Evaluation for the LPA
e West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Final Cultural Resources Effects
Report (2023)
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West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project
Summary of Historic Property Effects Evaluation for the LPA

Map
Property Name/Address Reference Section 106 Finding
No. (MRN)

1) 6000 Alameda Street, Huntington 9-015 | The LPA will not physically alter or modify this property.
Park* No adverse effect.

2) L&F Machine Company/2110 9-034 | The LPA will not physically alter or modify this property.
Belgrave Avenue, Huntington Park No adverse effect.

3) 6101 Santa Fe Avenue, Huntington | 10-012 |A small portion of 6101 Santa Fe Avenue will be
Park permanently acquired to accommodate slight alterations to

the ROW and sidewalk. The building located on the
property will not be physically altered or modified. No
adverse effect.

4) 2860 Randolph Street, Huntington 10-017 |The LPA will not physically alter or modify this property.
Park No adverse effect.

5) Huntington Park High School/6020 | 10-021 |Approximately 700 square feet of 6020 Miles Avenue will
Miles Avenue, Huntington Park be acquired to accommodate the LPA. The buildings

located on the property will not be physically altered or
modified by the LPA. No adverse effect.

6) Randolph Substation/Randolph 11-016 |The LPA will not physically alter or modify this property.
Street, Huntington Park No adverse effect.

7) 6300-6302 State Street, Huntington | 11-018 | The LPA will not physically alter or modify this property.
Park No adverse effect.

8) Cudahy Substation/Salt Lake 15-032 |A small portion of the Cudahy Substation property will be
Avenue, Cudahy permanently acquired to accommodate slight alterations to

the ROW and sidewalk. The substation building located on
the property will not be physically altered or modified. No
adverse effect.

9) No address; Los Angeles 17-005 |The LPA will not physically alter or modify the overhead
Department of Water and Power towers to the east and west of the proposed alignment. No
Boulder Lines 1 and 2 (P-19- adverse effect.

188983)

10) Union Pacific Los Angeles River 17-006 |The existing bridge will remain intact and continue its

Rail Bridge, South Gate historic and current use following implementation of the
LPA. While the LPA will not physically alter the deck of
the bridge, the bridge’s existing concrete piers will be
extended to the north to support the new LRT bridge
constructed for the LPA to cross the LA River.
Modifications to the piers will be undertaken using materials
consistent with the existing piers, and the scale and massing
of extended portions of the piers will be consistent with
those currently extant. No adverse effect.

11) Los Angeles River Channel**, 17-007 |The LPA will result in construction within the subject

South Gate (portion of)

segment, but the LPA will not alter the segment’s
orientation or its overall size or shape and will not impact its
ability to function in its historic and current capacity. The
new LRT bridge and its associated features, including
soundwalls, rail track, and catenary poles and wires are
compatible with the subject segment’s surrounding urban
industrial setting. No adverse effect.




Map

Property Name/Address Reference Section 106 Finding
No. (MRN)

12) Pueblo Del Rio Public Housing 8-013 | The LPA will not physically alter or modify this property.
Complex Historic District (portion No adverse effect.
of)/5024 Holmes Avenue, Los
Angeles (P-19-188179)

13) Southern California Edison Long 18-016 |The LPA will not physically alter the property’s overhead
Beach-Laguna Bell 60 kilovolt towers that are north and south of the LPA alignment. No
(kV) and 220kV transmission lines adverse effect.

(P-19-192309)

14) Rio Hondo River Channel**, South| 18-017 |The LPA will introduce new permanent visual elements,

Gate (portion of) into the Rio Hondo Channel, approximately 15 feet west of
the existing Rio Hondo Bridge (which is not a historic
property). The LPA will alter the channel by introducing a
new LRT bridge, piers, and abutments. However, the river’s
character-defining features will remain intact and the new
project elements will be compatible with the design,
workmanship, and materials found throughout 51-mile river.
No adverse effect.

15) Rancho Los Amigos Medical 19-013 |The LPA will have no direct physical impact to any of the
Center Historic District, Downey district contributors. The LPA will introduce new permanent
(P-19-189330) visual elements within the rail ROW and on an adjacent

property, including the Gardendale Station, additional rail
tracks, pedestrian crossing gates, grade crossing houses, a
train control and communication house, catenary poles and
wires, and a TPSS site. Proposed visual elements will be
similar in scale and massing to the existing setting, and the
LPA will not diminish the property’s integrity of setting,
feeling, or association, and will not detract from the
character and quality of the area. No adverse effect.

16) Century Freeway—Transitway 21-027 | The LPA will require demolition of one character-defining

Historic District (portion of)

feature of the district (the Century Boulevard Underpass).
Demolition will only impact 1 of 118 (less than 1 %)
character-defining bridges/overcrossings. The new LRT and
replacement freight bridges will be generally consistent in
scale, massing, and materials with other character-defining
bridges throughout the district. New LRT and replacement
freight bridges will integrate relief consistent with that
present on character-defining bridges throughout the district.
In compliance with Project Measure CR PM-1 (SOl
Standards Design Review), design of the new LRT bridge
will be reviewed and approved by a professional meeting the
SOI PQS in architectural history, history, or architecture as
it advances.

Removal and replacement of minimal landscaping, including
the removal and replacement of up to 15 trees, may be
required. The district’s original landscaping is one of its
character-defining features. Any trees removed during
construction would be replaced in-kind and at a ratio of 1:1,
consistent with the principles in the Secretary’s Standards
for the Treatment of Historic Properties (36 CFR 68) and
applicable guidelines (36 CFR 800.5 (ii)). The overall intent




Property Name/Address

Map
Reference
No. (MRN)

Section 106 Finding

of the original landscape design is expected to remain visible
and intact with replacement of the removed trees.

Shifting 2,500 feet (0.47 mile) of track will be a minor
change within a median of Century Freeway is already
dedicated to transit use. New infill station will be
compatible in scale and massing with existing stations and
will be located in the transitway median; no existing stations
will be altered. No adverse effect.

17) Bellflower Pacific Electric Railway
Depot/16336 Bellflower
Boulevard, Bellflower (P-19-
186111)

28-008

The LPA will introduce permanent visual elements
consistent in scale and design with the surrounding urban
environment, a former light rail corridor. New permanent
visual elements include a 12-foot-tall soundwall at-grade
along the northern perimeter of the ROW, catenary poles
and wires, fences, a new station, and parking. North-facing
views of the original Bellflower Depot will remain available
south of the ROW. Implementation of Measure VIB-6 will
ensure that construction activities near historic structures
will be held to a protective vibration damage threshold of
0.20 inch per second peak particle velocity, and equipment
with the potential to damage historic buildings will not be
used within 25 feet of the Bellflower Depot. No adverse
effect.

18) 10040 Flora Vista Street,
Bellflower

28-009

The LPA will not physically alter or modify the building.
Therefore, the property’s integrity of location, design,
materials, and workmanship will not be diminished. No
adverse effect.

19) San Gabriel River Channel**,
Cerritos (portion of)

29-025

A new LRT bridge will be constructed roughly in the
existing location of the San Gabriel River Bridge, which will
be demolished by the Project. The bridge is not eligible for
the NRHP. The LPA will introduce a new bridge, piers, and
abutments. The river’s character-defining features will
remain intact and the new project elements will be
compatible with the design, workmanship, and materials
found throughout the 58-mile-long river. The new LRT
bridge will not change the historic alignment of the river or
result in the removal or substantial alteration of its character-
defining features. No adverse effect.

*= Property mistakenly addressed as 1978 Belgrave Avenue in the Draft EIS/EIR.
**= segment of a channelized river that is contributing to a larger historic district encompassing elements of the Los Angeles County Drainage

Area Project
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January 4, 2024
VIA EMAIL In reply refer to: FTA_2018_ 1224 001

Mr. Ray Tellis, Regional Administrator
Federal Transit Administration
888 South Figueroa Street, Suite 440
Los Angeles, CA 90017-5467

RE: Section 106 Finding of Effect for the Proposed West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor,
Los Angeles County, CA

Dear Mr. Tellis:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA). in coordination with Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority, is continuing consultation under Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (36 CFR 800) for above undertaking. As part
of the submitted documentation the FTA provided a Final Cultural Resources Effects Report
for the project area.

The undertaking is a proposed light rail transit line that would extend through Southeast Los
Angeles County.

On December 21, 2018, FTA initiated Section 106 consultation with the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the area of potential effect (APE) and the proposed
approach to the survey, identification, and evaluation of cultural resources. In a letter dated
January 18, 2019, the SHPO responded with comments on the APE and proposed a built
environment screening methodology. In a letter dated April 26, 2019, FTA provided additional
information to address SHPO's questions. In a letter dated May 29, 2019, SHPO indicated that
there were no further comments on the APE and concurred with the proposed screening
methodology. In a letter dated March 30, 2020, FTA requested comments on the revised APE
and concurrence on the determinations of the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
eligibility for 36 architectural properties, the assumed NRHP eligibility of 7 archaeological sites,
and the NRHP ineligibility of 400 properties. The FTA did not receive a response from SHPO.

Since 2022, the APE was expanded to account for design modifications, traffic mitigation
measures, and temporary construction easements. In a letter of May 11, 2023, the FTA
requested comment on the revised APE and concurrence on determinations of eligibility. The
SHPO responded by letter on June 29, 2023 and concurred with FTA’s APE delineation and
determinations.
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The APE was delineated to consider potential direct and indirect effects, including potential
noise, vibration, and/or visual effects to historic properties. Previously, the vertical extent of the
APE ranged from approximately 90 feet above the existing ground surface and approximately
115 feet below the existing ground surface. Following the APE delineation in June 2023, the
depth of the APE has been expanded to approximately 150 feet below the existing ground
surface to account for geotechnical borings necessary to support project construction.

The FTA found no known archaeological properties within the APE and considers the APE to
have low to moderate sensitivity for the presence of buried archaeological deposits that could
qualify as historic properties. The FTA found that the undertaking will have no adverse effect
to known archaeological properties. Measures outlined in Section 6 of the Effects Reports will
be implemented if unanticipated archaeological resources are discovered during construction.

Nineteen built-environment historic properties, eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places (NRHP), were identified in the APE. The FTA found that the undertaking will have no
adverse effect to these 19 historic properties. The undertaking will introduce new permanent
visual elements within the right of way (ROW), including additional rail-related features such as
tracks, fencing, pedestrian crossing gates, a grade crossing house, and a train control house.
The proposed visual elements will be similar in scale and massing to the existing rail-related
features currently in the vicinity.

The undertaking will physically alter or modify the following five historic properties:

e Century Freeway—Transitway Historic District — The undertaking will require demolition of
one character-defining feature of the district (the Century Boulevard Underpass).
Demolition will only impact 1 of 118 (less than 1 %) character-defining
bridges/overcrossings. The new light rail and replacement freight bridges will be generally
consistent in scale, massing, and materials with other character-defining bridges
throughout the district. New light rail and replacement freight bridges will integrate relief
consistent with that present on character-defining bridges throughout the district. Design of
the new light rail bridge will be reviewed and approved by a professional meeting the
Secretary of the Interior’s professional qualification standards in architectural history,
history, or architecture as it advances.

Removal and replacement of minimal landscaping, including the removal and replacement
of up to 15 trees, may be required. The district’s original landscaping is one of its character-
defining features. Any trees removed during construction would be replaced in-kind and at
a ratio of 1:1, consistent with the principles in the Secretary’s Standards for the Treatment
of Historic Properties (36 CFR 68) and applicable guidelines (36 CFR 800.5 (ii)). The
overall intent of the original landscape design is expected to remain visible and intact with
replacement of the removed trees.

Shifting 2,500 feet (0.47 mile) of track will be a minor change within the median of Century
Freeway that is already dedicated to transit use. The new infill station will be compatible in



Mr. Tellis FTA 2018_1224 001
January 4, 2024
Page 3 of 4

scale and massing with existing stations and will be in the transitway median; no existing
stations will be altered.

Los Angeles River Channel — The undertaking will result in construction within the subject
segment, but the undertaking will not alter the segment’s orientation or its overall size or
shape and will not impact its ability to function in its historic and current capacity. The new
light rail bridge and its associated features, including soundwalls, rail track, and catenary
poles and wires are compatible with the subject segment’s surrounding urban industrial
setting.

Union Pacific Los Angeles River Rail Bridge — The existing bridge will remain intact and
continue its historic and current use. While the undertaking will not physically alter the deck
of the bridge, the bridge’s existing concrete piers will be extended to the north to support
the new light rail bridge constructed for the undertaking to cross the LA River. Modifications
to the piers will be undertaken using materials consistent with the existing piers, and the
scale and massing of extended portions of the piers will be consistent with those currently
extant.

Rio Hondo River Channel — The undertaking will introduce new permanent visual elements,
into the Rio Hondo Channel, approximately 15 feet west of the existing Rio Hondo Bridge
(which is not a historic property). The undertaking will alter the channel by introducing a
new light rail bridge, piers, and abutments. However, the river’s character-defining features
will remain intact and the new project elements will be compatible with the design,
workmanship, and materials found throughout 51-mile river.

San Gabriel River Channel — The new light rail bridge will be constructed roughly in the
existing location of the San Gabriel River Bridge, which will be demolished by the
undertaking. The bridge is not eligible for the NRHP. The undertaking will introduce a new
bridge, piers, and abutments. The river’s character-defining features will remain intact and
the new project elements will be compatible with the design, workmanship, and materials
found throughout the 58-mile-long river. The new light rail bridge will not change the historic
alignment of the river or result in the removal or substantial alteration of its character-
defining features.

The FTA applied the criteria of adverse effect per 36 CFR 800.5(a) and has determined that
the undertaking will have no adverse effect on historic properties.

Based on review of the submitted materials, | have the following comments:

1.

Comments on the APE:
e |tis requested that the FTA submit a revised APE map that denotes the APE
revisions (geotechnical boring).

2. Comments on the WSAB Cultural Resources Effects Report:
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e Section 5.2.2.12 Union Pacific Los Angeles River Rail Bridge, South Gate. It is
requested that the FTA provide a photo simulation or artistic rendering that illustrates
what the new light rail bridge will look like next to the existing historic bridge.

e Section 6.2.1 Development of Cultural Resource Mitigation and Monitoring Program.
Because the FTA has presented a finding of no adverse effect for the undertaking, it
is recommended that the term mitigation be removed from the report title. Mitigation
is more applicable to resolve adverse effects; thus, it may be more appropriate to
rename the report to Cultural Resource Monitoring and Discovery Program or
something similar.

e Section 6.2.4 Treatment of Unanticipated Discoveries. It appears that the FTA is
proposing to develop and implement the Cultural Resource Mitigation and
Monitoring Program in accordance with 36 CFR § 800.13(a)(2). As such, the SHPO
requests the opportunity to review and comment on the draft Cultural Resource
Mitigation and Monitoring Program prior to its implementation. This review would
give the SHPO an opportunity to provide comment on FTA’s proposed measures to
identify and treat post-review discoveries should they occur during construction
activities.

If you require further information, please contact Natalie Lindquist at
Natalie.Lindquist@parks.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Julianne Polanco
State Historic Preservation Officer
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February 13, 2024

Ms. Julianne Polanco

California State Historic Preservation Officer
Office of Historic Preservation

California Department of Parks and Recreation
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100

Sacramento, California 95816

Attention: Ms. Natalie Lindquist, State Historian

Re: Continued Consultation for Finding of Effect
for West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor
Project (FTA_2018_1224 001)

Dear Ms. Polanco:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) in coordination with the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is continuing consultation with the California
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (Section 106) and its implementing regulations (36 Code of Federal
Regulations [CFR] Part 800) for the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project (Project).
The Project is a proposed light rail transit line that would extend through Southeast Los Angeles
County. The FTA is the lead federal agency for the Project and is acting on behalf of the United
States Army Corps of Engineers to fulfill its collective federal responsibility under Section 106
pursuant to 36 CFR 800.2(a)(2).

The purpose of this letter is to respond to your letter dated January 4, 2024, and summarize
updates made to the West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Final Cultural Resources
Effects Report (Final Effects Report), presented in the attached West Santa Ana Branch Transit
Corridor Project Revised Final Cultural Resources Effects Report (Revised Final Effects Report)
following your initial review and in response to that letter. This letter requests comments on the
expanded depth of the APE and concurrence on the Project’s finding of no adverse effect
pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4 and 36 CFR 800.5. A copy of the Revised Final Effects Report with
changes tracked and a clean version (without the changes tracked) are enclosed for your review.

Summary of SHPO Consultation to Date

On December 21, 2018, the FTA initiated Section 106 consultation with your office regarding
the APE and the proposed approach to the survey, identification, and evaluation of cultural
resources. In a letter dated January 18, 2019, the SHPO responded with comments on the APE
and proposed a built environment screening methodology. In a letter dated April 26, 2019, FTA
provided additional information to address SHPO’s questions.



In a letter dated May 29, 2019, SHPO indicated that there were no further comments on the APE
and concurred with the proposed screening methodology. In a letter dated March 30, 2020, FTA
requested comments on the revised APE and concurrence on the determinations of the National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligibility for 36 architectural properties, the assumed NRHP
eligibility of 7 archaeological sites, and the NRHP ineligibility of 400 properties. The FTA did
not receive a response from SHPO.

Since 2022, the APE was expanded to account for design modifications, traffic mitigation
measures, and temporary construction easements. In a letter dated May 11, 2023, the FTA
requested comment on the revised APE and concurrence on determinations of eligibility. The
SHPO responded by letter on June 29, 2023, and concurred with FTA’s eligibility determinations
and found the APE delineation to be sufficient.

A preliminary Effects Report was circulated for public review and comment with the Project’s
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) (Preliminary
Effects Report) from July 30, 2021, to September 28, 2021. Following updates based on public
review and comment on the Draft EIS/EIR, the Final Effects Report was submitted to the SHPO
on November 17, 2023. On December 28, 2023, the SHPO requested a meeting to discuss the
Project and the potential visual effects. On January 3, 2024, representatives from FTA and
Metro met with a representative from the Office of Historic Preservation. The Revised Final
Effects Report includes updates in response to that meeting and the SHPQO’s letter, dated
January 4, 2024. A meeting summary is included in Section 8.1.3 and Appendix B of the
Revised Final Effects Report.

The SHPO’s letter, dated January 4, 2024, included the following comments regarding the APE
map and Final Effects Report:
e Comment on the APE: “It is requested that FTA submit a revised APE map that denotes
the APE revisions (geotechnical boring).”
e Comments on the Final Effects Report:

o “Section 5.2.2.12 Union Pacific Los Angeles River Rail Bridge, South Gate: It is
requested that the FTA provide a photo simulation or artistic rendering that illustrates
what the new light rail bridge will look like next to the existing historic bridge.

o Section 6.2.1 Development of Cultural Resource Mitigation and Monitoring Program:
Because the FTA has presented a finding of no adverse effect for the undertaking, it is
recommended that the term “mitigation” be removed from the report title. Mitigation
is more applicable to resolve adverse effects; thus, it may be more appropriate to
rename the report to Cultural Resource Monitoring and Discovery Program or
something similar.

o Section 6.2.4 Treatment of Unanticipated Discoveries: It appears that the FTA is
proposing to develop and implement the Cultural Resource Mitigation and
Monitoring Program in accordance with 36 CFR § 800.13(a)(2). As such, the SHPO
requests the opportunity to review and comment on the draft Cultural Resource
Mitigation and Monitoring Program prior to its implementation. This review would
give the SHPO an opportunity to provide comment on FTA’s proposed measures to
identify and treat post-review discoveries should they occur during construction
activities.”



Updates to the Effects Report Based on SHPO Consultation
Based on the January 3, 2024, meeting and January 4, 2024, letter from SHPO, the following
changes were made to the attached Revised Final Effects Report.

e APE: The depth of the APE was expanded from approximately 115 to approximately 150
feet below the existing ground surface to account for the depth associated with
geotechnical borings necessary to support future stages of design and project
construction. The APE map included in Appendix A of the attached Revised Final Effects
Report now includes the following footnote: “Note: The vertical extent of the APE for the
LPA extends from 150 feet below grade to 90 feet above grade.”

e Section 5.2.2.12 Union Pacific Los Angeles River Rail Bridge, South Gate: Visual
aids (one plan view on an aerial image depicting the existing and proposed bridges
[Figure 5-14], one rendering depicting a cross section of the existing and proposed
bridges [Figure 5-15], and two photographs showing current ground-level views of the
existing bridge with associated renderings showing proposed future ground-level views
of the existing and proposed bridges [Figures 5-16, 5-17, 5-18, and 5-19]) have been
added to Section 5.2.2.12 of the Revised Final Effects Report to illustrate the proximity,
scale, and massing of the new light rail bridge next to the existing historic bridge.
Additionally, minor text clarifications were added to the analysis included in this section
regarding visual effects as well as noting that the current debris walls are not original to
the bridge. The visual aids are enclosed for reference.

e Section 6.2.1 Development of Cultural Resources Mitigation and Monitoring
Program: The title of the program required by Mitigation Measure CR-1 has been
updated from “Cultural Resources Mitigation and Monitoring Program” to “Cultural
Resources Monitoring and Discovery Program” and no longer includes the term
mitigation.

e Section 6.2.4 Treatment of Unanticipated Discoveries: Mitigation Measure CR-4 has
been updated to indicate that, if the preparation of a treatment plan is required, it will be
prepared in accordance with 36 CFR § 800.13(a)(2) in consultation with the SHPO.

Historic Properties Identification and Effects Summary

As noted in the Survey Report—Rev 2, the surveys and record searches identified no known
archaeological properties within the APE. The APE is considered to have low to moderate
sensitivity for the presence of buried archaeological deposits that could qualify as historic
properties. The Project would therefore result in no adverse effect to known archaeological
properties. However, consistent with 36 CFR 800.13, the measures outlined in Section 6 of the
Revised Final Effects Report will be implemented if unanticipated archaeological resources are
discovered during construction.

As described in the Revised Final Effects Report and summarized in the attached table, the FTA
found that the undertaking will have no adverse effect to thel9 built environment historic
properties within the APE. The undertaking will introduce new permanent visual elements
within the right-of-way, including additional rail-related features such as tracks, fencing,
pedestrian crossing gates, a grade-crossing house, and a train-control house, in the vicinity of
these historic properties. However, the proposed visual elements will be similar in scale and
massing to the existing rail-related features currently in the vicinity of these properties.



The undertaking will also physically alter or modify the following five historic properties:
Century Freeway—Transitway Historic District, Los Angeles River Channel, Union Pacific Los
Angeles River Rail Bridge, Rio Hondo Channel, and San Gabriel River Channel. However, the
undertaking would not adversely affect these properties. The analysis of the Project’s potential to
affect these historic properties is presented in the following sections of the attached Revised
Final Effects Report, respectively: Sections 5.2.2.18, 5.2.2.13, 5.2.2.12, 5.2.2.16, 5.2.2.21.

Request for Concurrence

Pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4, the FTA requests comments on the expanded depth of the APE. In
accordance with 36 CFR 800.5, the FTA requests your concurrence with a finding of no adverse
effect on historic properties for this undertaking.

The FTA has also determined that these historic properties are subject to Section 4(f) of the U.S.
Department of Transportation Act of 1966, as amended. Based on your concurrence with the
determination of no adverse effect under Section 106, FTA may make de minimis impact
determinations under Section 4(f) for the above-listed properties.

If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Mary Nguyen, Director of the Office of Planning
and Program Development, at (213) 202-3960, or by email at mary.nguyen@dot.gov.

Sincerely,

Ray Tellis
Regional Administrator

Enclosures
e Summary of Effects Evaluation for Built Environment Historic Properties
e West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Revised Final Cultural Resources
Effects Report (changes tracked)
e West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project Revised Final Cultural Resources
Effects Report (final clean)

e Visual aids depicting existing and future conditions of the area surrounding the Union
Pacific Los Angeles River Rail Bridge
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Summary of Effects Evaluation for Built Environment Historic Properties

Property Name/Address

Map Reference

Effects Evaluation

No. (MRN)

Pueblo Del Rio Public Housing 8-013 The LPA will not physically alter or modify this property.

Complex Historic District (portion No adverse effect.

of)/5024 Holmes Avenue, Los

Angeles (P-19-188179)

6000 Alameda Street, Huntington 9-015 The LPA will not physically alter or modify this property.

Park* No adverse effect.

L&F Machine Company/2110 9-034 The LPA will not physically alter or modify this property.

Belgrave Avenue, Huntington Park No adverse effect.

6101 Santa Fe Avenue, Huntington 10-012 A small portion of 6101 Santa Fe Avenue will be

Park permanently acquired to accommodate slight alterations to
the ROW and sidewalk. The building located on the
property will not be physically altered or modified. No
adverse effect.

2860 Randolph Street, Huntington 10-017 The LPA will not physically alter or modify this property.

Park No adverse effect.

Huntington Park High School/6020 10-021 Approximately 700 square feet of 6020 Miles Avenue will

Miles Avenue, Huntington Park be acquired to accommodate the LPA. The buildings
located on the property will not be physically altered or
modified by the LPA. No adverse effect.

Randolph Substation/Randolph 11-016 The LPA will not physically alter or modify this property.

Street, Huntington Park No adverse effect.

6300-6302 State Street, Huntington 11-018 The LPA will not physically alter or modify this property.

Park No adverse effect.

Cudahy Substation/Salt Lake 15-032 A small portion of the Cudahy Substation property will be

Avenue, Cudahy permanently acquired to accommodate slight alterations to
the ROW and sidewalk. The substation building located on
the property will not be physically altered or modified. No
adverse effect.

No address; Los Angeles 17-005 The LPA will not physically alter or modify the overhead

Department of Water and Power towers to the east and west of the proposed alignment. No

Boulder Lines 1 and 2 (P-19- adverse effect.

188983)

Union Pacific Los Angeles River 17-006 The existing bridge deck will remain intact and continue its

Rail Bridge, South Gate historic and current use following implementation of the
LPA. While the LPA will not physically alter the deck of
the bridge, the bridge’s existing concrete piers will be
extended to the north to support the new LRT bridge
constructed for the LPA to cross the LA River.
Modifications to the piers will be undertaken using
materials consistent with the existing piers, and the scale
and massing of extended portions of the piers will be
consistent with those currently extant. No adverse effect.

Los Angeles River Channel**, 17-007 The LPA will result in construction within the subject

South Gate (portion of)

segment, but the LPA will not alter the segment’s
orientation or its overall size or shape and will not impact
its ability to function in its historic and current capacity.
The new LRT bridge and its associated features, including
soundwalls, rail track, and catenary poles and wires, are




Property Name/Address

Map Reference
No. (MRN)

Effects Evaluation

compatible with the subject segment’s surrounding urban
industrial setting. No adverse effect.

Southern California Edison Long
Beach-Laguna Bell 60 kilovolt (kV)
and 220kV transmission lines
Transmission Line (P-19-192309)

18-016

The LPA will not physically alter the property’s overhead
towers that are north and south of the LPA alignment. No
adverse effect.

Rio Hondo River Channel**, South
Gate (portion of)

18-017

The LPA will introduce new permanent visual elements,
into the Rio Hondo Channel, approximately 15 feet west of
the existing Rio Hondo Bridge (which is not a historic
property). The LPA will alter the channel by introducing a
new LRT bridge, piers, and abutments. However, the
river’s character-defining features will remain intact and
the new project elements will be compatible with the
design, workmanship, and materials found throughout the
51-mile river. No adverse effect.

Rancho Los Amigos Medical Center
Historic District, Downey (P-19-
189330)

19-013

The LPA will have no direct physical impact to any of the
district contributors. The LPA will introduce new
permanent visual elements within the rail ROW and on an
adjacent property, including the Gardendale Station,
additional rail tracks, pedestrian crossing gates, grade-
crossing houses, a train control and communication house,
catenary poles and wires, and a TPSS site. Proposed visual
elements will be similar in scale and massing to the
existing setting, and the LPA will not diminish the
property’s integrity of setting, feeling, or association, and
will not detract from the character and quality of the area.
No adverse effect.

Century Freeway—Transitway
Historic District (portion of)

21-027

The LPA will require demolition of one character-defining
feature of the district (the Century Boulevard Underpass).
Demolition will only impact 1 of 118 (less than 1%)
character-defining bridges/overcrossings. The new LRT
and replacement freight bridges will be generally consistent
in scale, massing, and materials with other character-
defining bridges throughout the district. New LRT and
replacement freight bridges will integrate relief consistent
with that present on character-defining bridges throughout
the district. In compliance with Project Measure CR PM-1
(SOl Standards Design Review), design of the new LRT
bridge will be reviewed and approved by a professional
meeting the SOI PQS in architectural history, history, or
architecture as it advances. Removal and replacement of
minimal landscaping, including the removal and
replacement of up to 15 trees, may be required. The
district’s original landscaping is one of its character-
defining features. Any trees removed during construction
would be replaced in-kind and at a ratio of 1:1, consistent
with the principles in the Secretary’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties (36 CFR 68) and
applicable guidelines (36 CFR 800.5 (ii)). The overall
intent of the original landscape design is expected to
remain visible and intact with replacement of the removed
trees. Shifting 2,500 feet (0.47 mile) of track will be a
minor change within the median of the Century Freeway




Property Name/Address

Map Reference
No. (MRN)

Effects Evaluation

that is already dedicated to transit use. A new infill station
will be compatible in scale and massing with existing
stations and will be located in the transitway median; no
existing stations will be altered. No adverse effect.

Bellflower Pacific Electric Railway
Depot/16336 Bellflower Boulevard,
Bellflower (P-19-186111)

28-008

The LPA will introduce permanent visual elements
consistent in scale and design with the surrounding urban
environment, a former light rail corridor. New permanent
visual elements include a 12-foot-tall soundwall at-grade
along the northern perimeter of the ROW, catenary poles
and wires, fences, a new station, and parking. North-facing
views of the original Bellflower Depot will remain
available south of the ROW. Implementation of Measure
VIB-6 will ensure that construction activities near historic
structures will be held to a protective vibration damage
threshold of 0.20 inch per second peak particle velocity,
and equipment with the potential to damage historic
buildings will not be used within 25 feet of the Bellflower
Depot. No adverse effect.

10040 Flora Vista Street, Bellflower

28-009

The LPA will not physically alter or modify the building.
Therefore, the property’s integrity of location, design,
materials, and workmanship will not be diminished. No
adverse effect.

San Gabriel River Channel**,
Cerritos (portion of)

29-025

A new LRT bridge will be constructed roughly in the
existing location of the San Gabriel River Bridge, which
will be demolished by the Project. The bridge is not
eligible for the NRHP. The LPA will introduce a new
bridge, piers, and abutments. The river’s character-
defining features will remain intact and the new project
elements will be compatible with the design, workmanship,
and materials found throughout the 58-mile-long river.

The new LRT bridge will not change the historic alignment
of the river or result in the removal or substantial alteration
of its character-defining features. No adverse effect.

*= Property mistakenly addressed as 1978 Belgrave Avenue in the Draft EIS/EIR.
**= Segment of a channelized river that is contributing to a larger historic district encompassing elements of the Los Angeles County Drainage

Area Project

LPA = Locally Preferred Alternative; LRT = light rail transit; NRHP = National Register of Historic Places; ROW = right-of-way; SOl PQS =
Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards; TPSS = traction power substation
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March 12, 2024
VIA EMAIL In reply refer to: FTA_2018_1224_001

Mr. Ray Tellis, Regional Administrator
Federal Transit Administration
888 South Figueroa Street, Suite 440
Los Angeles, CA 90017-5467

RE: Continued Section 106 Consultation for the Finding of Effect for the Proposed West Santa
Ana Branch Transit Corridor, Los Angeles County, CA

Dear Mr. Tellis:

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA). in coordination with Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority, is continuing consultation under Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (36 CFR 800) for above undertaking. As part
of the submitted documentation the FTA provided a revised Final Cultural Resources Effects
Report as well as Visual Aids for the project.

The undertaking is a proposed light rail transit line that would extend through Southeast Los
Angeles County. The FTA is the lead federal agency for the Project and is acting on behalf of
the United States Army Corps of Engineers to fulfill its collective federal responsibility under
Section 106 pursuant to 36 CFR 800.2(a)(2).

On December 21, 2018, FTA initiated Section 106 consultation with the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) regarding the area of potential effect (APE) and the proposed
approach to the survey, identification, and evaluation of cultural resources. In a letter dated
January 18, 2019, the SHPO responded with comments on the APE and proposed a built
environment screening methodology. In a letter dated April 26, 2019, FTA provided additional
information to address SHPO's questions. In a letter dated May 29, 2019, SHPO indicated that
there were no further comments on the APE and concurred with the proposed screening
methodology. In a letter dated March 30, 2020, FTA requested comments on the revised APE
and concurrence on the determinations of the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
eligibility for 36 architectural properties, the assumed NRHP eligibility of 7 archaeological sites,
and the NRHP ineligibility of 400 properties. The FTA did not receive a response from SHPO.

Since 2022, the APE was expanded to account for design modifications, traffic mitigation
measures, and temporary construction easements. In a letter of May 11, 2023, the FTA
requested comment on the revised APE and concurrence on determinations of eligibility. The
SHPO responded by letter on June 29, 2023 and concurred with FTA’s APE delineation and
determinations.
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On November 17, 2023, the FTA submitted a Final Effects Report to the SHPO. On December
28, 2023 the SHPO requested a meeting to discuss the project and potential visual effects. On
January 3, 2024, representatives from FTA and Metro met with a representative from the
Office of Historic Preservation. The Revised Final Effects Report includes updates in response
to that meeting and the SHPO’s letter, dated January 4, 2024.

The APE was delineated to consider potential direct and indirect effects, including potential
noise, vibration, and/or visual effects to historic properties. Previously, the vertical extent of the
APE ranged from approximately 90 feet above the existing ground surface and approximately
115 feet below the existing ground surface. Following the APE delineation in June 2023, the
depth of the APE has been expanded to approximately 150 feet below the existing ground
surface to account for geotechnical borings necessary to support project construction. The
FTA modified the APE maps to reflect this change.

The FTA found no known archaeological properties within the APE and considers the APE to
have low to moderate sensitivity for the presence of buried archaeological deposits that could
qualify as historic properties. The FTA found that the undertaking will have no adverse effect
to known archaeological properties. Measures outlined in Section 6 of the Effects Reports will
be implemented if unanticipated archaeological resources are discovered during construction.

Nineteen built-environment historic properties, eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places (NRHP), were identified in the APE. The FTA found that the undertaking will have no
adverse effect to these 19 historic properties. The undertaking will introduce new permanent
visual elements within the right of way (ROW), including additional rail-related features such as
tracks, fencing, pedestrian crossing gates, a grade crossing house, and a train control house.
The proposed visual elements will be similar in scale and massing to the existing rail-related
features currently in the vicinity.

The undertaking will physically alter or modify the following five historic properties:

e Century Freeway—Transitway Historic District — The undertaking will require demolition of
one character-defining feature of the district (the Century Boulevard Underpass).
Demolition will only impact 1 of 118 (less than 1 %) character-defining
bridges/overcrossings. The new light rail and replacement freight bridges will be generally
consistent in scale, massing, and materials with other character-defining bridges
throughout the district. New light rail and replacement freight bridges will integrate relief
consistent with that present on character-defining bridges throughout the district. Design of
the new light rail bridge will be reviewed and approved by a professional meeting the
Secretary of the Interior’s professional qualification standards in architectural history,
history, or architecture as it advances.

Removal and replacement of minimal landscaping, including the removal and replacement
of up to 15 trees, may be required. The district’s original landscaping is one of its character-
defining features. Any trees removed during construction would be replaced in-kind and at
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a ratio of 1:1, consistent with the principles in the Secretary’s Standards for the Treatment
of Historic Properties (36 CFR 68) and applicable guidelines (36 CFR 800.5 (ii)). The
overall intent of the original landscape design is expected to remain visible and intact with
replacement of the removed trees.

Shifting 2,500 feet (0.47 mile) of track will be a minor change within the median of Century
Freeway that is already dedicated to transit use. The new infill station will be compatible in
scale and massing with existing stations and will be in the transitway median; no existing
stations will be altered.

e Los Angeles River Channel — The undertaking will result in construction within the subject
segment, but the undertaking will not alter the segment’s orientation or its overall size or
shape and will not impact its ability to function in its historic and current capacity. The new
light rail bridge and its associated features, including soundwalls, rail track, and catenary
poles and wires are compatible with the subject segment’s surrounding urban industrial
setting.

e Union Pacific Los Angeles River Rail Bridge — The existing bridge will remain intact and
continue its historic and current use. While the undertaking will not physically alter the deck
of the bridge, the bridge’s existing concrete piers will be extended to the north to support
the new light rail bridge constructed for the undertaking to cross the LA River. Modifications
to the piers will be undertaken using materials consistent with the existing piers, and the
scale and massing of extended portions of the piers will be consistent with those currently
extant.

¢ Rio Hondo River Channel — The undertaking will introduce new permanent visual elements,
into the Rio Hondo Channel, approximately 15 feet west of the existing Rio Hondo Bridge
(which is not a historic property). The undertaking will alter the channel by introducing a
new light rail bridge, piers, and abutments. However, the river’s character-defining features
will remain intact and the new project elements will be compatible with the design,
workmanship, and materials found throughout 51-mile river.

e San Gabriel River Channel — The new light rail bridge will be constructed roughly in the
existing location of the San Gabriel River Bridge, which will be demolished by the
undertaking. The bridge is not eligible for the NRHP. The undertaking will introduce a new
bridge, piers, and abutments. The river’s character-defining features will remain intact and
the new project elements will be compatible with the design, workmanship, and materials
found throughout the 58-mile-long river. The new light rail bridge will not change the historic
alignment of the river or result in the removal or substantial alteration of its character-
defining features.

The FTA applied the criteria of adverse effect per 36 CFR 800.5(a) and has determined that
the undertaking will have no adverse effect on historic properties.
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Based on review of the submitted materials, | have the following comments:

1. The APE as currently delineated appears appropriate.

2. 1 do not object to the FTA'’s finding of no adverse effect for the project.

3. Be advised that under certain circumstances, such as an unanticipated discovery or a
change in undertaking description, the FTA may have additional future responsibilities for
this undertaking under 36 CFR Part 800.

If you require further information, please contact Natalie Lindquist at
Natalie.Lindquist@parks.ca.gov.

Sincerely,
Julianne Polanco
State Historic Preservation Officer


mailto:Natalie.Lindquist@parks.ca.gov
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APPENDIX B: PROPERTY LEASE AGREEMENTS

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project
e

Final Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation March 2024






MTA ACCOUNT SUMMARY
CONTRACT
NUMBER RWSAQ000604
CUSTOMER NAME PARAMOUNT, CITY OF
VAL MAP WSA7/8
THOMAS BROS.
MAP 735-H3
CROSS STREETS Paramount/Rosecrans Blvd.
CITY

Paramount

SOUTHERN PACIFIC
CONTRACT #
SOUTHERN PACIFIC
MILE POST 496.2
ASSESSOR PARCEL #

6242-025-902




LEASE 4 LICENSE)/ EASEMENT / PERMIT SUMMARY

rrLe wo. AO0OO604 pate W /04/43
YARDI TENANT CODE (10618

Line: \a/est Sontu PAwva Rvancia

PROPERTY INFORMATION
Property Code: (Line code + billing cycle) \m \JSAMAB
Address:

(street intersections) &mg\n‘\* Sbog\gwi af( Sggsegmns

(street address if available)

Remarks: (site dimensions and use) * 1,559 XY’ aren Soe
_Ehgngg;mﬂ* Qh(\( - '
UNIT INFORMATION
Unit Code: (Tenant's unique code + 5 digit file # ¥¥Y”C)éOC)L+
Rent: (NOTE: Do not enter one time fees)
Square ft'.: %
Remarks: (Mile pdst) MP ¥ W4¢ .2

(Vval Map number) Valmap _SAWN 3 /8

(Thomas Guide grid) TGarid_ 338 W-3
(City/Community) _ Cavewmsauwi

TENANT INFORMATION
Tenant Code: {Type of contract + 5 digit file #) kAu(]CDGQC)L+
Status: (Current, Past, Eviction, Notice giwven, Vacant)

*

Tele: - 2\00

Deposiks: (gecurity) 7.4

Last incr.: (date) e Next incr.: (date)
Rent index: Next rent:

Move in: (effective date) n 7oy /43

Move out: {(termination date) -

Insured to: (date) Leased to: (date)

Remarks: Contact
Second Page;
Billing month, if annual rent:
Previous contract number: SP/SF/UP/LACTC __ nowne
Previous tenant: _wione
Insurance required? ins:y »  ins:n
Need to include or update? ins:up
Environmental liability provisions included? env:y_» €env:n
Need to include or update? env:up
Hazardous materials stored on property? (If yes, describe; if no,
leave blank} haz:
CPI included? cpi:y cpi:n__x Include or update? cpi:up
One time fee paid or due? fee:due_ fee:paid_)(.amount:itggjglgzp
Environmental problems: wo
Additional Comments:

Rev. 5/93




b .LEAOLM Date: \\/5/43
LEASE CENSE.’/ PROPERTY INSPECTION (CIRCLE ONE)

. \WWes
Location: Qma-am{\:/ Line/Branch - Mile Post t L\q(o-l

Station (e . City (biawmomi, Community Bhiowosny-, County Loy &;Q\CS

Map Reference:
spT val. map SAN /R ATSF Sta./ROW Map N/ A APM C;QB\"OOH—C\OC)
Lease/License: (existing) Leasa[LicenB: (jNewD

SPTCO/ATSF No. _W/A MTA No.:
MTA No. ACOO 6OH Date of Review & Approval

E : ot
Lessee/Licensee ‘H vi By RCC/SCRRA Engineering q /CJ:5 /q’}
Sublesdtae none. A Term: @r
~x E Si0 3
Use: e o Vpate of Review & Approval
By Area Team ||/E_\§’/13

{(initials of provider)

Area: -
Dimensions = | 550 X Ho" sq. Ft. £ 62,000 Ac. /. L/
_r_— _—
Rental: (Indicate.reasoning for rental in "Comments®
Per Annum d Per Month CPI: Y / N )(circle cne)

[}

Effective li/01 /Q’b_ Revision Due WA
puv-Land = 15, 334\ MR at _ R % =

g N{A /A *

FMV-Imps. Taxes at ¥ = -

7 FMR Total = $ézco oev vAonTA
Insurance:@/ N {circle one} Property Records:

Coverage Required Cibyis selP-in_Suf&;k Date Posted on Map

Limits N/ M Date Entered YARDI

Flield Review: (Attach photo on separate page)

Address A\OW\ V\'\'kg \;Jcs\’gav\\v\ bﬁm Bfav\c\’\ b/&-Qﬁwow'\‘B\\lﬂ. é( Dob)y\g.( Av
Use - Conforms Yes _X No
User - Conforms Yes _X No __

Imps. - Description pO-V'\V\q'.\:a\n\"\m uno!( \G\V\&Scc\o‘w\a
Owned by: -lessop Lessee
Utilities: Water ) Sewer _~~Gas _ Electricity _»x Tel.

Streets: Nearest Qcmxw\ouv\ \(‘ (boo\eucu‘d\
Paved ) Curb ~Gutter -~ S/W __  Storm Drains _Y
Tanks: Type N u/G Above Ground
Electric Transformers Asbestos Chemicals
r
Other Environmental Concerms direcih o n‘\‘ $ o ‘\‘rw\smts.siov\

. e
Zoning Up\oqn S@CL H&B Use \V\AUS\Y‘\C\\/Cor-smcrc(cg\./v_\:\\,\\—:;?-e___

M‘.\\l

Encroachments VWOwW £

Tregpassers NONR___

Surrounding Area Uses (‘hf‘\C‘\V'u, U/Cr U-H\:—}-{CS; Siﬁa/\baarfiﬁ
Rail Service WO Gervhiee \ou—F—J Woar 15 dckve
Comments:
The Dodtheast PrreaTeowm Vras rc%ucS\-zr)\ Hate Licemse Yo Yoo cenrivee

2

uﬂ)b-b\ﬂ’)\ \)hu.)\ﬁfg 90]L Approved: <ﬁ’ %«ZK‘* %’M f 7/CM(/

Real Estate Officer Mgr. - Prop. Mgmt. irgctor .of R. E.
pate: //-/0—F3 ﬁ;;J/{__%
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY



File: ADOOGOH

LICENSE AGREEMENT

This LICENSE AGREEMENT ("Agreement') is made and entered
into as of , 1993 by and between the
LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY, a public
agency existing under the authority of the laws of the State of
California ("MTA"), and THE CITY OF PARAMOUNT ("Licensee"), upon
and in consideration of the agreements, covenants, terms and
conditions below: S

PART 1I.

BASIC I.TCENSE PROVISIONS

1. Description of License Property:

A rectangular shaped area along MTA's West Santa Ana Branch
Right of Way, south of Rosecrans Boulevard, ‘City of
Paramount (See Exhibit "A")

Approximate area:
(§1.1)
62,000 sqguare feet

2. Use of License Property:

Parking and landscaping for Paramount Park only, and no
other uses

(§1.1, §10)
3. Commencement Date:
Novembery 1, 1993 (§1.2)
4. Term:
Month-to-month
‘ (81.2)
5. License Fees:
One time fee: $500.00
(§2.1)

6. Insurance Amount:
City of Paramount must provide proof of self-insurance

7. MTA's Address:
Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority
818 West Seventh Street
Suite 1100
Los Angeles, California 90017
Attn: Howard Hawkes (§24.1)

042076-010-010 i MTA
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8. Licensee's Address:
The City of Paramount
16400 Colorado Avenué
Paramount, CA 90723-5050
Attn: William C. Pagett (§24.1)

9. Facility:
N/A (51.1)

The foregoing Basic License Provisions and the General
License Provisions set forth in attached Part XI are incorporated
into and made part of this Agreement.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this
Agreement to be executed by their duly authorized representatives
as of the date first written above.

MTA:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

By: MM(MML/

Name: VELMA C. MARSHALL
Title: Director of Real Estate

LICENSEE:

042076-010-010 ii MTA
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INDEX TQ _LICENSE AGREEMENT - PART II

Section
1. Grant of License/Term e e e s e e e e s e
2. Payments . . .« .« « ¢ ¢ o o s a4 e e s s+ s s
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PART IY — GENERAL LICENSE PROVISIONS

1. Grant _of License/Term.

1.1 Grant of License. MTA hereby grants a non-exclusive license
to Licensee in, on, over, under, across and along the real property of MTA in
the location shown in the diagram attached hereto as Exhibit A and described
in Item 2 of the Basic License Provisions (the "License Property"), for
construction, installation, operation, alteration, maintenance, reconstruction
and/or removal of the Facility described in Item 9 of the Basic License
Provisions, and any usual, necessary and related appurtenances thereto (the
"Facility"), for the purposes described in Item 2 of the Basic License
Provisions, together with rights for access and entry onto the License Property
as necessary or convenient for the use of the Facility. In connection with
this grant of license, Licensee, its employees, agents, customers, visitors,
invitees, 1licensees and contractors (collectively, "Licensee's Parties")
subject to the provisions hereof, may have reasonable rights of entry and
access onto adjoining real property of MTA if necessary for the use of the
Facility or the License Property, with the time and manner of such entry and
access to be subject to MTA's prior written approval. The License Property,
adjoining real property of MTA and personal property of MTA located thereon
shall hereinafter collectively be referred to as "MTA_ Property".

1.2 Term_of BAgreement. The term of this Agreement shall
commence on the "Commencement Date" specified in Item 3 of the Basic License
Provisions. Unless a specific term of this Agreement is filled in at Item 4.B
of the Basic License Provisions, or if Item 4.A is circled, this Agreement
shall continue in full force and effect on a month-to-month basis as provided
in Item 4.A of the Basic License Provisions until terminated by either party
on thirty (30) days' prior written notice. If Item 4.B of the Basic License
Provisions is filled in, then this Agreement shall be a license for the term
specified in said Item 4.B; provided, however, that MTA shall have the right
to terminate this Agreement prior to the date specified in Item 4.B by
delivering thirty (30) days' prior written notice to Licensee, provided that
MTA, in its scole, reascnable judgment, determines that it then may require
possession of the License Property for its primary, transportation-related
purposes. The term of this Agreement as provided above is referred to as the
"Term".

1.3 Condition of Premises. Licensee acknowledges that it has
inspected and accepts the License Property in its present condition as suitable
for the use for which this Agreement is granted. Execution of this Agreement
by Licensee shall be conclusive to establish that the License Property is in
good and satisfactory condition as of the Commencement Date.

2. Payments.

2.1 License Fee. As consideration for the rights herein
granted, Licensee agrees to pay to MTA the amcunt per month specified in Item 5
of the Basic License Provisions, as such amount may be adjusted as set forth
in Section 2.2. 1If Item 5.B.a of the Basic License Provisions is circled, the
one time fee noted therein shall be due and payable upon execution of this
Agreement. If Item 5.B.b of the Basic License Provisions is circled, the fee
noted therein shall be due and payable as indicated in that item. If Item
S.A.a of the Basic License Provisions is circled, an amount equal to twelve
{12) times the Base License Fee, as such fee may be adjusted pursuant to the
provisions of Section 2.2, shall be due and payable, without demand, annually
in advance for the convenience of both parties, without affecting the Term of
this Agreement as specified in Section 1.2. If Item 5.A.b of the Basic License
Provisions is circled, the first month's Base License Fee noted therein shall
be due and payable upon execution of this Agreement. Thereafter, the Base
License Fee, as such fee may be adjusted pursuant to the provisions of Section
2.2, shall be due and payable, without demand, on or before the first day of
each calendar month succeeding the Commencement Date during the Term, except
that the Base License Fee for any fractional calendar month at the commencement
or end of the Term shall be prorated on a daily basis.

042076-010-010 1 MTA
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2.2 License Fee Adijustment.

2.2.1 Annual CPI Adjustment. The Base License Fee shall
be increased, but not decreased, as provided below on the first day of each
menth during which an annual anniversary of the Commencement Date occurs unless
another date(s) is provided in Item 5 of the Basic License Provisions (the
"adjustment Date”). The adjusted Base License Fee as of each Adjustment Date
shall be the greater of the Base License Fee on the day preceding that
Adjustment Date or that amount multiplied by a fraction, the numerator of which
is the CPI figure for the third month preceding the month during which the
particular Adjustment Date occurs and the denominator of which is the CPI
figure for the month that is three (3) months prior to the month containing the
prior Adjustment Date or, if none, the Commencement Date. As used in this
gsection, the "CPI"™ means the Consumer Price Index for Urban Wage Earners and
Clerical Workers, Los Angeles/Anaheim/Riverside, all items (1982-84 = 100),
published by the U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, or if
such index is no longer published, the U.S. Department of Labor's most
comprehensive official index then in use that most nearly corresponds to the
index named above. If it is calculated from a base different from the base
period 1982-84 = 100, figures used for calculating the adjustment shall first
be converted to the base period used under a formula supplied by the Bureau.
If a comparable index shall no longer be published by the U.S. Department of
Labor, another index generally recognized as authoritative shall be substituted
by MTA.

2.2.2 Fair Market Adjustment. At intervals of not less
than three (3) years, the Base License Fee (as such fee may be adjusted by
Section 2.2.1, above) payable under this Section 2 shall be increased, but not
decreased, in order to adjust the fee to the then fair market rental value of
the License Property as determined by MTA in good faith. Such increases shall
be effective on an anniversary date of the Commencement Date. MTA shall give
Licensee written notice of the date and amount of any such adjustment not less
than thirty (30) days prior to the applicable anniversary date. If no
adjustment is made on the third anniversary of the Commencement Date, an
adjustment may nevertheless be made on a subsequent date and thereafter at
intervals of not less than three {(3) years apart.

2.3 Late Charge. Licensee acknowledges that late payment by
Licensee of any payment owed to MTA under this Agreement will cause MTA to
incur costs not contemplated by this Agreement, the exact amount of such costs
being extremely difficult and impracticable to fix. Therefore, if any payment
due from Licensee is not received by MTA within five (5) days of when due,
Licensee shall pay to MTA an additional sum of ten percent (10%) of the overdue
payment as a late charge, up to a maximum amount of $500 for each late payment.
The parties agree that this late charge represents a fair and reasonable
estimate of the administrative costs that MTA will incur by reason of a late
payment by Licensee. Acceptance of any late payment charge shall not
constitute a waiver of Licensee's default with respect to the overdue payment,
nor prevent MTA from exercising any of the other rights and remedies available
to MTA under this Agreement, at law or in equity, including, but not limited
to, the interest charge imposed pursuant to Section 24.6.

3. Taxes. Licensee shall be liable for and agrees to pay promptly
and prior to delinquency, any tax or assessment, including but not limited to
any possessory interest tax, levied by any governmental authority: (a) against
the Facility, the License Property and/or any personal property, fixtures or
equipment of Licensee used in connection therewith or (b) as a result of the
Facility's operations.

4. Construction. Any work performed or caused to be performed by
Licensee on the Facility or the License Property shall be performed (a) at
Licensee's sole cost and expense; (b) in accordance with any and all applicable
laws, rules and regulations (including the MTA's rules and regulations), and
(c) in a manner which is (i) equal to or greater than the then applicable
standards of the industry for such work, and (ii) satisfactory to MTA. Prior
to commencement of any construction, reconstruction, installation, restoration,
alteration, repair, replacement or removal (other than normal maintenance)
(hereinafter, “Work"} on the License Property, Licensee shall submit work plans

042076-010-010 2 MTA
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to MTA for review and approval. Any such Work must be carried out pursuant to
work plans approved in writing by MTA. 1In addition, Licensee shall provide MTA
with at least 10 calendar days' written notice prior to commencement of any
Work on the License Property or the Facility, except in cases of emergency, in
which event Licensee shall notify MTA's representative personally or by phone
prior to commencing any Work. Unless otherwise requested by MTA, upon
completion of any Work, Licensee shall restore the MTA Property to its
condition immediately preceding the commencement of such Work.

S. Contractors; Approval and Insurance. Any contractors of Licensee
performing Work on the Facility or the License Property shall first be approved
in writing by MTA. With respect to such Work, Licensee shall, at its sole cost
and expense, cobtain and maintain in full force and effect throughout the term
of such Work, insurance, as required by MTA, in the amounts and coverages
specified on, and issued by insurance companies as described on, Exhibit "B".
Additionally, Licensee shall cause any and all of its contractors and
subcontractors which may (i) be involved with such Work, or (ii) may, for any
reason, need to enter onto the License Property to obtain and maintain in full
force and effect during the Term of this Agreement, or throughout the term of
such Work (as applicable}, insurance, as required by MTA, in the amounts and
coverages specified on, and issued by insurance companies as described on,
Exhibit "B". MTA reserves the right, throughout the Term of this Agreement,
to review and change the amount and type of insurance coverage it requires in
connection with this Agreement or the Work to be performed on the License
Property.

6. Reimbursement. Licensee agrees to reimburse MTA for all
reasonable costs and expenses incurred by MTA in connection with Work on or
maintenance of the License Property or the Facility, including, but not limited
to, costs incurred by MTA in furnishing any materials or performing any labor,
reviewing Licensee's Work plans and/or inspecting any Work, installing or
removing protection beneath or along MTA's tracks, furnishing of watchmen,
flagmen and inspectors as MTA deems necessary and such other items or acts as
MTA in its sole discretion deems necessary to monitor or aid in compliance with
this Agreement.

7. Liens. Licensee will fully and promptly pay for all materials
joined or affixed to the Facility or MTA Property, and fully and promptly pay
all persons who perform labor upon said Facility or MTA- Property. Licensee
shall not suffer or permit to be filed or enforced against the MTA Property or
the Facility, or any part thereof, any mechanics', materialmen's, contractors’,
or subcontractors' liens or stop notices arising from, or any claim for damage
growing out of, any testing, investigation, maintenance or Work, or out of any
other claim or demand of any kind. Licensee shall pay or cause to be paid all
such liens, claims or demands, including sums due with respect to stop notices,
together with attorney's fees incurred by MTA with respect thereteo, within ten
(10) business days after notice thereof and shall indemnify, hold harmless and
defend MTA from all obligations and claims made against MTA for the above
described work, including attorney's fees. Licensee shall furnish evidence of
payment upon request of MTA. Licensee may contest any lien, claim or demand
by furnishing a statutory lien bond or equivalent with respect to stop notices
to MTA in compliance with applicable California law. If Licensee does not
discharge any mechanic's lien or stop notice for works performed for Licensee,
MTA shall have the right to discharge same (including by paying the claimant)
and Licensee shall reimburse MTA for the cost of such discharge within ten (10)
business days after billing. MTA reserves the right at any time to post and
maintain on the MTA Property such notices as may be necessary to protect MTA
against 1liability for all such liens and claims, The provisions of this
section shall survive the termination of this Agreement.

8. Maintenance and Repair. Licensee, at Licensee's sole expense,
shall maintain the License Property and the Facility in a first-class condition
during the Term of this Agreement and shall perform all maintenance and
clean-up of the License Property and the Facility as necessary to keep the
License Property and the Facility in good order and condition, to MTA's
satisfaction. If any portion of the MTA Property, including improvements or
fixtures, suffers damage by reason of the access to or use of the License
Property, by Licensee, Licensee's Parties or by Licensee's partners, officers
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or directors, including but not limited to damage arising from any tests or
investigations conducted upon the License Property, Licensee shall, at its own
cost and expense, immediately repair all such damage and restore the MTA
Property to as good a condition as before such cause of damage occurred.
Repair of damage shall include, without limitation, regrading and resurfacing
of any holes, ditches, indentations, mounds or other inclines created by any
excavation by Licensee or Licensee's Parties.

9. Landscaping. If required by MTA, then Licensee, at its sole cost
and expense, shall install barrier landscaping to shield the Facility from
public view. MTA shall have the right to review and approve landscaping plans
prior to installation. All landscaping work shall be done in accordance with
the provisions of Section_4 above.

10. Use. The License Property and the Facility shall be used only for
the purposes specified in Item 2 of the Basic License Provisions and for such
lawful purposes as may be directly incidental thereto. No change shall be made
by Licensee in the use of the License Property, the Facility or the commodity
or product being conveyed through the Facility (if any} without MTA's prior
written approval.

11. Abandonment. Should Licensee at anytime abandon the use of the
Facility or the License Property, or any part thereof, or fail at any time for
a continuocus period of ninety (90) days to use the same for the purposes
contemplated herein, then this Agreement shall terminate to the extent of the
portion so abandoned or discontinued, and in addition to any other rights or
remedies, MTA shall immediately be entitled to exclusive possession and
ownership of the portion so abandoned or discontinued, without the encumbrance
of this Agreement.

12. Breach. Should Licensee breach, or fail to keep, observe or
perform any agreement, covenant, term or condition on its part herein
contained, then, in addition to any other available rights and remedies, MTA
at its option may:

{a} perform any necessary or appropriate corrective work at Licensee's
expense, which Licensee agrees to pay to MTA upon demand, or

- (b} with or without written notice or demand, immediately terminate
this Agreement and at any time thereafter, recover possession of the
License Property or any part thereof, and expel and remove therefrom
Licensee and any other person occupying the License Property by lawful
means, and again repossess and enjoy the License Property and the
Facility, without prejudice to any of the remedies that MTA may have
under this Agreement, at law or equity by reason of Licensee's default
or of such termination.

13. Surrender. Upon termination of this Agreement, unless otherwise
requested in writing by MTA prior to the date of termination, Licensee, at its
own cost and expense, shall immediately remove the Facility and restore the MTA
Property as nearly as possible to the same state and condition as existed prior
to the construction, reconstruction or installation of said Facility. Should
Licensee fail to comply with the requirements of the preceding sentence, MTA
may at its option (i) perform the same at Licensee's expense, which costs
Licensee agrees to pay to MTA on demand, or (ii) assume title and ownership
of said Facility. No termination hereof shall release Licensee from any
liability or obligation hereunder, whether of indemnity or otherwise, resulting
from any acts, omissions or events happening prior to the date the Facility is
removed and the MTA Property is restored.

14. Indemnification. Licensee, on behalf of itself and its successors
and assigns, agrees to indemnify, defend (by counsel satisfactory to MTA), and
hold harmless MTA and its subsidiaries, officers, commissioners, employees,
agents, successors and assigns (individually and collectively, "Indemnitees"),
to the maximum extent allowed by law, from and against all loss, liability,
claims, demands, suits, liens, claims of lien, damages (including consequential
damages), costs and expenses (including, without limitation, any fines,
penalties, judgments, litigation expenses, and experts' and attorneys' fees}),
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that are incurred by or asserted against Indemnitees arising out of or
connected in any manner with (i) the acts or omissions to act of the Licensee,
or its officers, directors, affiljates, Licensee's Parties or anyone directly
or indirectly employed by or for whose acts Licensee is liable (collectively,
*Personnel”) in connection with the MTA Property or arising from the presence
upon or performance of activities by Licensee or its Personnel with respect to
the MTA Property, (ii) bodily injury to or death

of any person (including employees of Indemnitees) or damage to or loss of use
of property resulting from such acts or omissions of Licensee or its Personnel,
or {(iii) non-performance or breach by Licensee or its Personnel of any term or
condition of this Agreement, in each case whether occurring during the Term of
this Agreement or thereafter. o

The foregoing indemnity shall be effective regardless of any negligence
(whether active, passive, derivative, joint, concurring or comparative)} on the’
part of Indemnitees, unless caused solely by the gross negligence or willful
misconduct of Indemnitees; shall survive termination of this Agreement; and is
in addition to any other rights or remedies which Indemnitees may have under
the law or under this Agreement. Upon request of MTA, Licensee shall provide
insurance coverage for possible claims or losses covered by the indemnification
and defense provisions of this Agreement.

Claims against the Indemnitees by Licensee or its Personnel shall not
limit the Licensee's indemnification obligations hereunder in any way, whether
or not such claims against Indemnitees may result in any limitation on the
amount or type of damages, compensation, or benefits payable by or for a
Licensee or its Personnel under workers' compensation acts, disability benefit
acts or other employee benefit acts or insurance.

15. Assumption of Risk_and Waiver. To the maximum extent allowed by
law, Licensee assumes any and all risk of loss, damage or injury of any kind
to any person or property, including without limitation, the Facility, the MTA
Property and any other property of, or under the control or custody of,
Licensee, which is on or near the License Property. Licensee's assumption of
risk shall include, without limitation, loss or damage caused by defects in any
structure or improvement on the MTA Property, accident or fire or other
casualty on the MTAR Property, or electrical discharge, noise or wvibration
resulting from MTA's transit operations on or near the MTA Property. The term
*MTA" as used in this section shall include: (i) any transit or rail-related
company validly operating upon or over MTA's tracks or other property, and
{ii} any other persons or companies employed, retained or engaged by MTA.
Licensee, on behalf of itself and its Personnel (as defined in Section 14) as
a material part of the consideration for this Agreement, hereby waives all
claims and demands against MTAR for any such loss, damage or injury of Licensee
and/or its Perscnnel. In that connection, Licensee waives the benefit of
California Civil Code Section 1542, which provides as follows:

A general release does not extend to claims which the
creditor does not know or suspect to exist in his favor at
the time of executing the release, which if known by him
must have materially affected his settlement with the
debtor.

The provisions of this section shall survive the termination of this Agreement.

16. Insurance. Licensee, at its sole cost and expense, shall obtain
and maintain in full force and effect during the Term of this Agreement
insurance as required by MTA in the amounts and coverages specified and issued
by insurance companies as described on Exhibit *"B". MTA reserves the right,
throughout the Term of this Agreement, to review and change the amount and type
of insurance coverage it requires in connection with this Agreement or the Work
to be performed on the License Property. Prior to (i) entering the License
Property or (ii) performing any Work or maintenance on the License Property,
Licensee shall furnish MTA with insurance endorsements or certificates in the
form of Exhibit "C", evidencing the existence, amounts and coverages of the
insurance required to be maintained hereunder. In most instances, MTA does not
allow self-insurance, however, if Licensee can demonstrate assets and retention
funds meeting MTA's self-insurance requirements, MTA may permit Licensee to
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self-insure, provided, however that the right to self-insure with respect to
any coverage required to be maintained hereunder may be granted or revoked by
MTA at its sole and absolute discretion. MTA shall net be liable for the
payment of any premiums or assessments for insurance required to be maintained
by Licensee under this Agreement.

17. Tests and Inspections. MTA shall have the right at anytime to
inspect the License Property and the Facility sc as to monitor compliance with
this Agreement. If, in MTA's sole judgment, any installation on, or use or
condition of the License Property may have an adverse effect on the MTA
Property, adjacent property (whether or not owned by MTA) or MTA operations,
MTA shall be permitted to conduct any tests or assessments, including but not
limited to environmental assessments, of, on or about the License Property, as
it determines to be necessary or useful to evaluate the condition of the
License Property. Licensee shall cooperate with MTA in any tests or
inspections deemed necessary by MTA. Licensee shall pay or reimburse MTA, as
appropriate, for all reasonable costs and expenses incurred due to the tests,
inspections or any necessary corrective work and inspections thereafter.

18. Hazardous/Toxic Materials Use and Indemnity. Licensee shall
operate and maintain the License Property in compliance with all, and shall not
cause or permit the License Property to be in violation of any federal, state
or local environmental, health and/or safety-related laws, regulations,
standards, decisions of the courts, permits or permit conditions, currently
existing or as amended or adopted in the future which are or become applicable
to Licensee or the License Property ("Environmental Laws"). Except for
Hazardous Materials expressly approved by MTA in writing as shown on Exhibit
"p", Licensee shall not cause or permit, or allow any of Licensee's Parties to
cause or permit, any Hazardous Materials to be brought upon, stored, used,
generated, treated or disposed of on or about the MTA Property. Any Hazardous
Materials on the site shall be stored, used, generated and disposed of in
accordance with all applicable Environmental Laws. As used herein, "Hazardous
Materials*" means any chemical, substance or material which is now or becomes
in the future listed, defined or regulated in any manner by any Environmental
Law based upon, directly or indirectly, its properties or effects.

Licensee shall indemnify, defend (by counsel acceptable to MTA) and hold
harmless the Indemnities (as defined in Section 14) from and against all loss,
liability, claim, damage, cost or expense (including without limitation, any
fines, penalties, judgments, litigation expenses, attorneys’' fees, and
consulting, engineering, and construction fees and expenses) incurred by
Indemnitees as a result of (a) Licensee's breach of any prohibition or
provision of this section, or (b) any release of Hazardous Materials upon or
from the Facility or the License Property or contamination of the MTA Property
or adjacent property (i) which occurs due to the use and occupancy of the
Facility or the MTA Property by Licensee or Licensee's Parties, or (ii) which
is made worse due to the act or failure to act of Licensee or Licensee's
Parties.

The foregoing indemnity shall be effective regardless of any negligence
(whether active, passive, derivative, joint, concurring or comparative) on the
part of Indemnitees, unless caused solely by the gross negligence or willful
misconduct of Indemnitees; shall survive termination of this Agreement; and is
in addition to any other rights or remedies which Indemnitees may have under
the law or under this Agreement.

In addition, in the event of any release on or contamination of the
License Property, Licensee, at its sole expense, shall promptly take all
actions necessary to clean up the affected property (including the MTA Property
and all affected adjacent property -- whether or not owned by MTA) and to
return the affected property to the condition existing prior to such release
or contamination, to the satisfaction of MTA and any governmental authorities
having jurisdiction thereover.

19. Underground Storage Tanks. NEITHER LICENSEE NOR LICENSEE'S
PARTIES SHALIL INSTALL OR USE ANY UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS ON THE LICENSE
PROPERTY UNLESS SPECIFICALLY APPROVED IN ADVANCE IN WRITING BY MTA, WHICH
APPROVAL MAY BE WITHHELD IN MTA'S SOLE DISCRETION.
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At MTA's option, upon the termination of this Agreement at any
time and for any reason, Licensee shall, prior to the effective date of such
termination, remove and close all underground storage tanks and related
equipment and clean up and remove all Hazardous Materials in, on, under and
about the MTA Property, in accordance with the requirements of all
Environmental Laws and to the satisfaction of MTA and any governmental
authorities having jurisdiction thereover, and deliver to MTR a copy of a
certificate of closure issued for such tanks by the appropriate governmental
authority.

20. Subordinate Rights. This Agreement is subject and subordinate to
the prior and continuing right and obligation of MTA, its successors and
assigns, to use the MTA Property in the exercise of its powers and in the
performance of its duties, including those as a public transportation body.
Accordingly, there is reserved and retained unto MTA, its successors, assigns
and permittees, the right to construct, reconstruct, maintain and use existing
and future rail tracks, facilities and appurtenances and existing and future
transportation, communication, pipeline and other facilities and appurtenances
in, upon, over, under, across and aleng the MTA Property, and in connection
therewith the right to grant and convey to others, rights and interests to the
MTA Property on the License Property and in the vicinity of Facility. This
Agreement is subject to all licenses, leases, easements, restrictions,
conditions, covenants, encumbrances, liens, claims and other matters of title
("title exceptions") which may affect the MTA Property now or hereafter, and
the words "grant" or “"convey" as used herein shall not be construed as a
covenant against the existence of any such title exceptions.

21. Compliance with Laws. Licensee shall comply with all applicable
federal, state and local laws, regulations, rules and orders in its work on,
or maintenance, inspection, testing or use of, the Facility and the MTA
Property and shall furnish satisfactory evidence of such compliance promptly
upon request of MTA. MTA may enter the License Property to inspect the
Facility at any time, upon provision of reasonable notice of inspection to
Licensee. Licensee shall obtain all required permits or licenses required by
any governmental authority for its use of the License Property and the
Facility, at its sole cost and expense.

22. Condemnation. In the event all or any portion of the License
Property shall be taken or condemned for public use (including conveyance by
deed in lieu of or in settlement of condemnation proceedings}, Licensee shall
receive compensation (if any) only for the taking and damage to the Facility.
Any other commission or damages arising out of such taking or condemnation
awarded to Licensee are hereby assigned by Licensee to MTA.

23. Markers. Project markers in form and size satisfactory to MTa,
identifying the Facility and its owners, will be installed and constantly
maintained by and at the expense of Licensee at such locations as MTA shall
designate. Such markers shall be relocated or removed upon request of MTA
without expense to MTA. BAbsence of markers in or about MTA Property does not
constitute a warranty by MTA of the absence of subsurface installations.

24. General Provisions.

24.1 Notices. All notices and demands which either party is
required to or desires to give to the other shall be made in writing by
personal delivery, by express courier service or by certified mai} postage
prepaid, and addressed to such party at its address set forth in the Basic
License Provisions. Either party may change its address for the receipt of
notice by giving written notice thereof to the other party in the manner herein
provided. Notices shall be effective only upon receipt by the party to whom
notice or demand is given.

24.2 Non-Exclusive License. The license granted herein is not
exclusive and MTA specifically reserves the right to grant other licenses
within the License Property.

24.3 Coverning Law. This Agreement shall be governed by the laws
of the State of California.
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24.5 Severability. If any term, ¢ovenant, condition or provision
of this Agreement, or the application therecf to any perscon or circumstance,
shall to any extent be held by a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid,
void or unenforceable, the remainder of the terms, covenants, conditions, or
provisions of this BAgreement, or the application thereof to any person or
circumstance, shall remain in full force and effect and shall in no way be
affected, impaired or invalidated thereby.

24.6 Interest on Past-due Obligations. Except as expressly
herein provided, any amount due to MTA which is not paid when due shall bear
interest, from the date due, at the maximum rate then allowable by law. Such
interest will be due MTA as it accrues. Payment of such interest shall not
excuse or cure any default by Licensee under this Agreement, provided, however,
that interest shall not be payable on late charges incurred by Licensee. ’

24,7 cCaptions. The Captions included in this Agreement are for
convenience only and in no way define, limit, or otherwise describe the scope
or intent of this Agreement or any provision hereof, or in any way affect the
interpretation of this Agreement.

24.8 Survival of Obligations. All obligations of Licensee
hereunder not fully performed as of the expiration or earlier termination of
the Term of this Agreement shall survive the expiration or earlier termination
of this Agreement, including without limitation, all payment obligations with
respect to License Fees and all obligations concerning the condition of the MTA
Property and the Facility.

24.9 Waiver of Covenants or Conditions. The waiver by one party
of the performance of any covenant or condition under this Agreement shall not
invalidate this Agreement nor shall it be considered a waiver by it of any
other covenant or condition under this Agreement.

24.10 Amendment. This Agreement may be amended at any time by
the written agreement of MTA and Licensee. All amendments, changes, revisions,
and discharges of this Agreement in whole or in part, and from time to time,
shall be binding upon the parties despite any lack of legal consideration, so
long as the same shall be in writing and executed by the parties hereto.

24.11 Assignment. This Agreement and the license granted herein
are personal to the Licensee. Licensee shall not assign or transfer (whether
voluntary or involuntary) this Agreement in whole or in part, or permit any
other person or entity to use the rights or privileges hereby conveyed, without
the prior written consent of MTA, which may be withheld in MTA's sole and
absolute discretion, and any attempted act in violation cof the foregoing shall
be void and without effect and give MTA the right to immediately terminate this
Agreement.

24.12 Attorneys' Fees. In any judicial or arbitration proceeding
involving performance under this Rgreement, or default or breach thereof, the
prevailing party shall be entitled to its reasonable attorney's fees and costs.

24.13 HNondiscrimination. Licensee certifies and agrees that all
persons employed thereby and/or the affiliates, subsidiaries, or holding
companies thereof and any contractors retained thereby with respect to the
License Property are and shall be treated equally without regard to or because
of race, religion, ancestry, national origin, or sex, and in compliance with
all federal and state laws prohibiting discrimination in employment, including
but not limited to the Civil Rights Act of 1964; the Unruh Civil Rights Act;
the Cartwright Act; and the California Fair Employment Practices Act,

24.14 Further Acts. Licensee agrees to perform any further acts
and to execute and deliver in recordable form any documents which may be
reasonably necessary to carry out the provisions of this Agreement, including,
at MTA's scle discretion, the relocation of the Facility and the license
granted hereby.
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24.15 Waiver of Relocation Rights. Licensee hereby waives any
right to relocation assistance, moving expenses, goodwill or other payments to
which Licensee might otherwise be entitled under the Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property RAcquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended,
42 U.S.C. § 4601 et seq. andfor the California Relocation Assistance Law, as
amended, Government Code § 7260 et seqg. but for this waiver and MTA's express
right of termination.

24.16 Time of Essence. Time is of the essence.

24.17 No Recordinpg. Licensee shall not record or permit to be
recorded in the official records of the county where the License Property is
located any memorandum of this Agreement or any other document giving notice
of the existence of this Agreement or the license granted hereby.

24.18 Revocable License. Licensee agrees that notwithstanding
the improvements made by Licensee to the License Property or other sums
expended by Licensee in furtherance of this Agreement, the license granted
herein is revocable by MTA in accordance with the terms of this Agreement.

24.19 Entire Agreement; Amendments. This Agreement and the
Exhibits hereto "constitute the entire agreement between the Parties with
respect to the subject matter hereof and supersede all prior verbal or written
agreements and understandings between the Parties with respect to the items set
forth herein. This Agreement may be amended at any time by the written
agreement of MTA and Licensee. All amendments, changes, revisions, and
discharges of this Agreement in whole or in part, and from time to time, shall
be binding upon the parties despite any lack of legal consideration, so long
as the same shall be in writing and executed by the parties hereto.

24.20 Additional Provisions. Those additional provisions set
forth in Exhibit "E", if any, are hereby incorporated by this reference as if
fully set forth herein.
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Exhibit "B"
Insurance Requirements

Proof of Self-Insurance



Exhibit *c*

Form of Insurance Endorsement/fCertificate

Proof of Self-Insurance



Exhibit "D*

Permitted Hazardous Materlials

No Hazardous Materials Permitted
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Additional Provisions

Please be advised that plans/discussions currently underway
involve two potential uses of the right of way to improve regional
moblility. The first is the development of a transportation
greenway with bicycle and pedestrian facilities. To ensure
optimum usefulness, the greenway facilities would need to be
continuous through the City of Paramount. Therefore, provisions
are hereby made to allow the MTA to construct a facility through
the subject property without difficulties if such a decision is
made. It is conceivable that a decision to construct some sort of
greenway facility could come within 18 months., Secondly, there ia
a possibility that the West Santa Ana Branch will be selected as
a rail connector with Orange County. If such a decision is made,
the MTA will probably require the return of the entire right of
way adjacent to Paramount Park.
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Exhibit "B"

INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR LEASES, LICENSES, AND PERMITS

Lessee, Licensee, or Permitiee shall procure and maintain, for the duration of the contract, insurance
against claims for injuries to persons or damages to property which may arise from, or in connection
with, the use of LACMTA property hereunder by the Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee, his agents,
representatives, employees or subcontractors.

Minimum Sco  of Insurance {Check all applicabie boxes)
Coverage shall be at least as broad as:

Insurance Services Office Commercial General Liability coverage (occurrence form CG 0001).
Insurance Services Office Form No. CA 0001 (Ed. 1/87) covering Automobile Liability, code 1
(any auto).

Woarker's Compensation insurance as required by the State of California and Employer's
Liability tnsurance.

Course of Construction insurance form providing coverage for "all risks” of loss.

Property insurance against ali risks of loss to any tenant improvements or betterments.
Insurance Services Office Railroad Protective Liability

Contractor's Pollution Liability with coverage for:

a. bodily injury, sickness, disease, mental anguish or shock sustained by any person,
including death;

b. property damage inciuding physical injury to or destruction of tangible property including
the resulting loss of use thereof, clean-up costs, and the loss of use of tangible property
that has not been physically injured or destroyed;

¢. defense, including costs, charges and expenses incurred in the investigation, adjustment
or defense of claims for such compensatory damages; and

d. losses caused by pollution conditions that arise from the operations of the contractor
described under the scope of services of this contract.

ogogg ® XK

Minimum L imits of Insurance {Check all applicable boxes)

essee, Licensee, or Permittee shall maintain limits no less than:

X General Liability: $2,000,000 per occurrence for bodily injury, personal injury and
property damage. If Commercial General Liability Insurance or other form with a general
aggregate limit is used, either the general aggregate limit shall apply separately to this
project/location or the general aggregate iimit shall be twice the required occurrence
lirnit.

Automobile Liability: $7, 000,000 per accident for bodily injury and praperty damage.

Employer's Liability: $7,000,000 per accident for bodily injury or disease.

[] Course of Construction: Completed value of the project.

(] -Property Insurance: Full replacement cost with no coinsurance penalty provision.

] Railroad Protective Liability: $2,000,000 per occurrence. Aggregate limit shall apply separately
to this project/location or the aggregate limit shall be twice the required per occurrence fimit

(] Contractors Poliution Liability: $7,000,000 per occurrence/$2,000,000 annual aggregate.
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Nedurtibles and Self-Insured Retentions

Any deductibles or self-insured retentions must be declared to and approved by LACMTA. At the option
of LACMTA, either: the insurer shall reduce or eliminate such deductibies or self-insured retentions as
respects LACMTA, its officials and employees; or the Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee shall procure a
bond guaranteeing payment of losses, and related investigations, claim administration and defense

expenses,
r Insurance Provisions

The general liability and automobile liability policies are to contain, or be endorsed to contain, the
following provisions:

1. LACMTA, its subsidiaries, officials and employees are to be covered as insureds as respects:
liability arising out of activities performed by or on behalf of the Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee;
products and completed operations of the Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee; premisas owned,
occupied or used by the Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee; and automobiles owned, leased, hired or
borrowed by the Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee. The coverage shall contain no special limitations
on the scope of protection afforded to LACMTA, its subsidiaries, officials and employees.

2. Forany claims related to this project, the | essee, Licensee, or Permittee’s insurance coverage shall
be primary insurance as respects LACMTA, its subsidiaries, officials and employees. Any
insurance or self-insurance maintained by LACMTA, its subsidiaries, officials and employees shall
be excess of the contractor's insurance and shall not contribute with it.

3. Any failure to comply with reporting or other provisions of the policies including breaches of
warranties shall not affect coverage provided to  LACMTA, its subsidiaries, officials and employees.

4. The Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee's insurance shall apply separately to each insured against
whom claim is made or suit is brought, except with respect to the limits of the insurer's liability.

5. Each insurance policy required by this clause shail-be endorsed to state that coverage shall not be
suspended, voided, canceled by either a party, or reduced in coverage or in limits, except after thirty
(30) days' prior written notice by certfied mail, return receipt requested, has been given to LACMTA.

6. Workers' Compensation and Employer's Liability policies shall contain the inclusion of the LACMTA,
its Subsidiaries, officials and employees as additional insured, or provide a waiver of subrogation.

Course of construction policies shall contain the following provisions:

1. LACMTA shall be named as loss payee.
2. The insurer shall waive all rights subrogation against LACMTA.

Acce tab’ " of insurers

Insurance is to be placed with insurers with a current A.M. Best's rating of no less than A:VIl, unless
otherwise approved by LACMTA.

Verificationof C v ra e

Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee shall furnish LACMTA with ariginal endorsements and certificates of
insurance evidencing-coverage required by this clause. All documents are to be signed by a person
authorized-by that insurer to bind coverage on its behalf. All documents are to be received and
approved by the LACMTA before work commences. As an alternative, the Lessee, Licensee, or
Permittee may provide complete, certified copies of all required insurance policies, including
endorsements effecting the coverage required by these specifications.

Contractors and Subconiractors

Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee_shall include ail contractors and subcontractors as insureds under its
policies or require certificates and endorsements for each contractor and subcontractor. All coverages
for contractors and subcontractors shall be subject to all of the requirements stated herein. The
administration of insurance compliance of contractors and subcontractors shall be subject fo audit
review by LACMTA.
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Exhibit “C”
Permitted Hazardous Materials

No hazardous materials are permitted to be used or stored on Premises.
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Exhibit "D "
Additional Provisions
1. Additional Maintenance Provisions. Licensee shall provide [abor, equipment, tools and

materials necessary to fully maintain the Bikeway and its landscaping. Maintenance tasks that
Licensee will be responsible for shall include, but not be limited to:

(a) Weed abatement, which will be performed on a monthly basis.

(b) Removal and disposal of refuse and debris, including broken concrete and
asphalt, construction debris, scrap metal, broken glass, paper trash, furniture,
appliances, automaobile parts, shopping carts, tires, bicycles, dead vegetation,
and other materials illegally dumped on the Bikeway. Debris shall be removed
monthly and/or upon request.

(c) Landscape Maintenance:

+ Provide adequate watering for the planted trees, shrubbery and ground
cover to keep plantings in a heaithy condition.

» Pruning of trees. During the first five years of establishment, trees shall
receive at least annual pruning. All cuttings shall be disposed of off-site, the
same day.

» Planting design and subsequent trimming plan shall incorporate compliance
with existing regulations related to visibility and clearance-for vehicles and
pedestrians.

+ Maintenance levels shall be sufficient to not pose a fire hazard to any
buildings and structures, including poles and wirelines.

« Respond to emergency situations, including timming for public safety and
visibility of traffic devices, signs, etc.

« Fencing and landscaping associated with the Bikeway lying within one
hundred (100) feet of the centerline of any at-grade road crossing of
LACMTA Property shall meet the foilowing minimum requirements:

1) Landscaping shalt be maintained to a height of not more than three (3)
feet above surrounding ground level.

2) Fencing shall be maintained o a height of not more than four (4) feet
above surrounding ground level.

(d) Investigate and resolve maintenance requests as quickly as possible
consistent with staff and equipment availability and City palicy.

(e) Post LACMTA-approved signs regarding the Bikeway project and/or
ownership of the Right of Way. Maintain and replace signs as necessary.

4] Remove graffiti from signs, posts and all hard structures appurtenant to
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the Bikeway and its landscaping on a weekly basis.

In event the Bikeway and LACMTA Property not be maintained as herein
provided, to LACMTA's satisfaction, LACMTA may perform, at Licensee's expense, any
necessary work including, but not limited to, tree and other landscape trimming and fence
replacement, and Licensee agrees to reimburse LACMTA for all incurred costs.
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CALIFORNIA JOINT POWERS INSURANCE AUTHORITY

CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY PROTECTION

In accordance with the provisions of Article 11(a) of the Joint Powers Agreement creating the
CALIFORNIA JOINT POWERS INSURANCE AUTHORITY,
the Executive Committee has designated a Joint Liability Protection Program for the Members.

City of Paramount

including its City Council, along with all its commissions, agencies and employees thereof, is
protected in accordance with the terms and provisions of the CALIFORNIA JPIA Liability Protection
Program. This Certificate is evidence of the Member's participation in the Liability Protection
Program during the period of July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2013.

The CALIFORNIA JOINT POWERS INSURANCE AUTHORITY will investigate, defend and/or pay all

claims, settlements and final judgements which come within the provisions of the CALIFORNIA JPIA
Memorandum of Coverage and any endorsements thereto.

CALIFORNIA JOINT POWERS INSURANCE AUTHORITY

LI Jonathan R. Shull, Chief Executive Officer

=
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File: RWSA000650

BIKEWAY LICENSE AGREEMENT

This BIKEWAY LICENSE AGREEMENT ("Agreement") is made and entered into as
of December 28, 2006 by and between the LOS ANGELES COUNTY
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY, a public agency existing
under the authority of the laws of the State of California ("MTA"), and the CITY OF
BELLFLOWER, a public corporation ("LICENSEE"), upon and in consideration of the
agreements, covenants, terms and conditions below:

PART I

BASIC LICENSE PROVISIONS

1. Description of License Property:

The West Santa Ana Branch right of way, from the westerly City boundary at Lakewood
Blvd., milepost 497.37, to the easterly City boundary at the San Gabriel River, milepost
499.75, in the City of Bellflower, County of Los Angeles, as shown on attached Exhibit
A, dated 9/1/05, excluding areas subject to Lease, License, Easement or similar.
Approximate area:

2.38 +/- miles of varying in width, encompassing 25.21 +/- acres or 1,098,318 +/- square
feet, as shown on attached Exhibit A. (§1.1)

2. Use of License Property:
Construction, maintenance and use by the public as a bikeway, and no other uses(§1.1, §10)

3. Commencement Date:
March 1, 2007 (§1.2)
4, Term (circle one):

A. Month-to-month
@ 240 months endmg February 28, 2027, w%esﬁ—éteenﬂee—w—wequﬁﬂed—fe

M?%—upe»—!—&@day&—ne&ee Llcense shall contmue on a month to month
basis after Term. (§1.2)

5. License Fees:
A. Base License Fee:
$0 per month, payable (circle one):
a. Annuath—n-advance
b. Menthly-in-advance (§2.1)

B. Additional License Fee:
a. One-timefee: $0
b. Otherfees: S0 (§2.1)
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C. Base License Fee Adjustment Dates (Not applicable)
a. Annually based-en€P1
b. Atintervals-of netless-than-three(3)-yearsbased-on-eurrent
Fobtrrarketrent (§2.2)

6. Insurance Amount (See Exhibit "B") (§16)

7. MTA's Address:
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza - 13th Floor - RWSA000650
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952
Attn: Deputy Executive Officer of Real Estate (§24.1)

8. Licensee's Address:
City of Bellflower
Attn: City Manager
16600 Civic Center Drive
Bellflower, CA 90706 (§24.1)

9. Facility:
A bicycle path, trash receptacles, appurtenant improvements, drainage facilities,
irrigation system and all landscaping materials, whether planted as part of this project or
pre-existing and allowed to remain in place by Licensee. (§1.1)

The foregoing Basic License Provisions and the General License Provisions set forth in attached
Part II are incorporated into and made part of this Agreement.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be executed by their duly
authorized representatives as of the date first written above.

MTA:
LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

By: M/%MM«

Name: Velma C. Mérshall
Title: Deputy Executive Officer of Real Estate

LICENSEE:

CITY OF BELLF

By: 7
Name: Michael J. Egan
Title: City Manager
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PART II - GENERAL LICENSE PROVISIONS

1. GRANT OF LICENSE/TERM

1.1 Grant of License. MTA hereby grants a non-exclusive license to Licensee in, on,
over, under, across and along the real property of MTA in the location shown in the diagram attached hereto as Exhibit A
and described in Item 1 of the Basic License Provisions (the "License Property"), for construction, installation, operation,
alteration, maintenance, reconstruction and/or removal of the Facility described in Item 9 of the Basic License Provisions,
and any usual, necessary and related appurtenances thereto (the "Facility"), for the purposes described in Item 2 of the
Basic License Provisions, together with rights for access and entry onto the License Property as necessary or convenient
for the use of the Facility. In connection with this grant of license, Licensee, its employees, agents, customers, visitors,
invitees, licensees and contractors (collectively, "Licensee's Parties") subject to the provisions hereof, may have
reasonable rights of entry and access onto adjoining real property of MTA if necessary for the use of the Facility or the
License Property, with the time and manner of such entry and access to be subject to MTA's prior written approval. The
License Property, adjoining real property of MTA and personal property of MTA located thereon shall hereinafter
collectively be referred to as "MTA Property".

1.2 Term of Agreement. The term of this Agreement shall commence on the
"Commencement Date" specified in Item 3 of the Basic License Provisions. Unless a specific term of this Agreement is
filled in at Item 4.B of the Basic License Provisions, or if Item 4,A is circled, this Agreement shall continue in full force
and effect on a month-to-month basis as provided in Item 4.A of the Basic License Provisions until terminated by either
party on thirty (30) days' prior written notice. If ltem 4.B of the Basic License Provisions is filled in, then this Agreement

sha!l be a hcensefor the term spe::tfed in sa:d !tem 4.8; meme%mmsgmmm

The term of th1s Agreement as prowcled abeve is referred to as the "Term After the Term, Agreement shali continue on a
month to month basis.

1.3 Condition of License Property. Licensee acknowledges that it has inspected and
accepts the License Property in its present condition as suitable for the use for which this Agreement is granted. Execution
of this Agreement by Licensee shall be conclusive to establish that the License Property is in good and satisfactory
condition as of the Commencement Date.

2. PAYMENTS

2.1 License Fee. As consideration for the rights herein granted, Licensee agrees to pay
to MTA the amount per month specified in Item 5 of the Basic License Provisions, as such amount may be adjusted as set
forth in Section 2.2, If Item 5.B.a of the Basic License Provisions is circled, the one time fee noted therein shall be due
and payable upon execution of this Agreement. If Item 5.B.b of the Basic License Provisions is circled, the fee noted
therein shall be due and payable as indicated in that item. If Item 5.A.a of the Basic License Provisions is circled, an
amount equal to twelve (12) times the Base License Fee, as such fee may be adjusted pursuant to the provisions of
Section 2.2, shall be due and payable, without demand, annually in advance for the convenience of both parties, without
affecting the Term of this Agreement as specified in Section 1.2. If Item 5.A.b of the Basic License Provisions is circled,
the first month's Base License Fee noted therein shall be due and payable upon execution of this Agreement. Thereafter,
the Base License Fee, as such fee may be adjusted pursuant to the provisions of Section 2.2, shall be due and payable,
without demand, on or before the first day of each calendar month succeeding the Commencement Date during the Term,
except that the Base License Fee for any fractional calendar month at the commencement or end of the Term shall be
prorated on a daily basis.

2.2 License Fee Adjustment.

2.2.1 Annual CPI Adjustment. If Item 5.C.a of the Basic License Provisions is
circled, then the Base License Fee shall be increased, but not decreased, as provided below on the first day of each month
during which an annual anniversary of the Commencement Date occurs unless another date(s) is provided in Item 5 of the
Basic License Provisions (the "Adjustment Date"). The adjusted Base License Fee as of each Adjustment Date shall be
the greater of the Base License Fee on the day preceding that Adjustment Date or that amount multiplied by a fraction, the
numerator of which is the CPI figure for the third month preceding the month during which the particular Adjustment Date
occurs and the denominator of which is the CPI figure for the month that is three (3) months prior to the month containing
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the prior Adjustment Date or, if none, the Commencement Date. As used in this section, the "CPI" means the Consumer
Price Index for Urban Wage Earners and Clerical Workers, Los Angeles/Riverside/Orange County, all items (1982-84 =
100), published by the U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, or if such index is no longer published, the
U.S. Department of Labor's most comprehensive official index then in use that most nearly corresponds to the index
named above. If it is calculated from a base different from the base period 1982-84 = 100, figures used for calculating the
adjustment shall first be converted to the base period used under a formula supplied by the Bureau. If a comparable index
shall no longer be published by the U.S. Department of Labor, another index generally recognized as authoritative shall be
substituted by MTA.

222 Fair Market Adjustment. If Item 5.C.b of the Basic License Provisions is
circled, then, at intervals of not less than three (3) years, the Base License Fee (as such fee may be adjusted by
Section 2.2.1, above) payable under this Section 2 shall be increased, but not decreased, in order to adjust the fee to the
then fair market rental value of the License Property as determined by MTA in good faith. Such increases shall be
effective on an anniversary date of the Commencement Date. MTA shall give Licensee written notice of the date and
amount of any such adjustment not less than thirty (30) days prior to the applicable anniversary date. If no adjustment is
made on the third anniversary of the Commencement Date, an adjustment may nevertheless be made on a subsequent date
and thereafter at intervals of not less than three (3) years apart,

2.3 Late Charge. Licensee acknowledges that late payment by Licensee of any payment
owed to MTA under this Agreement will cause MTA to incur costs not contemplated by this Agreement, the exact amount
of such costs being extremely difficult and impracticable to fix. Therefore, if any payment due from Licensee is not
received by MTA within five (5) days of when due, Licensee shall pay to MTA an additional sum of ten percent (10%) of
the overdue payment as a late charge, up to a maximum amount of $500 for each late payment. The parties agree that this
late charge represents a fair and reasonable estimate of the administrative costs that MTA will incur by reason of a late
payment by Licensee. Acceptance of any late payment charge shall not constitute a waiver of Licensee's default with
respect to the overdue payment, nor prevent MTA from exercising any of the other rights and remedies available to MTA
under this Agreement, at law or in equity, including, but not limited to, the interest charge imposed pursuant to
Section 24.5.

3. TAXES

Licensee shall be liable for and agrees to pay promptly and prior to delinquency, any tax or
assessment, including but not limited to any possessory interest tax, levied by any governmental authority: (a) against the
Facility, the License Property and/or any personal property, fixtures or equipment of Licensee used in connection
therewith or (b) as a result of the Facility's operations,

4, CONSTRUCTION

Any work performed or caused to be performed by Licensee on the Facility or the License
Property shall be performed (a) at Licensee's sole cost and expense; (b) in accordance with any and all applicable laws,
rules and regulations (including the MTA's rules and regulations), and (¢} in a manner which is (i) equal to or greater than
the then applicable standards of the industry for such work, and (ii) satisfactory to MTA. Prior to commencement of any
construction, reconstruction, installation, restoration, alteration, repair, replacement or removal (other than normal
maintenance) (hereinafter, "Work") on the License Property, Licensee shall submit work plans to MTA for review and
approval. Any such Work must be carried out pursuant to work plans approved in writing by MTA.. In addition, Licensee
shall provide MTA with at least 10 calendar days' written notice prior to commencement of any Work on the License
Property or the Facility, except in cases of emergency, in which event Licensee shall notify MTA's representative
personally or by phone prior to commencing any Work. Unless otherwise requested by MTA, upon completion of any
Work, Licensee shall restore the MTA Property to its condition immediately preceding the commencement of such Work.

5. CONTRACTORS; APPROVAL AND INSURANCE

Any contractors of Licensee performing Work on the Facility or the License Property shall
first be approved in writing by MTA. With respect to such Work, Licensee shall, at its sole cost and expense, obtain and
maintain in full force and effect throughout the term of such Work, insurance, as required by MTA, in the amounts and
coverages specified on, and issued by insurance companies as described on, Exhibit "B". Additionally, Licensee shall
cause any and all of its contractors and subcontractors which may (i) be involved with such Work, or (ii) may, for any
reason, need to enter onto the License Property to obtain and maintain in full force and effect during the Term of this
Agreement, or throughout the term of such Work (as applicable), insurance, as required by MTA, in the amounts and
coverages specified on, and issued by insurance companies as described on, Exhibit "B". MTA reserves the right,
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throughout the Term of this Agreement, to review and change the amount and type of insurance coverage it requires in
connection with this Agreement or the Work to be performed on the License Property.

6. REIMBURSEMENT

Licensee agrees to reimburse MTA for all reasonable costs and expenses incurred by MTA in
connection with Work on or maintenance of the License Property or the Facility, including, but not limited to, costs
incurred by MTA in furnishing any materials or performing any labor, reviewing Licensee's Work plans and/or inspecting
any Work, installing or removing protection beneath or along MTA's tracks, furnishing of watchmen, flagmen and
inspectors as MTA deems necessary and such other items or acts as MTA in its sole discretion deems necessary to monitor
or aid in compliance with this Agreement.

7. LIENS

Licensee will fully and promptly pay for all materials joined or affixed to the Facility or MTA
Property, and fully and promptly pay all persons who perform labor upon said Facility or MTA Property. Licensee shall
not suffer or permit to be filed or enforced against the MTA Property or the Facility, or any part thereof, any mechanics',
materialmen's, contractors', or subcontractors' liens or stop notices arising from, or any claim for damage growing out of,
any testing, investigation, maintenance or Work, or out of any other claim or demand of any kind. Licensee shall pay or
cause to be paid all such liens, claims or demands, including sums due with respect to stop notices, together with attorney's
fees incurred by MTA with respect thereto, within ten (10) business days after notice thereof and shall indemnify, hold
harmless and defend MTA from all obligations and claims made against MTA for the above described work, including
attorney's fees. Licensee shall furnish evidence of payment upon request of MTA. Licensee may contest any lien, claim
or demand by furnishing a statutory lien bond or equivalent with respect to stop notices to MTA in compliance with
applicable California law. If Licensee does not discharge any mechanic's lien or stop notice for works performed for
Licensee, MTA shall have the right to discharge same (including by paying the claimant) and Licensee shall reimburse
MTA for the cost of such discharge within ten (10) business days after billing. MTA reserves the right at any time to post
and maintain on the MTA Property such notices as may be necessary to protect MTA against liability for all such liens and
claims. The provisions of this section shall survive the termination of this Agreement.

8. MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR

Licensee, at Licensee's sole expense, shall maintain the License Property and the Facility in a
first-class condition during the Term of this Agreement and shall perform all maintenance and clean-up of the License
Property and the Facility as necessary to keep the License Property and the Facility in good order and condition, to MTA's
satisfaction. If any portion of the MTA Property, including improvements or fixtures, suffers damage by reason of the
access to or use of the License Property, by Licensee, Licensee's Parties or by Licensee's partners, officers or directors,
including but not limited to damage arising from any tests or investigations conducted upon the License Property,
Licensee shall, at its own cost and expense, immediately repair all such damage and restore the MTA Property to as good a
condition as before such cause of damage occurred. Repair of damage shall include, without limitation, regrading and
resurfacing of any holes, ditches, indentations, mounds or other inclines created by any excavation by Licensee or
Licensee's Parties.

9. LANDSCAPING

If required by MTA, then Licensee, at its sole cost and expense, shall install barrier
landscaping to shield the Facility from public view. MTA shall have the right to review and approve landscaping plans
prior to installation. All landscaping work shall be done in accordance with the provisions of Section 4 above.

10. USE

The License Property and the Facility shall be used only for the purposes specified in Item 2
of the Basic License Provisions and for such lawful purposes as may be directly incidental thereto. No change shall be
made by Licensee in the use of the License Property, the Facility or the commodity or product being conveyed through the
Facility (if any) without MTA's prior written approval.

11. ABANDONMENT

Should Licensee at anytime abandon the use of the Facility or the License Property, or any
part thereof, or fail at any time for a continuous period of ninety (90) days to use the same for the purposes contemplated
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herein, then this Agreement shall terminate to the extent of the portion so abandoned or discontinued, and in addition to
any other rights or remedies, MTA shall immediately be entitled to exclusive possession and ownership of the portion so
abandoned or discontinued, without the encumbrance of this Agreement.

12. BREACH

Should Licensee breach, or fail to keep, observe or perform any agreement, covenant, term or
condition on its part herein contained, then, in addition to any other available rights and remedies, MTA at its option may:

(a) perform any necessary or appropriate corrective work at Licensee's expense, which
Licensee agrees to pay to MTA upon demand, or

(b) with or without written notice or demand, immediately terminate this Agreement and
at any time thereafter, recover possession of the License Property or any part thereof, and expel and remove therefrom
Licensee and any other person occupying the License Property by lawful means, and again repossess and enjoy the
License Property and the Facility, without prejudice to any of the remedies that MTA may have under this Agreement, at
law or equity by reason of Licensee's default or of such termination.

13. SURRENDER

Upon termination of this Agreement, unless otherwise requested in writing by MTA prior to
the date of termination, Licensee, at its own cost and expense, shall immediately remove the Facility and restore the MTA
Property as nearly as possible to the same state and condition as existed prior to the construction, reconstruction or
installation of said Facility. Should Licensee fail to comply with the requirements of the preceding sentence, MTA may at
its option (i) perform the same at Licensee's expense, which costs Licensee agrees to pay to MTA on demand, or
(ii) assume title and ownership of said Facility. No termination hereof shall release Licensee from any liability or
obligation hereunder, whether of indemnity or otherwise, resulting from any acts, omissions or events happening prior to
the date the Facility is removed and the MTA Property is restored.

14. INDEMNIFICATION

Licensee, on behalf of itself and its successors and assigns, agrees to indemnify, defend (by
counsel satisfactory to MTA), and hold harmless MTA and its subsidiaries, officers, directors, employees, agents,
successors and assigns (individually and collectively, "Indemnitees"), to the maximum extent allowed by law, from and
against all loss, liability, claims, demands, suits, liens, claims of lien, damages (including consequential damages), costs
and expenses (including, without limitation, any fines, penalties, judgments, litigation expenses, and experts' and attorneys'
fees), that are incurred by or asserted against Indemnitees arising out of or connected in any manner with (i) the acts or
omissions to act of the Licensee, or its officers, directors, affiliates, Licensee's Parties or anyone directly or indirectly
employed by or for whose acts Licensee is liable (collectively, "Personnel") or invitees of Licensee in connection with the
MTA Property or arising from the presence upon or performance of activities by Licensee or its Personnel with respect to
the MTA Property, (ii) bodily injury to or death of any person (including employees of Indemnitees) or damage to or loss
of use of property resulting from such acts or omissions of Licensee or its Personnel, or (iii) non-performance or breach by
Licensee or its Personnel of any term or condition of this Agreement, in each case whether occurring during the Term of
this Agreement or thereafter.

The foregoing indemnity shall be effective regardless of any negligence (whether active,
passive, derivative, joint, concurring or comparative) on the part of Indemnitees, unless caused solely by the gross
negligence or willful misconduct of Indemnitees; shall survive termination of this Agreement; and is in addition to any
other rights or remedies which Indemnitees may have under the law or under this Agreement. Upon request of MTA,
Licensee shall provide insurance coverage for possible claims or losses covered by the indemnification and defense
provisions of this Agreement.

Claims against the Indemnitees by Licensee or its Personnel shall not limit the Licensee's
indemnification obligations hereunder in any way, whether or not such claims against Indemnitees may result in any
limitation on the amount or type of damages, compensation, or benefits payable by or for a Licensee or its Personnel under
workers' compensation acts, disability benefit acts or other employee benefit acts or insurance.
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15. ASSUMPTION OF RISK AND WAIVER

To the maximum extent allowed by law, Licensee assumes any and all risk of loss, damage or
injury of any kind to any person or property, including without limitation, the Facility, the MTA Property and any other
property of, or under the control or custody of, Licensee, which is on or near the License Property. Licensee's assumption
of risk shall include, without limitation, loss or damage caused by defects in any structure or improvement on the MTA
Property, accident or fire or other casualty on the MTA Property, or electrical discharge, noise or vibration resulting from
MTA's transit operations on or near the MTA Property. The term "MTA" as used in this section shall include: (i) any
transit or rail-related company validly operating upon or over MTA's tracks or other property, and (ii) any other persons or
companies employed, retained or engaged by MTA. Licensee, on behalf of itself and its Personnel (as defined in
Section 14) as a material part of the consideration for this Agreement, hereby waives all claims and demands against MTA
for any such loss, damage or injury of Licensee and/or its Personnel. In that connection, Licensee waives the benefit of
California Civil Code Section 1542, which provides as follows:

A general release does not extend to claims which the creditor does not know or
suspect to exist in his favor at the time of executing the release, which if known by
him must have materially affected his settlement with the debtor.

The provisions of this section shall survive the termination of this Agreement.
16. INSURANCE

Licensee, at its sole cost and expense, shall obtain and maintain in full force and effect during
the Term of this Agreement insurance as required by MTA in the amounts and coverages specified and issued by
insurance companies as described on Exhibit "B". MTA reserves the right, throughout the Term of this Agreement, to
review and change the amount and type of insurance coverage it requires in connection with this Agreement or the Work
to be performed on the License Property. Prior to (i) entering the License Property or (ii) performing any Work or
maintenance on the License Property, Licensee shall furnish MTA with insurance endorsements or certificates evidencing
the existence, amounts and coverages of the insurance required to be maintained hereunder. In most instances, MTA does
not allow self-insurance, however, if Licensee can demonstrate assets and retention funds meeting MTA's self-insurance
requirements, MTA may permit Licensee to self-insure, provided, however that the right to self-insure with respect to any
coverage required to be maintained hereunder may be granted or revoked by MTA at its sole and absolute discretion.
MTA shall not be liable for the payment of any premiums or assessments for insurance required to be maintained by
Licensee under this Agreement.

17. TESTS AND INSPECTIONS

MTA shall have the right at anytime to inspect the License Property and the Facility so as to
monitor compliance with this Agreement. If, in MTA's sole judgment, any installation on, or use or condition of the
License Property may have an adverse effect on the MTA Property, adjacent property (whether or not owned by MTA) or
MTA operations, MTA shall be permitted to conduct any tests or assessments, including but not limited to environmental
assessments, of, on or about the License Property, as it determines to be necessary or useful to evaluate the condition of
the License Property. Licensee shall cooperate with MTA in any tests or inspections deemed necessary by MTA.
Licensee shall pay or reimburse MTA, as appropriate, for all reasonable costs and expenses incurred due to the tests,
inspections or any necessary corrective work and inspections thereafter,

18. HAZARDOUS/TOXIC MATERIALS USE AND INDEMNITY

Licensee shall operate and maintain the License Property in compliance with all, and shall not
cause or permit the License Property to be in violation of any federal, state or local environmental, health and/or
safety-related laws, regulations, standards, decisions of the courts, permits or permit conditions, currently existing or as
amended or adopted in the future which are or become applicable to Licensee or the License Property ("Environmental
Laws"). Except for Hazardous Materials expressly approved by MTA in writing as shown on Exhibit "C", Licensee shall
not cause or permit, or allow any of Licensee's Parties to cause or permit, any Hazardous Materials to be brought upon,
stored, used, generated, treated or disposed of on or about the MTA Property. Any Hazardous Materials on the site shall
be stored, used, generated and disposed of in accordance with all applicable Environmental Laws. As used herein,
"Hazardous Materials" means any chemical, substance or material which is now or becomes in the future listed, defined or
regulated in any manner by any Environmental Law based upon, directly or indirectly, its properties or effects.
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Licensee shall indemnify, defend (by counsel acceptable to MTA) and hold harmless the
Indemnities (as defined in Section 14) from and against all loss, liability, claim, damage, cost or expense (including
without limitation, any fines, penalties, judgments, litigation expenses, attorneys' fees, and consulting, engineering, and
construction fees and expenses) incurred by Indemnitees as a result of (a) Licensee's breach of any prohibition or
provision of this section, or (b) any release of Hazardous Materials upon or from the Facility or the License Property or
contamination of the MTA Property or adjacent property (i) which occurs due to the use and occupancy of the Facility or
the MTA Property by Licensee or Licensee's Parties, or (ii) which is made worse due to the act or failure to act of Licensee
or Licensee's Parties.

The foregoing indemnity shall be effective regardless of any negligence (whether active,
passive, derivative, joint, concurring or comparative) on the part of Indemnitees, unless caused solely by the gross
negligence or willful misconduct of Indemnitees; shall survive termination of this Agreement; and is in addition to any
other rights or remedies which Indemnitees may have under the law or under this Agreement.

In addition, in the event of any release on or contamination of the License Property, Licensee,
at its sole expense, shall promptly take all actions necessary to clean up the affected property (including the MTA Property
and all affected adjacent property -- whether or not owned by MTA) and to return the affected property to the condition
existing prior to such release or contamination, to the satisfaction of MTA and any governmental authorities having
jurisdiction thereover.

19. UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS

NEITHER LICENSEE NOR LICENSEE'S PARTIES SHALL INSTALL OR USE ANY
UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS ON THE LICENSE PROPERTY UNLESS SPECIFICALLY APPROVED IN
ADVANCE IN WRITING BY MTA, WHICH APPROVAL MAY BE WITHHELD IN MTA'S SOLE DISCRETION.

At MTA's option, upon the termination of this Agreement at any time and for any reason,
Licensee shall, prior to the effective date of such termination, remove and close all underground storage tanks and related
equipment and clean up and remove all Hazardous Materials in, on, under and about the MTA Property, in accordance
with the requirements of all Environmental Laws and to the satisfaction of MTA and any governmental authorities having
jurisdiction thereover, and deliver to MTA a copy of a certificate of closure issued for such tanks by the appropriate
governmental authority.

20. SUBORDINATE RIGHTS

This Agreement is subject and subordinate to the prior and continuing right and obligation of
MTA, its successors and assigns, to use the MTA Property in the exercise of its powers and in the performance of its
duties, including those as a public transportation body. Accordingly, there is reserved and retained unto MTA, its
successors, assigns and permittees, the right to construct, reconstruct, maintain and use existing and future rail tracks,
facilities and appurtenances and existing and future transportation, communication, pipeline and other facilities and
appurtenances in, upon, over, under, across and along the MTA Property, and in connection therewith the right to grant
and convey to others, rights and interests to the MTA Property on the License Property and in the vicinity of Facility. This
Agreement is subject to all licenses, leases, easements, restrictions, conditions, covenants, encumbrances, liens, claims and
other matters of title ("title exceptions") which may affect the MTA Property now or hereafter, and the words "grant" or
"convey" as used herein shall not be construed as a covenant against the existence of any such title exceptions.

21. COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS

Licensee shall comply with all applicable federal, state and local laws, regulations, rules and
orders in its work on, or maintenance, inspection, testing or use of, the Facility and the MTA Property and shall furnish
satisfactory evidence of such compliance promptly upon request of MTA. MTA may enter the License Property to inspect
the Facility at any time, upon provision of reasonable notice of inspection to Licensee. Licensee shall obtain all required
permits or licenses required by any governmental authority for its use of the License Property and the Facility, at its sole
cost and expense.

22, CONDEMNATION

In the event all or any portion of the License Property shall be taken or condemned for public
use (including conveyance by deed in lieu of or in settlement of condemnation proceedings), Licensee shall receive
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compensation (if any) only for the taking and damage to the Facility. Any other compensation or damages arising out of
such taking or condemnation awarded to Licensee are hereby assigned by Licensee to MTA.

23. MARKERS

Project markers in form and size satisfactory to MTA, identifying the Facility and its owners,
will be installed and constantly maintained by and at the expense of Licensee at such locations as MTA shall designate.
Such markers shall be relocated or removed upon request of MTA without expense to MTA. Absence of markers in or
about MTA Property does not constitute a warranty by MTA of the absence of subsurface installations.

24, GENERAL PROVISIONS

24.1 Notices. All notices and demands which either party is required to or desires to give
to the other shall be made in writing by personal delivery, by express courier service or by certified mail postage prepaid,
and addressed to such party at its address set forth in the Basic License Provisions. Either party may change its address
for the receipt of notice by giving written notice thereof to the other party in the manner herein provided. Notices shall be
effective only upon receipt by the party to whom notice or demand is given.

242 Non-Exclusive License. The license granted herein is not exclusive and MTA
specifically reserves the right to grant other licenses within the License Property.

243 Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed by the laws of the State of
California.

24.4 Severability. If any term, covenant, condition or provision of this Agreement, or the
application thereof to any person or circumstance, shall to any extent be held by a court of competent jurisdiction to be
invalid, void or unenforceable, the remainder of the terms, covenants, conditions, or provisions of this Agreement, or the
application thereof to any person or circumstance, shall remain in full force and effect and shall in no way be affected,
impaired or invalidated thereby.

24.5 Interest on Past-due Obligations. Except as expressly herein provided, any amount
due to MTA which is not paid when due shall bear interest, from the date due, at the maximum rate then allowable by law.
Such interest will be due MTA as it accrues. Payment of such interest shall not excuse or cure any default by Licensee
under this Agreement, provided, however, that interest shall not be payable on late charges incurred by Licensee.

24.6 Captions. The captions included in this Agreement are for convenience only and in
no way define, limit, or otherwise describe the scope or intent of this Agreement or any provision hereof, or in any way
affect the interpretation of this Agreement.

24.7 Survival of Obligations. All obligations of Licensee hereunder not fully performed
as of the expiration or earlier termination of the Term of this Agreement shall survive the expiration or earlier termination
of this Agreement, including without limitation, all payment obligations with respect to License Fees and all obligations
concerning the condition of the MTA Property and the Facility.

24.8 Waiver of Covenants or Conditions. The waiver by one party of the performance of
any covenant or condition under this Agreement shall not invalidate this Agreement nor shall it be considered a waiver by
it of any other covenant or condition under this Agreement.

249 Effective Date/Nonbinding Offer. Submission of this License for examination or
signature by Licensee does not constitute an offer or option for license, and it is not effective as a license or otherwise until
executed and delivered by both MTA and Licensee. Each individual executing this License on behalf of MTA or Licensee
represents and warrants to the other party that he or she is authorized to do so.

24.10  Amendment. This Agreement may be amended at any time by the written agreement
of MTA and Licensee. All amendments, changes, revisions, and discharges of this Agreement in whole or in part, and
from time to time, shall be binding upon the parties despite any lack of legal consideration, so long as the same shall be in
writing and executed by the parties hereto.

24.11  Assignment. This Agreement and the license granted herein are personal to the
Licensee. Licensee shall not assign or transfer (whether voluntary or involuntary) this Agreement in whole or in part, or
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permit any other person or entity to use the rights or privileges hereby conveyed, without the prior written consent of
MTA, which may be withheld in MTA's sole and absolute discretion, and any attempted act in violation of the foregoing
shall be void and without effect and give MTA the right to immediately terminate this Agreement.

24.12  Attorneys' Fees. In any judicial or arbitration proceeding involving performance
under this Agreement, or default or breach thereof, the prevailing party shall be entitled to its reasonable attorney's fees
and costs.

24.13  Nondiscrimination. Licensee certifies and agrees that all persons employed thereby
and/or the affiliates, subsidiaries, or holding companies thereof and any contractors retained thereby with respect to the
License Property are and shall be treated equally without regard to or because of race, religion, ancestry, national origin, or
sex, and in compliance with all federal and state laws prohibiting discrimination in employment, including but not limited
to the Civil Rights Act of 1964; the Unruh Civil Rights Act; the Cartwright Act; and the California Fair Employment
Practices Act.

24.14  Further Acts. Licensee agrees to perform any further acts and to execute and deliver
in recordable form any documents which may be reasonably necessary to carry out the provisions of this Agreement,
including, at MTA's sole discretion, the relocation of the Facility and the license granted hereby.

2415 Relocation for Public Project. Licensee hereby expressly recognizes and agrees that
the License Property is located on MTA property that may be developed for public projects and programs which may be
implemented by MTA or other public agencies, such as, but not limited to: rail and bus transitways, bikeways, walkways,
beautification projects and other public uses (collectively “Project”), and that Licensee’s use of the License Property
under this License is subject to MTA's right to require Licensee to relocate the License Property, alter, or make changes
as required by MTA, at Licensee’s sole cost and expense unless relocation of the Facility (bikeway) is incorporated in the
Project. Accordingly, as a condition to entering into this License, MTA expressly reserves the right to require Licensee to
relocate, alter, or make changes as required by MTA, for any public Project. Licensee expressly acknowledges and
agrees that: (1) MTA may relocate the License Property for any public project; (2) Licensee will NOT oppose any public
Project when planned or implemented on or adjacent to the License Property; and (3) in the event MTA requires Licensee
to relocate the License Property for any public Project, Licensee (a) shall not be entitled to receive any relocation
assistance, moving expenses, goodwill or other payments under the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property
Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended, 42 U.S.C. §4601 et seq. and/or the California Relocation Assistance Law, as
amended, California Government Code §7260 et seq, and (b) shall not be entitled to any compensation under the eminent
domain law, as a result of such termination and vacation of the License Property.

24.17 Time of Essence. Time is of the essence.

24.18  No Recording. Licensee shall not record or permit to be recorded in the official
records of the county where the License Property is located, this Agreement, any memorandum of this Agreement or any
other document giving notice of the existence of this Agreement or the license granted hereby.,

evocable License.

2420  Entire Agreement; Amendments. This Agreement and the Exhibits hereto constitute
the entire agreement between the Parties with respect to the subject matter hereof and supersede all prior verbal or written
agreements and understandings between the Parties with respect to the items set forth herein. This Agreement may be
amended at any time by the written agreement of MTA and Licensee. All amendments, changes, revisions, and discharges
of this Agreement in whole or in part, and from time to time, shall be binding upon the parties despite any lack of legal
consideration, so long as the same shall be in writing and executed by the parties hereto.24.20

2421  Additional Provisions. Those additional provisions set forth in Exhibit "D", if any,
are hereby incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth herein.
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Exhibit “B”

INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS FOR LEASES, LICENSES, AND PERMITS

Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee shall procure and maintain, for the duration of the contract, insurance against claims
for injuries to persons or damages to property which may arise from, or in connection with, the use of MTA property
hereunder by the Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee, his agents, representatives, employees or subcontractors.

Minimum Scope of Insurance (Check all applicable boxes)

Coverage shall be at least as broad as:

Insurance Services Office Commercial General Liability coverage (occurrence form CG 0001).

Insurance Services Office Form No. CA 0001 (Ed. 1/87) covering Automobile Liability, code 1 (any auto).
Worker's Compensation insurance as required by the State of California and Employer's Liability
Insurance.

Course of Construction insurance form providing coverage for "all risks" of loss.

Property insurance against all risks of loss to any tenant improvements or betterments.

Insurance Services Office Railroad Protective Liability

oo XKXK

Contractor's Pollution Liability with coverage for:

a.  bodily injury, sickness, disease, mental anguish or shock sustained by any person, including death;

b. property damage including physical injury to or destruction of tangible property including the
resulting loss of use thereof, clean-up costs, and the loss of use of tangible property that has not been
physically injured or destroyed;

c. defense, including costs, charges and expenses incurred in the investigation, adjustment or defense of
claims for such compensatory damages; and

d. losses caused by pollution conditions that arise from the operations of the contractor described under
the scope of services of this contract.

Minimum Limits of Insurance (Check all applicable boxes)

Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee shall maintain limits no less than:

[X] General Liability: $2,000,000 per occurrence for bodily injury, personal injury and property
damage. If Commercial General Liability Insurance or other form with a general aggregate limit is

used, either the general aggregate limit shall apply separately to this project/location or the general
aggregate limit shall be twice the required occurrence limit.

Automobile Liability: 37,000,000 per accident for bodily injury and property damage.

Employer's Liability: $/,000,000 per accident for bodily injury or disease.

Course of Construction: Completed value of the project.

Property Insurance: Full replacement cost with no coinsurance penalty provision.

Railroad Protective Liability: $2,000,000 per occurrence. Aggregate limit shall apply separately to this

project/location or the aggregate limit shall be twice the required per occurrence limit

O ODO0OXK

Contractors Pollution Liability: $/,000,000 per occurrence/$2,000,000 annual aggregate.

BIKEWAY LICENSE AGREEMENT 10
Bellflower RWSAD00650 12/28/06 mm
Revised 011604, Revised 06/13/07 mls



Deductibles and Self-Insured Retentions

Any deductibles or self-insured retentions must be declared to and approved by MTA. At the option of MTA,
either: the insurer shall reduce or eliminate such deductibles or self-insured retentions as respects MTA, its officials
and employees; or the Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee shall procure a bond guaranteeing payment of losses, and
related investigations, claim administration and defense expenses.

Other Insurance Provisions

The general liability and automobile liability policies are to contain, or be endorsed to contain, the following
provisions: >

1. MTA, its subsidiaries, officials and employees are to be covered as insureds as respects: liability arising out of
activities performed by or on behalf of the Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee; products and completed operations of
the Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee; License Property owned, occupied or used by the Lessee, Licensee, or
Permittee; and automobiles owned, leased, hired or borrowed by the Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee. The
coverage shall contain no special limitations on the scope of protection afforded to MTA, its subsidiaries,
officials and employees.

2. For any claims related to this project, the Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee's insurance coverage shall be primary
insurance as respects MTA, its subsidiaries, officials and employees. Any insurance or self-insurance
maintained by MTA, its subsidiaries, officials and employees shall be excess of the contractor's insurance and
shall not contribute with it.

3. Any failure to comply with reporting or other provisions of the policies including breaches of warranties shall
not affect coverage provided to MTA, its subsidiaries, officials and employees.

4. The Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee's insurance shall apply separately to each insured against whom claim is
made or suit is brought, except with respect to the limits of the insurer's liability.

5. Each insurance policy required by this clause shall be endorsed to state that coverage shall not be suspended,
voided, canceled by either a party, or reduced in coverage or in limits, except after thirty (30) days' prior written
notice by certified mail, return receipt requested, has been given to MTA.

6. Workers’ Compensation and Employer’s Liability policies shall contain the inclusion of the MTA, its
Subsidiaries, officials and employees as additional insured, or provide a waiver of subrogation.

Course of construction policies shall contain the following provisions:

1. MTA shall be named as loss payee.
2. The insurer shall waive all rights subrogation against MTA.

Acceptability of Insurers

Insurance is to be placed with insurers with a current A.M. Best's rating of no less than A:VII, unless otherwise
approved by MTA.

Verification of Coverage

Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee shall furnish MTA with original endorsements and certificates of insurance
evidencing coverage required by this clause. All documents are to be signed by a person authorized by that insurer
to bind coverage on its behalf. All documents are to be received and approved by the MTA before work
commences. As an alternative, the Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee may provide complete, certified copies of all
required insurance policies, including endorsements effecting the coverage required by these specifications.

Contractors and Subcontractors

Lessee, Licensee, or Permittee shall include all contractors and subcontractors as insureds under its policies or
require certificates and endorsements for each contractor and subcontractor. All coverages for contractors and
subcontractors shall be subject to all of the requirements stated herein. The administration of insurance compliance
of contractors and subcontractors shall be subject to audit review by MTA.
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Exhibit "C"

Permitted Hazardous Materials

No hazardous materials are permitted to be used or stored on License Property.
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Exhibit "D"

Additional Provisions

1. Importation of Soil/Fill Dirt. Licensee shall not bring upon or use any Import Soil on the License Property in
conjunction with any purposes allowed under this Agreement, until said Import Soil has been laboratory tested
by a certified hazardous waste testing laboratory and the test results have been approved by MTA’s
Environmental Consultant. Additionally, any soil currently existing on the License Property may not be spread
on the License Property unless and until it is characterized as Clean Soil to the reasonable satisfaction of MTA’s
Environmental Consultant.

2. Maintenance of License Property. Licensee shall keep the License Property free and clear of weeds, trash,
vegetation, unauthorized vehicle parking, graffiti and occupancy by transients/homeless persons or individuals.
Licensee shall be fully responsible for ALL maintenance and maintenance that is required or necessary in
connection with Licensee’s use of License Property.

3. Protection of Underground and Aboveground Installations. Licensee shall ensure that it and Licensee’s
Parties protect, from and against any and all damage, all underground and aboveground installations and
improvements, such as pipes, fiber optic lines and wires, which may be impacted by any work or any use of the
License Property by Licensee.

4. Improvements. Both Licensee and MTA acknowledge that the License Property is licensed in “AS IS”
condition and any grading, paving and fencing as may be necessary or required to meet Licensee’s needs will be
the sole responsibility of the Licensee. No permanent structures may be constructed on the License Property
without MTA’s prior written approval. Licensee will be responsible for the removal of all permitted
improvements upon termination of License.

5. Utilities. Licensee shall pay for any and all utilities for its benefit, security and use.

6. Warranties. The MTA makes no warranties as to the suitability of the location for Licensee’s intended use as
to zoning, visibility, traffic count or any other factors which may cause Licensee to want to license the License
Property.

7. Zoning or Permitting. Any permits, inspection fees, or costs associated with the use or maintenance of the
License Property by any governmental agency, department, or organization, or any labor expenses for the
installation or maintenance of any permitted improvements are the Licensee’s sole responsibility. Copies of
permits are to be readily available for inspection by MTA personnel.

8. Signage. NO SIGNS PERMITTED on, or along the perimeter of the License Property unless such signs were
requested and approved under your original proposal and covered by the required insurance.

9. Additional Maintenance Provisions. Licensee shall provide labor, equipment, tools and materials necessary
to fully maintain the Bikeway and its landscaping. Maintenance tasks that Licensee will be responsible for shall
include, but not be limited to:

(a) Weed abatement, which will be performed on a monthly basis.

(b) Removal and disposal of refuse and debris, including broken concrete and asphalt, construction debris,
scrap metal, broken glass, paper trash, furniture, appliances, automobile parts, shopping carts, tires, bicycles,
dead vegetation, and other materials illegally dumped on the Bikeway. Debris shall be removed monthly and/or
upon request.
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(c) Landscape Maintenance:

Provide adequate watering for the planted trees, shrubbery and ground cover to keep plantings in a healthy
condition.

Pruning of trees. During the first five years of establishment, trees shall receive at least annual pruning. All
cuttings shall be disposed of off-site, the same day.

Planting design and subsequent trimming plan shall incorporate compliance with existing regulations related to
visibility and clearance for vehicles and pedestrians (including bus stop clearance requirements) and to maintain
adequate visibility to existing advertising billboards.

Tree trimming at bus stops shall meet requirements that no part of any tree shall extend beyond the curb line for
the entire length of the red curb and that at the curb line, no part of any tree shall be lower than 13 feet above
the street level.

Maintenance levels shall be sufficient to not pose a fire hazard to any buildings and structures, including poles
and wirelines.

Respond to emergency situations, including trimming for public safety and visibility of traffic devices, signs,
etc.

Fencing and landscaping associated with the Bikeway lying within one hundred (100) feet of the centerline of
any at-grade road crossing of MTA Property shall meet the following minimum requirements:

(i) landscaping shall be maintained to a height of not more than three (3) feet above surrounding
ground level;
(ii) fencing shall be maintained to a height of not more than four (4) feet above surrounding ground level.

(d) Investigate and resolve maintenance requests as quickly as possible consistent with staff and equipment
availability and City policy.

(e) Post MTA-approved signs regarding the Bikeway project and/or ownership of the Right of Way. Maintain
and replace signs as necessary.

(f) Remove graffiti from signs, posts and all hard structures appurtenant to the Bikeway and its landscaping on
a weekly basis. Licensee shall not be responsible for maintenance of any erected billboards or appurtenances
thereto.

In event the Bikeway and MTA Property not be maintained as herein provided, to MTA satisfaction, MTA may
perform, at Licensee’s expense, any necessary work including, but not limited to, tree and other landscape
trimming, and Licensee agrees to reimburse MTA for all incurred costs.

Licensee | MTA
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LEASE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN

LOS ANGELES COUNTY
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

AND

CITY OF BELLFLOWER



File: RWSA000651

LEASE AGREEMENT

THIS LEASE AGREEMENT (this "Lease"), is made and entered into as of
, 2006, by and between the LOS ANGELES COUNTY
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY, a public agency existing under the
authonty of the laws of the State of Califormia, hereinafter referred to as "MTA", and the CITY
OF BELLFLOWER, a public corporation, hereinafter referred to as "Tenant".

PART I

BASIC LEASE PROVISIONS

1. Description of Premises:
220’ X 40’ of the West Santa Ana Branch right of way, in the City of Bellflower, County
of Los Angeles, at approximately milepost 498.55 +/-, as shown on attached Exhibit A.
Approximate area:
8,800 +/- Square Foot (§1.1)

2. Premises Address:
Intersection of Bellflower Blvd. and the West Santa Ana Branch right of way. (§1.1)

3. Commencement Date:
March 1, 2006 (§1.2)
4. Term (circle one):

36 months, ending September 30, 2008, unless canceled by MTA, as
provided in Section 1.2, on one hundred eighty (180) days' notice

(§1.2)
5. Rent:
Initial Base Rent:
$0 per month, payable (circle one):
(§2.1.1)
B. Additional Rent: $0 (§2.1.2)
C. Adjustment Dates (circle, if applicable):

(§2.2.1)
~padket rent— (§2.2.2)
6. Security Deposit: $0 (§2.3)
7. Use of Premises: Rehabilitation and occupancy of existing Pacific Electric Station

Building, new bathroom, and associated appurtenances only, and no other uses. (§3.00
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8. Insurance Amount: (See Exhibit "B")

9, MTA's Address:

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

One Gateway Plaza - 13th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952
Attn: Director of Real Estate

10. Tenant's Address:
City of Bellflower
Attn: Mike Egan, City Adminstrator
16600 Civic Center Drive
Bellflower, CA 90706

I1. Broker: None

(§11.2)

(§19.18)

(§19.18)

(§19.20)

The foregoing Basic Lease Provisions and the General Lease Provisions set forth in attached

Part 11 are incorporated into and made part of this Lease.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Lease Agreement has been duly executed, in duplicate, by the

parties hereto as of the date first above written.

MTA:

LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

il finiuii

Name; Velma C. Marshall
Title: Director of Real Estate

TENANT:

CITY OF BELLE

By: A
Name:Mike—Egaﬁ—y Michael J. Egan
Title: City Manager
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PART Il - GENERAL LEASE PROVISIONS

1. PREMISES AND TERM

1.1 Lease of Premises. MTA hereby leases to Tenant, and Tenant hereby hires from
MTA certain premises (the "Premises”) described and consisting of approximately the area deseribed in Item 1 of the
Basic Lease Provisions. The location of the Premises is described in Item 2 of the Basic Lease Provisions and is shown on
the map or site plan attached hereto as Exhibit "A". The Premises shall refer to the land shown on the site plan (the
"Land") plus all buildings and improvements now or hereafter located thereon, if any (collectively, the "Improvements”).
The Premises, adjoining real property of MTA and personal property of MTA located thereon shall hereinafter collectively

be referred to as “MTA Property”.

1.2 Term. The term of this Lease shall commence on the "Commencement Date”
specified in Item 3 of the Basic Lease Provisions. Unless a specific term of this Lease is filled m at Item 4.B of the Basic
Lease Provisions, or if Item 4.A is circled, this Lease shal] continue in full force and effect on a month-to-month basis as
ptovided in Item 4.A of the Basic Lease Provisions until terminated by either party on thirty (30) days' pricr written notice.
If Ttem 4.B of the Basic Lease Provisions is filled in, then this Lease shall be a lease for the term specified in said Item
4.B; provided, however, that MTA shall have the right to terminate this Lease prior to the date specified in Item 4.B by
delivering one hundred eighty (180} days' prior written notice to Tenant, provided that MTA, in its sole, reasonable
judgment, determines that it then may require possession of the Premises for its primary, transportation-related purposes.
The term of this Lease as provided above is referred to as the "Term".

1.3 Condition of Premises. Tenant acknowledges that it has inspected and accepts the
Premises in their present condition as suitable for the purpose for which the Premises are leased. Taking of possession by
Tenant shall be conclusive to establish that the Premises are in good and satisfactory condition when possession is taken.

If MTA cannot deliver the Premises by the Commencement Date, MT A shall not be
deemed to be in default hereunder, nor shall MTA be liable for any loss or damage directly or indirectly arising out of or
resulting from such failure. Tenant agrees to accept possession of the Premises at such time as MTA is able to tender the
same, which date shall thenceforth be deemed the Commencement Date.

2. RENT AND SECURITY DEPOSIT

2.1 Rent. Rent shall accrue hereunder from the Commencement Date. The amounts
provided in Item 5 of the Basic Lease Provisions, that is: (i) the amount provided in Item 5.A, as such amount may be
adjusted as set forth in Sections 22 1 2 2.2 ("Base Rent"), (i) the amount provided in Item 5.B, and (iii) any other
sums specified in Item 5 of the Basic Lease Provisions or otherwise provided in this Lease that are owing on a regular
periodic basis to MTA, if any, shall collectively constitute the "Rent”. Rent for any fractional periods at the
commencement or end of the Term shall be prorated, if applicable, on a daily basis.

2.1.1 Base Rent. If Item 5.A.a of the Basic Lease Provisions is circled, an
amount equal to twelve (12) times the Base Rent shall be due and payable, without demand, annually in advance for the
convenience of both parties, without affecting the Term of this Lease as specified in Section 1.2. If Item 5.Ab of the
Basic Lease Provisions is circled, the first month's installment of Base Rent shall be due and payable upon execution of
this Lease in the armount indicated as Initial Base Rent in Item 5.A of the Basic Lease Provisions. Thereafter, installments
of Base Rent shall be due and payable, without demand, on or before the first day of each calendar month succeeding the
Commencement Date during the Term.

2.12  Additional Rent. If an amount is set forth in Item 5.B of the Basic Lease
Provisions, then such amount shall be due and payable, without demand, as set forth therein.

2.2 Base Rent Adjustment

221 Annual CPI Adjustment. If Item 5.C.a of the Basic Lease Provisions is
circled, then the Base Rent shall be increased, but not decreased, as provided below on the first day of each month during
which an annual anmiversary of the Commencement Date occurs (the "Adjustment Date(s)"). The adjusted Base Rent as
of each Adjustment Date shall be the greater of the Base Rent on the day preceding that Adjustment Date or that amount
multiplied by a fraction, the numerator of which is the CPI figure for the third month preceding the month during which
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the particular Adjustment Date occurs and the denominator of which is the CPI figure for the month that is three (3)
months prior to the month containing the prior Adjustment Date or, if none, the Commencement Date. As used in this
section, the "CPI" means the Consumer Price Index for Urban Wage Earners and Clerical Workers, Los
Angeles/Riverside/Orange County, all items (1982-84 = 100), published by the U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of
Labor Statistics, or if such index is no longer published, the U.S. Department of Labor's most comprehensive official index
then in use that most nearly corresponds to the index named above. If it is calculated from a base different from the base
period 1982-84 = 100, figures used for calculating the adjustment shall first be converted to the base period used under a
formula supplied by the Bureau. If a comparable index shall no longer be published by the U.S. Department of Labor,
another index generally recognized as authoritative shall be substituted by MTA..

222 Fair Market Rental Adj ent. If Item 5.Cb of the Basic Lease
Provisions is circled, then, at intervals of not less than three (3) years, Base Rent payable under this Section 2 shall be
increased, but not decreased, in order to adjust the Base Rent to the then fair market rental value of the Premises as
determined by MTA in good faith. Such increases shall be effective on a each triennial anniversary date of the
Commencement Date. MTA shall give Tenant written notice of the date and amount of any such adjustment not less than
thirty (30) days prior to the applicable anniversary date. If no adjustment iz made on a triennial anniversary of the
Commencement Date, an adjustment may nevertheless be made on a subsequent date and thereafter at intervals of not less

than three (3) years apart.

23 Security Deposit. Tenant shall deposit with MTA upon execution of this Lease the
sum provided in Item 6 of the Basic Lease Provisions ("Security Deposit”), which sum shall be held by MTA in its general
fund, without obligation for interest, as security for the performance of Tenant's covenants and obiigations under this
Lease. Upon the occurrence of any event of default by Tenant, MTA may use the Security Deposit to the extent necessary
to make goed any arrears of Rent or other payments due MTA hereunder, all of which shall be deemed to be rent, and any
other damage, injury, expense or liability caused by such event of default; and Tenant shall pay to MTA on demand the
amount so applied in order to restore the Security Deposit to its original amount. Any remaining balance of the Security
Deposit shall be retumed by MTA to Tenant after termination of this Lease, provided all of Tenant's obligations under this
Lease have been fulfilled.

2.4 Late Charge. Tenant acknowledges that late payment by Tenant of any payment
owed to MTA under this Lease will cause MTA to incur costs not contemplated by this Lease, the exact amount of such
costs being extremely difficult and impracticable to fix. Therefore, if any installment of Rent or other payment due from
Tenant is not received by MTA within five (5) days of when due, Tenant shall pay to MTA an additional sum of ten
percent (10%) of the overdue Rent or other payment as a late charge, up to a maximum amount of $500 for each late
payment. The parties agree that this late charge represents a fair and reasonable estimate of the administrative costs that
MTA will incur by reason of a late payment by Tenant. Acceptance of any late payment charge shall not constitute a
waiver of Tenant's default with respect to the overdue payment, nor prevent MTA from exercising any of the other rights
and remedies available to MTA under this Lease, at law or in equity, including, but not limited to, the interest charge
imposed pursuant to Section 19.1.

3. USE

The Premises shall be used only for the purposes specified in Item 7 of the Basic Lease
Provisions, and for such other lawful purposes as may be directly incidental thereto. Tenant shall be responsible for and
shall at its own cost and expense obtain any and all licenses and permits necessary for any such use. Tenant shall comply
with all governmental laws, ordinances and regulations applicable to the use of the Premises including, without limitation,
the Americans with Disabilities Act and regulations promulgated in connection therewith (the "ADA"), Without limniting
the generality of the foregoing, and subject to Section 8 below, Tenant shall at its own cost and expense install and
construct all physical improvements to or needed to serve the Premises, which are required by any federal, state or local
building code or other law or regulation applicable to the Premises (including, without limitation, the ADA), or are made
necessary by the nature of Tenant's use of the Premises. Tenant shall promptly comply with all governmental orders and
directives for the correction, prevention and abatement of nuisances in or upon, or connected with, the Premises, all at
Tenant's sole expense. Tenant shail not permit any objectionable or unpleasant odors, smoke, dust, gas, noise or vibrations
to emanate from the Premises, nor take any other action that would constitute a nuisance or would disturb or endanger any
other persons.

Tenant shall not permit the Premises to be used for any purpose or in any manner (including
without limitation any method of storage) that would render the insurance thereon void or the insurance risk more
hazardous. If any increase in the fire and extended coverage insurance premiums paid by MTA is caused by Tenant's use
and occupancy of the Premises, or if Tenant vacates the Premises and causes any increase in such premiums, then Tenant
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shall pay as additional Rent the amount of such increase to MTA, and, upon demand by MTA, the amount required to
correct at Tenant's expense the cause of such disallowance, penalty or surcharge to the satisfaction of the particular

insurance authority.

4. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

4.1 Hazardous/Toxic Materials Use and Indemnity. Tenant shall operate and maintain
the Premises in compliance with all, and shall not cause or permit the Premises to be in violation of any federal, state or
local environmental, health and/or safety-related laws, regulations, standards, decisions of the courts, permits or permit
conditions, currently existing or as amended or adopted in the future which are or become applicable to Tenant or the
Premises ("Environmental Laws"). Except for Hazardous Materials expressly approved by MTA in writing as shown on
Exhibit "C", Tenant shall not cause, or allow any of Tenant's employees, agents, customers, visitors, invitees, licensees,
contractors, assignees, or subtenants {collectively, "Tenant's Parties") to cause or permit any Hazardous Materials to be
brought upon, stored, used, generated, treated or disposed of on or about the Premises. Any Hazardous Materials on the
site shall be stored, used, generated and disposed of in accordance with all applicable Environmental Laws. As used
herein, "Hazardous Materials" means any chemical, substance or material which is now or becomes i the future listed,
defined or regulated in any manner by any Environmental Law based upon, directly or indirectly, its properties or effects.

Tenant shall indemnify, defend (by counsel acceptable to MTA) and hold harmless
MTA and its partners, officers, commissioners, employees, agents, contractors, successors and assigns (individually and
collectively, "Indermmitees™), from and against all loss, liability, claim, damage, costs and expenses (including without
limitation, any fines, penalties, judgments, litigation expenses, attorneys' fees, and consulting, engineering, and
construction fees and expenses) incurred by Indemnitees as a result of (a) Tenant's breach of any prohibition or provision
of this section or (b) any release of Hazardous Materials upon or from the Premises or contamination of the Premises or
adjacent property (i) which occurs due to the use and occupancy of the Premises by Tenant or Tenant's Parties, or (ii)
which is made worse due to the act or failure to act of Tenant or Tenant's Parties.

The foregomg indemnity shall be effective regardless of any negligence (whether
active, passive, derivative, joint, concurring or comparative) on the part of Indemnitees, unless caused solely by the gross
negligence or willful misconduct of Indemnitees; shall survive termination of this Lease; and is in addition to any other
rights or remedies which Indemnitees may have under the law or under this Lease.

In addition, in the event of any release or contamination of the Premises, Tenant, at
its sole expense, shall promptly take all actions necessary to clean up the affected property (including the Premises and all
affected adjacent property) and to return the affected property to the condition existing prior to such release or
contamination, to the satisfaction of MTA and any govemnmental authorities having jurisdiction thereover.

4.2 nd un raeT . NEITHER TENANT NOR TENANT'S PARTIES
SHALL INSTALL OR USE ANY UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS ON THE PREMISES UNLESS
SPECIFICALLY APPROVED IN ADVANCE IN WRITING BY MTA, WHICH APPROVAL MAY BE WITHHELD
IN MTA'S SOLE DISCRETION.

At MTA's option, upon the termination of this Lease at any time and for any reason,
Tenant shall, prior to the effective date of such termination, remove and close all underground storage tanks and related
equipment and clean up and remove all Hazardous Materials in, on, under and about the Premises, in accordance with the
requirements of all Environmental Laws and to the satisfaction of MTA and any governmental authorities having
jurisdiction thereover, and deliver to MTA a copy of a certificate of closure issued for such tanks by the appropriate
governmental authority.

4.3 Environmental Assessment. Upon execution of this Lease, MTA, n its sole
discretion, may require Tenant to retain a duly licensed environmental consultant acceptable to MTA who shall perform an
environmental assessment of the Premises and Tenant's and Tenant's Parties' business activities and prepare a teport on
Tenant's and/or Tenant's Parties' compliance with the provisions of this section. MTA may requirc Tenant to cause a
similar environmental assessment to be conducted on an annual basis, and/or upon or within onc (1) year after the
expiration or earlier termination of this Lease, the cost of which shall be the sole responsibility of Tenant, Tenant shall
provide a copy of the repart or reports from the consuitant(s) promptly to MTA upon receipt, and upon request shall
promptly provide to MTA a copy of all data, documents and other information prepared or gathered in connection
therewith.
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4.4 Tests and Inspections. MTA shall have the right at any time to inspect the Premises
so as to monitor compliance with this Lease. If, in MTA's sole judgment, any installation on, or use or condition of the
Premises may have an adverse effect on the Premises, adjacent property or MTA's operations, MTA shall be permitied to
conduct any tests or assessments, including but not limited to environmental assessments, of, on or about the Premises, as
it determines to be necessary or useful to evaluate the condition of the Premises. Tenant shall cooperate with MTA in any
tests or inspections deemed necessary by MTA. Tenant shall pay or reimburse, as appropriate, for all reasonable costs and
expenses incurred due to the tests, inspections or any necessary corrective work and inspections thereafier.

5. ASSUMPTION OF RISK AND WAIVER

To the maximum extent allowed by law, Tenant assumes any and all risk of loss, damage or
injury of any kind to any person or property, including without limitation, the Improvements, the Premises and any other
property of, or under the control or custody of, Tenant, which is on or near the Premises. Tenant's assumption of risk shall
include, without limitation, loss or damage caused by defects in any structure or improvement on the Premises, accident or
fire or other casualty on the Premises, or clectrical discharge, noise or vibration resulting from MTA's transit operations on
or near the Premises. The term "MTA" as used in this section shall include: (i) any transit or rail-related company validly
operating upon or over MTA's tracks or other property, and (ii) any other persons or companies employed, retained or
engaged by MTA. Tenant, on behalf of itself and its officers, directors, affiliates, employees, agents, mdependent
contractors and subcontractors and anyone directly or indirectly employed by or for whose acts Tenant is liable
(collectively, "Persommel”), as a material part of the consideration for this Lease, hereby waives all claims and demands
against MTA for any such loss, damage or injury of Tenant and/or its Persormei. In that connection, Tenant waives the
benefit of California Civil Code Section 1542, which provides as follows:

A general release does not extend to claims which the creditor does not know or
suspect to exist in his favor at the time of executing the release, which if known by
him must have materially affected his settlement with the debtor.

The provisions of this section shall survive the termination of this Lease.

6. TAXES

Tenant shall be liable for all taxes levied or assessed against real property, personal property,
furniture, fixtures, and equipment located or placed on the Premises, whether owned by the Tenant, or otherwise, and
Tenant also agrees to pay before delinquency any and all possessory interest taxes due and arising from this Lease.

7. MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR

Subject to Section 10.1 below, Tenant shall promptly maintain and repair the Premises and
keep them clean, sanitary and free of debris. At MTA's option, Tenant shall, at Tenant's sole cost and expense, construct
and thereafter maintain at its sole expense a fence or barricade of a type approved mn writing by MTA along the boundary
lines of the Premises adjoining other property owned by MTA.

8. ALTERATIONS, LIENS AND SIGNS
8.1 Alterations. Tenant shall make no alterations, additions or improvements to the

Premises without obtaining the prior written consent of MTA in each instance. Tenant shall notify MTA in writing at jeast
thirty (30) days prior to the commencement of any such work in or about the Premises and MTA shall have the right at any
time and from time to time to post and maintain notices of nonresponsibility. If MTA consents to the construction of
improvements by Tenant, all such construction work shall be carrted out in compliance with any and all MTA rules,

regulations and requirements.

8.2 Liens. Tenant shall have no authority to create or place any lien or encumbrance of
any kind or nature whatsoever upon the interest of MTA or Tenant in the Premises for any claim in favor of any person
dealing with Tenant, including those who may furnish materials or perform labor for any construction or repairs. Tenant
covenants and agrees that it will pay or cause to be paid all sums legally due and payable by it on account of any labor
performed or materials furnished in connection with any work performed by Tenant on the Premises. Tenant shall
discharge of record by payment, bonding or otherwise any claim of lien or stop notice filed against the Premises on
account of any labor performed or materials furnished in connection with any work performed by Tenant on the Premises
immediately upon the filing of any claim of lien or stop notice. Tenant shall indenmnify and hold MTA harmiess from any
and all loss, cost or expense based on or arising out of asserted claims, liens or stop notice against the leaschoid estate or
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against the right, title and interest of MTA in the Premiscs or this Lease arising from the act or agrecment of Tenant.
Tenant agrees to give MTA immediate written notice of the placing of any lien or stop notice or encumbrance against the
Premises. MTA shall have the right, at MTA's option, of paying and discharging the same or any portion thereof without
inquiry as to the validity thereof, and any amounts so paid, including expenses and applicable late charge, shall be
immediately due and payable upon rendition of a bill therefor.

8.3 Signs. Tenant shall not, without MTA's prior written consent, erect or install any
signs, window or door lettering, placards, decorations or advertising media of any type which can be viewed from outside
the Premises. All signs, decorations or advertising media visible from outside the Premises shall be subject to the prior
written approval of MTA, as to construction, method of attachment, size, shape, height, design, lighting, color and general
appearance. Non-commercial directional signs, directly related to the former Pacific Electric Depot and restrooms,

are permitted.
9. UTILITIES

Tenant shall pay for all water, gas, heat, light, telephone, sewer and other utilities and services
used on or from the Premises directly to the utility providing the same. If any utility company requires a license or permit
from MTA, to cross property of MTA, other than the Premises before services will be provided, Tenant shail pay to MTA
the sum of Two Hundred Fifty and No/100 Dollars (3250.00), or such other sum as MTA may from time to time put into
effect, to cover the expense of preparing and processing each such license or permit.

10. DAMAGE OR DESTRUCTION

10.1 T =~ ‘on f Lease. If the entirc Premises or any material portion thereof are
damaged or destroyed such that it is difficult or impossible for Tenant to continue operating its business thercomn, then
gither MTA or Tenant may cancel this Lease as of the date of damage or destruction by delivering written notice to the
other within thirty (30) days following the damage or destruction. If this Lease is terminated, Tenant shall pay MTA all
proceeds of insurance carried by Tenant (or an amount equal to the proceeds that would have been payable by insurance
Tenant was required to carry under this Lease) attributabie to the Land and Improvements and any items affixed thereto,
other than Tenant's trade fixtures. If this Lease is not terminated, Tenant shall repair all damage to the Premises at
Tenant's cost, whether or not sufficient insurance proceeds are available.

10.2 Loss Caused b Ten t rits 1" te . If the Premises are wholly or partially
demaged or destroyed as a result of the negligence or willful misconduct or omission of Tenant, Tenant shall forthwith
diligently undertake to repair or restore all such damage or destruction at Tenant's sole cost and expense. This Lease shall
continue in full force and effect without any abatement or reduction in Rent or other payments owed by Tenant, and this
obligation of Tenant to repair or restore the Premises shall survive the cancellation of this Lease.

10.3 Exclusive Remedy. This Section 10 shall be Tenant's sole and exclusive remedy in
the event of damage or destruction to the Premises, and Tenant waives and releases Tenant's rights under California Civil
Code Sections 1932 and 1933(4). No damages, compensation or claim shall be payable by MTA for any inconvenience,
any interruption or cessation of Tenant's business, or any annoyance, arising from any damage or destruction of all or any
portion-of the Premises.

11. INSURANCE AND INDEMNIFICATION

11.1 MTA's Insurance. MTA may maintain insurance covering the Premises and MTA's
ownership and operation thereof in such types and amounts as it deems necessary in its sole discretion. Such insurance
shall be for the sole benefit of MTA and under its sole control. Tenant's insurance policies shall provide primary coverage
to MTA; when any such policy issued to MTA provides duplicate coverage or is similar in coverage, MTA's policy will be

excess over Tenant's policies.

1.2 T t ance Obli ations. Tenant, at its sole cost and expense, shall obtain and
mamtain in full force and effect during the Term of this Lease insurance as required by MTA in the amounts and
coverages specified and issued by insurance companies as described on Exhibit "B". MTA reserves the right, throughout
the Term of this Lease, to review and change the amount and type of insurance coverage it requires in connection with this
Lease or work to be performed on the Premises. Prior to (i) entering the Premises or (i1} performing any work on the
Premises, Tenant shall fumish MTA with insurance endorsements or certificates evidencing the existence, amounts and
coverages of the insurance required to be maintained hereunder. In most instances, MTA does not allow self-insurance,
however, if Tenant can demonstrate assets and retention funds meeting MTA's self-insurance requirements, MTA may
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permit Tenant to self-insure, provided, however that the right to self-insure with respect to any coverage required to be
maintained hereunder may be granted or revoked by MTA in its sole and absolute discretion. MTA shall not be liable for
the payment of any premiums or assessments for insurance required to be maintained by Tenant under this Lease.

11.3 Indernnification. Tenant, on behalf of itself and its successors and assigns, agrees to
indermmify, defend (by counsel satisfactory to MTA), and hold harmless MTA and its subsidiaries, partners, officers,
commissioners, employees, agents, successors and assigns (individually and collectively, "Indemnitees"), to the maximum
extent allowed by law, from and against all loss, liability, claims, demands, suits, liens, claims of lien, damages (including
consequential damages), costs and expenses (including, without limitation, any fines, penalties, judgments, litigation
expenses, and experts’ and attomneys' fees), that are incurred by or asserted against Indemnitees arising out of or connected
in any manner with (i) the acts or ornissions to act of the Tenant, or its Personnel {as defined in Section 5) in connection
with the Premises or arising from the presence upon or performance of activities by Tenant or its Personnel with respect to
the Premises, (ii) bodily injury to or death of any person (including employees of Indemnitees) or damage to or loss of use
of property resulting from such acts or omissions of Tenant or its Personnel, or (iii) non-performance or breach by Tenant
of any term or condition of this Lease, in each case whether occurring during the Term of this Lease or thereafter.

The foregoing indernnity shall be effective regardless of any negligence (whether
active, passive, derivative, joint, concurring or comparative) on the part of Indemnitees, unless caused solely by the gross
negligence or willful misconduct of Indemnitees; shall survive termination of this Lease; and is in addition to any other
rights or remedies which Indemnitees may have under the law or under this Lease. Upon request of MTA, Tenant shall
provide insurance coverage for possible claims or losses covered by the indemmification and defense provisions of this

Lease.

Claims against the Indemnitees by Tenant or its Personnel shall not limit the
Tenant's indemnification obligations hereunder in any way, whether or not such claims against Indemmnitees may result in
any limitation on the amount or type of damages, compensation, or benefits payable by or for a Tenant or its Personnel
under workers' compensation acts, disability benefit acts or other employee benefit acts or insurance.

12. MTA'S RIGHT OF ACCESS

Tenant will permit MTA and its agents, at all reasonable times and at any time in case of
emergency, in such manner as to cause as little disturbance to Tenant as reasonably practicable {a) to enter into and upon
the Premises to inspect them, to protect the MTA's interest therein, or to post notices of non-responsibility, (b) to take all
necessary materials and equipment onto the Premises, and perform necessary work thereon, and (c) to perform
environmental testing, monitoring, sampling, digging, drilling and analysis for Hazardous Materials on, under or about the
Premises. MTA may at any time place on or about the Premises (including the Improvements) any ordinary "for sale" and
"for lease" signs. Tenant shall also permit MTA and its agents, upon request, to enter the Premises or any part thereof, at
rcasonable times during normal business hours, to show the Premiscs to prospective tenants, purchasers or mortgagees.

13. ASSIGNMENT AND SUBLETTING

13.1 MTA's Consent. Tenant shall not assign all or any portion of its interest in this
Lease, whether voluntarily, by operation of law or otherwise, and shall not sublet all or any portion of the Premises,
including, but not limited to, sharing them, permitting another party to occupy them or granting concessions or licenses to
another party, except with the prior written consent of MTA, which MTA may withhold in its reasonable discretion.

13.2 Fees. Tenant shall pay MTA's reasonable attomeys’ fees incurred in evaluating any
proposed assignment or sublease and documenting MTA's consent.

133 Procedure. Whenever Tenant has obtained an offer to assign any interest in this
Lease or to sublease all or any portion of the Premises, Tenant shall provide to MTA the name and address of said
proposed assignee or sublessee, the base rent and all other compensation, the proposed use by the proposed assignee or
sublessee, the proposed effective date of the assignment or subletting, and any other business terms which are material to
the offer and which differ from the provisions of this Lease ("Notice of Offer"). Tenant shall also provide to MTA the
nature of business, financial statement and business experience resume for the immediately preceding five (5) years of the
proposed assignee or sublessee and such other information concernimg such proposed assignee or sublessee as MTA may
require. The foregoing information shall be in writing and shall be received by MTA no less than sixty (60) days prior to
the effective date of the proposed assignment or sublease.
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Within thirty (30) days of receiving a Notice of Offer for the proposed assignment or
subletting, MTA shall either notify Tenant that MTA consents to the proposed assignment or subletting or withholds its
consent for reasons to be specified in the notice. If MTA does not provide a notice granting its consent to Tenant within
thirty (30) days of receiving a Notice of Offer, MTA shall be deemed to have withheld its consent to the proposed
assignment or subletting, and MTA's reasons for such action shall be furnished to Tenant upon request.

134 Profits. If any interest in this Lease is assigned or all or any portion of the Premises
are subleased, MTA shall have the right to condition its consent thereto upon MTA's receiving some or all the "profit” to
be made from such assignment or subletting.

13.5 Continuin  Tenant Obli ations. Any such subleasing or assignment, even with the
approval of MTA, shall not relieve Tenant from liability for payment of all forms of Rent and other charges herein
provided or from the obligations to keep and be bound by the terms, conditions and covenants of this Lease.

136 Wajver. Default and Consent. The acceptance of Rent from any other person shali
not be deemed to be a waiver of any of the provisions of this Lease or & consent to the assignment or subletting of the
Premises. Any assignment or sublease without the MTA's prior written consent shall be voidable, at MTA's election, and
shall constitute a default hereunder. Consent to any assignment or subletting shall not be deemed a consent to any future
assignment or subletting,.

14. CONDEMNATION

14.1 Total Taking. If the whole or any substantial part of the Premises, as determined by
MTA, should be taken or damaged because of the exercise of the power of eminent dornain, whether by condermmation
proceedings or otherwise, including acts or omissions constituting inverse condemmation, or any transfer of the Premises
or portion thereof in avoidance of the exercise of the power of eminent domain (collectively, a "Taking"), and the Taking
would prevent or materially interfere with the use of the Premises for the purpose for which they are being used, as
determined by MTA, this Lease shall terminate effective when the physical Taking of the Premises shall occur.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, any cancellation of this Lease by MTA as provided in Sections 1.2 or 17.2.1, for any
reason, including but not limited to a decision by MTA to use the Premises itself or for any public purpose, shall not be a
"Taking", and no rights shall accrue to Tenant under this Section 14 or otherwise.

14.2 Partial Taking. If part of the Premises shall be subject to a Taking and this Lease is
not terminated as provided in Section 14.1 above, this Lease shall not terminate but the Rent payable hereunder during the
unexpired portion of this Lease shall be reduced in proportion to the area of the Premises rendered unusable by Tenant.

14.3 Condemnation Award. The entire award or compensation for any Taking of the
Premises, or any part thereof, or for diminution in value, shall be the property of MTA and Tenant hereby assigns its
interest in any such award to MTA; provided, however, MTA shall have no interest in any separate award made to Tenant
for loss of business or for the taking of Tenant's fixtures and improvements.

14.4 Exclusive Remedy. This Section 14 shall be Tenant's sole and exclusive remedy in
the event of any Taking. Tenant hereby waives the benefits of Califomia Code of Civil Procedure §1265.130.

14.5 Termination for Public Project. Tenant hereby expressly recognizes and agrees that

the Premises is located on MTA property that may be developed for public projects and programs which may be
implemented by MTA or other public agencies, such as, but not limited to: rail and bus transitways, bikeways, walkways,
beautification projects and other public uses (collectively “Project™), and that Tenant’s use of the Premises under this
Lease is an interim use. Accordingly, as a condition to entering into this Lease, MTA expressly reserves the right to
terminate the Lease for any public Project. Tenant expressly acknowledges and agrees that: (1) MTA may terminate this
Lease for any public project; {2} Tenant will NOT oppose any public Project when planned or implemented on or adjacent
to the Premises; and (3) in the event MTA terminates this Lease and requires Tenant to vacate the Premises for any —
public Project, Tenant (a) shall not be entitled to receive any relocation assistance, moving expenses, goodwill or other
payments under the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended, 42
U.S.C. 54601 et seq. and/or the Catifomia Relocation Assistance Law, as amended, California Government Code §7260 et
seq; and (b) shall not be entitled to any compensation under the erninent domain law, as a result of such tertnination and
vacation of the Premises.
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14.6 Future Need of Lease Pro . If MTA shall at any time, or from time to time, so
require by written notice thereof to Tenant based on the need of MTA, in its sole discretion, for the Lease Property for its
public purposes Tenant shall reconstruct, alter, make changes as required by MTA, relocate or remove its Facility.

15. SURRENDER

Upon the expiration or sooner termination of the Term of this Lease, Tenant shall surrender
the Premises in as good condition as when received, reasonable wear and tear excepted, free of trash and rubbish, and free
from all tenancies or occupancies by any person. Tenant shall remove all trade fixtures, fumniture, equipment and other
personal property installed in the Premises prior to the expiration or earlier termination of this Lease. Unless MTA elects
to the contrary by written notice to Tenant delivered prior to the expiration or earlier termination of this Lease, Tenant
shall remove at its sole cost all alterations, additions and improvements made by Tenant to the Premises. Alterations,
additions and improvements remaining on the Premises that MTA elects by written notice to Tenant to acquire and retain
at the expiration or carlier termination of this Lease shall become the property of MTA. Tenant shall, at its own cost,
completely repair any and afl damage to the Premises and the Improvements resulting from or caused by such removal.
The provisions of Section 8.1 shall apply to such removal and repair work.

16. QUIET ENJOYMENT

MTA represents and warrants that it has full rights and authority to enter into this Lease and
that Tenant, upon paying the Rent herein set forth and performing its other covenants and agreements herein set forth,
shall peaceably and quietly have, hold and enjoy the Premises for the Term without hindrance or molestation from MTA,
subject to the terms and provisions of this Lease and all matters of record.

17. EVENTS OF DEFAULT; MTA'S REMEDIES

17.1 Events of Default. Tenant shall be deemed to be in default under this Lease when
any of the following occurs;

(a) Tenant shall fail to pay any instaliment of the Rent herein reserved when due, or any
other payment or reimbursement to MTA required herein when due;

(b) Tenant or any guarantor of Tenant's cbligations hereunder shall generally not pay its
debts as they become due or shall admit in writing the inability to pay its debts or shall make a general assignment for the
benefit of creditors; a receiver or trustee (or similar official) shall be appointed for all or substantially all of the assets of
Tenant; or the filing of any voluntary petition by Tenant under the Bankruptcy Code, or the filing of an involuntary
petition by Tenant's creditors, which involuntary petition remains undischarged for a period of forty-five (45) days; or the
attachment, execution or other judicial seizure or non-judicial seizure of all or substantialty all of Tenant's assets located at
the Premises or of Tenant's interest in this Lease or the Premises, if such attachment or other seizure remains undismissed
ot undischarged for a period of ten (10) business days after the levy thereof.

(c) Tenant shall vacate all or a substantial portion of the Premises, whether or not
Tenant is in default of the Rent or other charges due under this Lease; or

(d) Tenant shall fail to comply with any other term, provision or covenant of this Lease,
and shall not cure such failure within thirty (30) days after written notice thereof to Tenant. Such notice shall be in lieu of
and not in addition to any notice required under Section 1161 of the California Code of Civil Procedure.

17.2 MTA's Remedies. Upon the occurrence of any of the events of default described in
Section 17.1 hereof, MTA shall have the option to pursue any one or more of the following remedies as allowed by law:

17.2.1 Termination. MTA shall have the right, at any time, with or without notice
or demand, to terminate this Lease, and at 2ny time thereafter to recover possession of the Premises or any part thereof and
expel and remove therefrom Tenant and any other person occupying the same, by any lawful means, and again repossess
and enjoy the Premises without prejudice to any of the remedies that MTA may have under this Lease, at law or equity by
reason of Tenant's default or of such termination.

1722 D es onT m ’ Should MTA terminate this Lease pursuant to
the provisions of Section 17.2.1 hereof, MTA, without limiting any other remedy, shall have all the rights and remedies of
a landlord provided by Section 1951.2 of the California Civil Code, or any successor code section. Upon such
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termination, in addition to any other rights and remedies to which MTA may be entitled under applicable law, MTA shall
be entitled to recover from Tenant: (a} the worth at the time of award of the unpaid Rent and all other amounts which had
accrued at the time of termination, all of which shall be deemed to be rent; (b) the worth at the time of award of the
amount by which the unpaid-Rent which would have been eamed after termination until the time of award exceeds the
amount of such Rent loss that the Tenant proves could have been reasonably avoided; (c) the worth at the time of award of
the amount by which the unpaid Rent for the balance of the Term after the time of award exceeds the amount of such Rent
loss that the Tenant proves could be reasonably avoided; and (d) any other amount necessary to compensate MTA for all
the detriment proximately caused by Tenant’s failure to perform its obligations under this Lease ot which, in the ordinary
course of things, would be likely to resull therefrom. The "worth at the time of award" of the amounts referred to in
clauses (a) and (b) shall be computed with interest at the lesser of eighteen percent (18%) per annum or the maximum rate
allowed by law. The "worth at the time of award" of the amount referred to in clause (¢) shall be computed by discounting
such amount at the discount rate of the Federal Reserve Bank of San Francisco at the time of award, plus one percent
(1%).

1723 Continue Lease in Effect MTA shall have the remedy described in
California Civil Code Section 1951.4 (lessor may continue lease in effect after lessee's breach and abandonment and
recover rent as it becomes due, if lessee has the right to sublet or assign, subject only to reasonable limitations).
Accordingly, if MTA does not elect to terminate this Lease on account of any default by Tenant, MTA may, from time to
time, without terminating this Lease, enforce all of its rights and remedies under this Lease, including the right to recover
all rent as it becomes due.

1724 o utati of RentforP  sesof De t. For purposes of computing
unpaid Rent which would have accrued and become payable under this Lease after termination hereof, unpaid Rent shall
consist of the Base Rent and additional Rent as described in Section 2.1 at the rate in effect when this Lease is terminated.

17.2.5 Costs. If MTA incurs any cost or expense occasioned by the default of
Tenant (including but not limited to attomeys' fees and costs), then MTA shall be entitled to receive such costs together
with interest on all funds MTA expends at the lesser of eighteen percent (18%) per annum or the maximum rate allowed
by law, including without limitation, brokers' fees incurred by MTA in connection with reletting the whole or any part of
the Premises; the costs of removing and storing Tenant's or other occupant's property; the costs of repairing, altering,
remodeling or otherwise putting the Premises into condition acceptable to a new tenant or tenants; and all reasonable
expenses incurred by MTA i enforcing or defending MTA's right and/or remedies, including reasonable attorneys' fees
whether or not suit is actually filed.

17.2.6 Remedies Cumulative. All rights, privileges and remedies of the parties
are curnulative and not alternative or exclusive to the extent permitted by law except as otherwise provided herein.

17.2.7 MTA's Cure- Reim u en Tenant. If Tenant should fail to make any
payment, take any required action or cure any default hereunder within the time herein permitted, MTA, without being
under any obligation to do so and without thereby waiving such default, may make such payment, take such action and/or
remedy such other default for the account of Tenant (and enter the Premises for such purpose), and thereupon Tenant shall
be obligated to, and hereby agrees, to pay MTA, upon demand, all costs, expenses and disbursements (including
reasonable attorneys' fees) incurred by MTA in making such payment or taking such rernedial action.

18. TENANT'S REMEDIES

18.1 MTA's Default. MTA shall not be in default under this Lease unless MTA fails to
perform abligations required of MTA within sixty (60) days after written notice is delivered by Tenant to MTA specifying
the obligation which MTA has failed to perform; provided, however, that if the nature of MTA's obligation is such that
more than sixty (60) days are required for performance, then MTA, shall not be in default if MTA commences performance
within such sixty (60) day period and thereafter diligently prosecutes the same to completion. All obligations of MTA
hereunder will be construed as covenants, not conditions.

182 Tenant's Remedies. Except as provided below, in the event of any default by MTA,
Tenant's exclusive remedies shall be an action for specific performance or action for damages. Tenant hereby waives the
benefit of any laws granting it the right to perform MTA's obligation, the right to place a lien upon the property of MTA
and/or upon Rent due MTA, or the right to terminate this Lease or withhold Rent on account of any MTA default.

18.3 Sale of Premises. In the event of any sale or transfer of the Premises, the scller,
transferor or assignor shall be and hereby is entirely freed and relieved of all agreements, covenants and obligations of
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MTA thereafter to be performed and it shall be deemed and construed without further agreement between the parties or
their successors in interest or between the patties and the purchaser, transferee or assignee on any such sale, transfer or
assignment that such purchaser, transferee or assignee has assumed and agreed to carry out any and all agreements,
covenants and obligations of MTA hereunder.

19. GENERAL PROVISIONS

19.1 Interest on Past-due Obligations. Except as expressly herein provided, any amount
due to MTA that is not paid when due shall bear interest at the maximum rate then allowable by law. Such interest will be
due MTA as it accrues. Payment of such interest shall not excuse or cure any default by Tenant under this Lease,
provided, however, that interest shall not be payable on late charges incurred by Tenant.

19.2 Time of Essence. Time is of the essence.

19.3 Binding Effect. The terms, provisions and covenants and conditions contained in
this Lease shall apply to, inure to the benefit of, and be binding upon, the parties hereto and upon their respective heirs,
legal representatives, successors and permitted assigns, except as otherwise herein expressly provided. If more than one
person executes this Lease as Tenant, then each shall be jointly and severally lable for all obligations of Tenant hereunder.

19.4 Choice of Law. This Lease shall be governed by the laws of the State of Califomnia.

19.5 Captions. The captions inserted in this Lease are for convenience only and in no
way define, limit or otherwise describe the scope or intent of this Lease, or any provision hereof, or in any way affect the
interpretation of this Lease.

19.6 Certificates. Tenant agrees from time to time within ten (10) days after request of
MTA, to deliver to MTA, or MTA's designee, all financial statements for the previous three (3) fiscal years of Tenant, and
an estoppel certificate stating that this Lease is in full force and effect, the date to which Rent has been paid, the unexpired
Term of this Lease and such other matters pertaining to this Lease as may be requested by MTA.

19.7 Entire A eement’ Amendments. This Lease constitutes the entire understanding
and agreement of the MTA and Tenant with respect to the subject matter of this Lease, and contains all of the covenants
and agreements of MTA and Tenant with respect thereto. MTA and Tenant each acknowledge that no representations,
inducements, promises or agreements, oral or written, have been made by MTA or Tenant, or anyone acting on behalf of
MTA or Tenant, which are not contained herein, and any prior agreements, promises, negotiations, or representations not
expressly set forth in this Lease are of no force or effect. This Lease may not be altered, changed or amended except by an
instrument tn writing signed and dated by both parties hereto.

19.8 Waivers. The waiver by MTA of any term, covenant, agreement or condition herein
contained shall not be deemed to be a watver of any subsequent breach of the same or any other term, covenant, agreement
or condition herein contained, nor shall any custom or practice which may grow up between the parties in the
administration of this Lease be construed to waive or lessen the right of MTA to insist upon the performance by Tenant in
strict accordance with all of the provisions of this Lease. The subsequent acceptance of Rent hereunder by MTA shall not
be deemed to be a waiver of any preceding breach by Tenant of any provisions, covenant, agreement or condition of this
Lease, other than the failure of Tenant to pay the particular Rent so accepted, regardless of MTA's knowledge of such
proceeding breach at the time of acceptance of such Rent.

) 19.9 Attornevs' Fees. If ecither MTA or Tenant commences or engages in, or threatens to
commence or engage in, an action by or against the other party arising out of or in connection with this Lease or the
Premises, including but not limited to any action for recovery of Rent due and unpaid, to recover possession or for
damages for breach of this Lease, the prevailing party shall be entitled to have and recover from the losing party
reasonable attorneys' fees and other costs incurred in connection with the action, preparation for such action, any appeals
relating thereto and enforcing any judgments rendered in connection therewith. If MTA becomes involved in any action,
threatened or actual, by or against anyone not a party to this Lease, but arising by reason of or related to any act or
omission of Tenant or Tenant's Parties, Tenant agrees to pay MTA's reasonable attorneys' fees and other costs incurred in
connection with the action, preparation for such action, any appeals relating thereto and enforcing any judgments rendered
in connection therewith.

19.10 urvival of tions. All obligations of Tenant hereunder not fulty performed as

of the expiration or earlier termination of the Term of this Lease shall survive the expiration or earlier termination of the
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Term, including without limitation, all payment obligations with respect to Rent and all obligations concerning the
condition of the Premises.

19.11  Severability. If any clause or provision of this Lease is illegal, invalid or
unenforceable under present or future laws effective during the Term of this Lease, then and in that event, it is the
intention of the parties hereto that the remainder of this Lease shall not be affected thereby, and it is also the intention of
the parties to this Lease that in licu of each clause or provision of this Lease that is illegal, invalid or unenforceable, there
be added as a part of this Lease a clause or provision as similar in terms to such illegal, invalid or unenforceable clause or
provision as may be possible and be legal, valid and enforceable.

19.12  Securitv Measures. Tenant hereby acknowledges that the Rent payable to MTA
hereunder docs not include the cost of guard service or other security measures, and that MTA shall have no obligation
whatsoever to provide same. Tenant assumes all responsibility for the protection of Tenant, Tenants' Partics and their

property from acts of third parties.

19.13  Easements. MTA reserves to itself the right, from time to time, to grant such
casements, rights and dedications that MTA deems necessary or desirable, and to cause the recordation of parcel maps,
casernent agreements and covenants, conditions and restrictions, so long as such easements, rights, dedications, maps and
covenants, conditions and restrictions do not unreasonably interfere with the permitted use of the Premises by Tenant.
Tenant shall sign any of the aforementioned documents upon request of MTA and failure to do so shall constitute a
material breach of this Lease.

19.14  Performan nder Protest. If at any time a dispute shall arise as to any amount or
sum of money to be paid by one party to the other under the provisions hereof, the party against whom the obligation to
pay the money is asserted shall have the right to make payment "under protest” and such payment shall not be regarded as
a voluntary payment, and there shall survive the right on the part of said party to institute suit for recovery of such sum. If
it shall be adjudged that there was no legal obligation on the part of said party to pay such sum or any part thereof, said
party shall be entitled to recover such sum or so much thereof as it was not legally required to pay under the provisions of
this Lease.

19.15 No Third P Beneficiarie . This Lease is not intended by either party to confer
any benefit on any third party, including without limitations any broker, finder, or brokerage firm.

19.16  Effective Date/Nonbindin Offer. Submission of this Lease for examination or
signature by Tenant does not constitute an offer or option for lease, and it is not effective as a lease or otherwise until
executed and delivered by both MTA and Tenant. Each individual executing this Lease on behalf of MTA or Tenant
represents and warrants to the other party that he or she is authorized to do so.

19.17 No_Recording. The parties expressly agree that neither this Lease nor any
memorandum hereof shall be recorded in the office of the county recorder for the county in which the Premises are located
or elsewhere.

19.18 Notices. Each provision of this Lease or of any applicable govemmental laws,
ordmanCes regulations and other requirements with reference to the sending, mailing or delivery of any notice or the
making of any payment by one party to the other shall be deemed to be complied with when and if the following steps are
taken:

(a) All Rent and other payments required to be made hereunder shall be
payable to the applicable party hereto as follows: to MTA at the address set forth in Jtemn 9 of the Basic Lease Provisions,
and to Tenant at the address set forth in Item 10 of the Basic Lease Provisions, or at such other addresses as the parties
may have hereafter specified by written notice. All obligations to pay Rent and/or any other amounts under the terms of
this Lease shall not be deemed satisfied until such Rent and other amounts have been actually received by the respective

party.

(b) Wherever any notice is required or permitted hereunder, such notice shall
be in writing. Any notice or document required or permitted to be delivered hereunder shall be deemed to be delivered
upon receipt or first attempted delivery to the correct address by United States mail, postage prepaid, certified or registered
mail, return receipt requested, or by Federal Express or other reputable overnight delivery service addressed to the parties
hereto as follows: if to MTA, then at the address specified in Item 9 of the Basic Lease Provisions; if to Tenant, then at
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the address specified in Item 10 of the Basic Lease Provisions; or at such other address (but no more than one (1) address
at a time) as the recipient may theretofore have specified by written notice.

19.19  Water Qil and Mineral Ri  ts. MTA reserves all right, title or interest in water, oil,
gas or other hydrocarbons, other mineral rights and air and development rights, together with the sole and exclusive right
of MTA to sell, lease, assign or otherwise transfer the same, but without any right of MTA or any such transferee to enter
upon the Premises during the Term except as otherwise provided herein.

19.20  Broker's Fees. Tenant represents and warrants that it has dealt with no broker, agent
or other person in connection with this transaction and that no broker, agent or other person brought about this transaction,
other than the brokerage firm specified in Item 11 of the Basic Lease Provisions, if any, and Tenant agrees to indermify
and hold MTA harmless from and against any claims by any other broker, agent or other person claiming a commission or
other form of compensation by virtue of having dealt with Tenant with regard to this leasing transaction.

19.21  Nondiscrimination. Tenant certifies and agrees that all persons employed by Tenant
and its affiliates, subsidiaries, and holding companies are and shalt be treated equally without regard to or because of race,
religion, ancestry, national origin, or sex, and in compliance with all federal and state laws prohibiting discrimination in
employment, including but not limited to the Civil Rights Act of 1964; the Unruh Civil Rights Act; the Cartwright Act;
and the California Fair Employment Practices Act.

19.22  Holding Qver. In the event that Tenant shall not immediately surrender the Premises
to MTA on the expiration date of the Term or earlier termination of this Lease, Tenant shall be deemed to be a month to
month tenant upon al] of the terms and provisions of this Lease, except the monthly Rent shall be twice the monthly Rent
in effect during the Tast month of the Term. If Tenant shali hold over after the expiration date of the Term or earlier
termination of this Lease, and MTA shall desire to regain possession of the Premises, then MTA may forthwith re-enter
and take possession of the Premises without process or by any legal process in force in the State of California. Tenant
shall indemnify MTA against all liabilities and damages sustamed by MTA by reason of such holding over.

19.23 u rdinate Ri ts. This Agreement is subject and subordinate to the prior and
continuing right and obligation of MTA, its successors and assigns, to use the MTA Property or any portion thereof in the
exercise of its powers and in the performance of its duties, including those as a public transportation bedy. Accordingly,
there is reserved and retained unto MTA, its successors, assigns and permittees, the right to construct, reconstruct, operate,
maintain, use and/or relocate existing and future rail tracks, facilities and appurtenances and existing and future
transpertation, communication, pipeline and other facilities and appurtenances in, upon, over, under, across and along the
MTA Property or any portion thereof, and in connection therewith the right to grant and convey to others, rights and
interests to the MTA Property or any portion thereof. This Agreement is subject to all licenses, leases, easements,
reservations, restrictions, conditions, covenants, encumbrances, liens, claims and other matters of title ("title exceptions")
which may affect the Property now or hereafter, and this Agreement is executed and delivered by MTA without any
watranty of title, express or implied, and the words "grant’ or "convey' as used herein shall not be construed as a2 warranty
of title or as a covenant against the existence of any such title exceptions.

19.24  Additional Provisions. Those additional provisions set forth in Exhibit "D", if any,
are hereby incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth herein.
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN TRAIL LICENSE AGREEMENT

This BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN LICENSE AGREEMENT ("Agreement’) Is made and
entered into as of [&[g&!@ fi , 205", by and between the LOS
ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY, a public agency
existing under the authority of the laws of the State of Califomia ("LACMTA"), and the CITY
OF ARTESIA, a Callfomia municipal corporation ("Licensee®), upon and In consideration of

the agreements, covenants, terms and conditions below:

PART | - BASIC LICENSE PROVISIONS

1. Description of License Property:

A 27-foot wide strip of land beginning at the most northerly property iine of the West
Santa Ana Branch from 183" Street (Milepost 500.96) to 187" Street (501.30) In the
Clty of Artesla, County of Los Angeles, State of Caiifornia, as shown on the attached
Exhibit “A”, excluding areas subject to lease, license, easement or simiiar.

Approximate area: 2,440 ft. X 27 ft. (65,880 square feet, appox.)
2. Use of License Property:

Licensee may, In accordance with Sections 1.1 and 10 of the General License
Provisions of this Agreement, construct, instail, operate, aiter, maintain, reconstruct
and/or remove a bicycle and pedestrian trail for pubiic use on the License Property,
which traii shall inciude, but is not iimited to, the foilowing incidental improvements:
benches, kiosks, trash receptacies, drinking fountains, lighting, drainage faciiities,

irrigation system and landscaping, and no other uses.
(See §1.1, §10 of the General License Provisions)

3. Commencement Date:
November 1, 2015 (See §1.2 of the Generai License Provisions)
4, Term:

The initial License term is for 20 years commencing from the date hereof and ending
on October 31, 2035, except as otherwise provided in Section 1.2 of the Generai
License Provisions. The term of the License shall continue on a month-to-month basis

after initial term. (See §1.2 of the General License Provisions)
5. License Fees: Intentionally omitted
6. Insurance Amount: See Exhibit "B” (See §16 of the Generai License Provisions)
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7. LACMTA Address:

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza, 18" Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2932
Attn: Deputy Executive Officer — Real Estate
(See §25.1 of the General License Provisions)

8. Licensee's Address:

City of Artesia

18750 Clarkdale Ave.

Artesia, CA 90701

Atin: City Manager (See §25.1 of the General License Provisions)

9. Facility (hereinafter referred to as "Trail"):
A bicycle and pedestrian trail, trash receptacles, appurtenant improvements (including,
without limitation, benches, drinking fountains, lighting, drainage facilities, irrigation
system and all landscaping materials, whether planted as part of this project or pre-

existing and allowed to remain in place by Licensee.
(See §1.1 of the General License Provisions)

The foregoing Basic License Provisions (Part 1), the following General License Provisions
(Part 1) and all exhibits constitute a part of this Agreement and are incorporated into this
Agreement by this reference.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be executed by their

duly authorized representatives as of the date first written above.

LACMTA:

LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

By: %u (M( st gt K

Name: Velma C. Marshall

Title: Deputy Executive Director - Real Estate

Date: //{]/é;
/77

LICENSEE:

CITY OF ARTESIA

By: _%L Q%déw

Name: _William Rawlings

Title: City Manager
Date: / f// (9 {/_/ a

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
By: W

Name: Kevin G. Ennis

Title: City Attorney

Date: !I/ 22 /I‘f'
V4 7/
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PART Il - GENERAL LICENSE PROVISIONS

1. GRANT OF LICENSE/TERM

1.1 Grant_of License. LACMTA hereby grants a non-exclusive
license to Licensee in, on, over, under, across and along the real property of LACMTA in the
location shown in the diagram attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and described in Item 1 of the
Basic License Provisions (the “License Property”), for construction, installation, operation,
alteration, maintenance, reconstruction and/or removal of the Trail described in Item 9 of the
Basic License Provisions, and any usual, necessary and related appurtenances thereto (the
“Trail"), for the purposes described in Item 2 of the Basic License Provisions, together with
rights for access and entry onto the License Property as necessary or convenient for the use
of the Trail. In connection with this grant of license, Licensee, its Councilmembers, officers,
directors, affiliates, employees, agents, customers, visitors, invitees, licensees and contractors
(collectively, "Licensee's Parties”) subject to the provisions hereof, may have reasonable rights
of entry and access onto adjoining real property of LACMTA if necessary for the construction,
installation, operation, alteration, maintenance, reconstruction and/or removal of the Trail or
the License Property, but only after Licensee has received the prior written approval of the
LACMTA for such entry and access, which approval shall not be unreasonably withheld. Right of
access onto adjoining real property of LACMTA does not extend to the public. Licensee shall
post “Private Property” signs along the length of the License Property to exclude the public from
the adjoining real property of LACMTA. The License Property, adjoining real property of
LACMTA and personal property of LACMTA located thereon shall hereinafter collectively be
referred to as "LACMTA Property”.

1.2 Term of Agreement. The term of this Agreement shall
commence on the "Commencement Date" specified in Item 3 of the Basic License Provisions.
After the initial term, this Agreement shall continue until terminated by either party delivering
thirty (30) calendar days' prior written notice to the other party, provided Licensee returns the
License Property in accordance with Section 14 of the General License Provisions of this
Agreement. The decision by LACMTA to terminate this Agreement will be based upon its
determination, in its sole, reasonable judgment, that it then may require possession of the
License Property for other transportation-related purposes.

LACMTA shall also have the right to terminate this Agreement, at
any time, for the additional following reasons:

(a) If Licensee abandons the Trail or the License Property,
no notice of termination is necessary, and this Agreement shall immediately terminate as set
forth in Section 12 of the General License Provisions of this Agreement.

(b) If Licensee breaches this Agreement, no notice of
termination is necessary, and this Agreement shall immediately terminate, as set forth in
Section 13 of the General License Provisions of this Agreement.

(c) LACMTA, in its sole and absolute judgment, determines
that it then may require possession of all, or any portion, of the License Property for a
transportation-related purpose other than the Trail contemplated herein. In this instance,
LACMTA shall provide Licensee with no less than one hundred eighty (180) calendar days’
prior written notice of such termination and this Agreement shall terminate one hundred eighty
(180) calendar days from receipt of such notice by Licensee.
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The term of this Agreement as provided above is referred to as
the "Term".

1.3  Condition of Premises. Licensee acknowledges that it has
inspected and accepts the License Property in its present condition as suitable for the use for
which the License is granted. Execution of this Agreement by Licensee shall be conclusive to
establish that the License Property is in good and satisfactory condition as of the
Commencement Date.

2. PAYMENTS
Intentionally omitted.
3. TAXES
Intentionally omitted.
4. CONSTRUCTION

Any work performed or caused to be performed by Licensee on the Trail
or the License Property shall be performed (a) at Licensee's sole cost and expense; (b) in
accordance with any and all applicable laws, rules and regulations (including the LACMTA's
rules and regulations), and (c)in a manner which is (i) equal to or greater than the then
applicable standards of the industry for such work, and (ii) satisfactory to LACMTA. Prior to
commencement of any construction, reconstruction, installation, restoration, alteration, repair,
replacement or removal (hereinafter, "Work") on the License Property, Licensee shall submit
work plans, including, without limitation, the irrigation plans and the specific types of trees and
landscape contemplated in the design, to LACMTA for review and approval. Any such Work
must be carried out pursuant to work plans approved in writing by LACMTA. In addition,
Licensee shall provide LACMTA with at least ten (10) calendar days’ written notice prior to
commencement of any Work on the Trail or License Property, except in cases of emergency,
in which event Licensee shall notify LACMTA's representative personally or by phone prior to
commencing any Work. Unless otherwise requested by LACMTA, upon completion of any
Work, Licensee shall restore the LACMTA Property to its condition immediately preceding the
commencement of such Work.

Soil Handling Procedures. Only Clean Soil (defined below) may be
brought upon, used and/or spread on the LACMTA Property by Licensee in conjunction with
Licensee’s construction or maintenance of the Trail. Any soil currently existing on the
LACMTA Property may not be spread on the LACMTA Property unless and until it is
characterized as Clean Soil to the reasonable satisfaction of LACMTA. The terms used in this
Section shall have the following meanings:

(a) “Clean Soil”: Soil that is free from Hazardous Materials.

(b) “Import_Soil”: Soil which did not originate from the LACMTA

Property.

(c) “Hazardous Materials":. As defined in Section 19 of this
Agreement.

(d) “Soil”: Soil, dirt, soil amendments, topsoil, soil conditioners,

fertilizers, back fill mix and any other soil mixture.
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Licensee shall not bring upon or use any Import Soil on LACMTA
Property in conjunction with the Work provided under this Agreement, unless the following
conditions have been met: (i) the Import Soil does not contain rubbish, debris, or rocks greater
than six (6) inches in dimension; (ii) the Import Soil is Clean Soil; and (iii) prior to putting the
Import Soil on the LACMTA Property, Licensee provides documentation to LACMTA's
reasonable satisfaction that the requirements subparagraphs (i) and (ii) above have been met.

5. CONTRACTORS; APPROVAL AND INSURANCE

Any contractors of Licensee performing Work on the Trail or the License
Property shall first be approved in writing by LACMTA which shall not be unreasonably
withheld. With respect to such Work, Licensee shall, at its sole cost and expense, obtain and
maintain in full force and effect throughout the term of such Work, insurance, as required by
LACMTA, in the amounts and coverages specified on and issued by insurance companies, as
described on Exhibit “B”. Additionally, Licensee shall cause any and all of its contractors and
subcontractors which may (i) be involved with such Work, or (ii) may, for any reason, need to
enter onto the License Property to obtain and maintain in full force and effect during the Term
of this Agreement, or throughout the term of such Work (as applicable), insurance as required
by LACMTA in the amounts and coverages specified on and issued by insurance companies,
as described on Exhibit “B”. LACMTA reserves the right throughout the Term of this
Agreement to review and change the amount and type of insurance coverage it requires in
connection with this Agreement or the Work to be performed on the Trail or the License
Property.

6. COMMUNITY CONCERNS

Licensee shall be responsible for addressing any community concerns
and questions relating to the Trail, and any Work performed on License Property including,
without limitation, termination of existing leases, ongoing maintenance of the License Property
and the removal of the Trail at the termination of this Agreement, as provided in Section 14 of
these General License Provisions.

7. REIMBURSEMENT

Licensee agrees to reimburse LACMTA for all reasonable costs and
expenses incurred by LACMTA in connection with any work on, or maintenance of, the
License Property or the Trail, including, but not limited to, costs incurred by LACMTA in: (i)
furnishing any materials or performing any labor, (ii) inspecting any work of Licensee or
Licensee’s Parties, and (jii) furnishing other items or performing other acts as LACMTA in its
sole discretion deems necessary to monitor or aid in compliance with this Agreement.
Licensee shall reimburse LACMTA for any such cost or expense immediately upon receipt of a
bill or an invoice therefor.

8. LIENS

Licensee will fully and promptly pay for all materials joined or affixed to
the Trail or LACMTA Property, and fully and promptly pay all persons who perform labor upon
said Trail or LACMTA Property. Licensee shall not suffer or permit to be filed or enforced
against the LACMTA Property or the Trail, or any part thereof, any mechanics’, materialmen's,
contractors', or subcontractors’ liens or stop notices arising from, or any claim for damage
growing out of, any testing, investigation, maintenance or Work, or out of any other claim or
demand of any kind. Licensee shall pay or cause to be paid all such liens, claims or demands,
including sums due with respect to stop notices, together with attorney's fees incurred by
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LACMTA with respect thereto, within ten (10) business days after notice thereof and shall
indemnify, hold harmless and defend LACMTA from all obligations and claims made against
LACMTA for the above described work, including attorney’s fees. Licensee shall furnish
evidence of payment upon request of LACMTA. Licensee may contest any lien, claim or
demand by furnishing a statutory lien bond or equivalent with respect to stop notices to
LACMTA in compliance with applicable California law. If Licensee does not discharge any
mechanic's lien or stop notice for works performed for Licensee, LACMTA shall have the right
to discharge same (including by paying the claimant) and Licensee shall reimburse LACMTA
for the cost of such discharge within ten (10) business days after biling. LACMTA reserves
the right at any time to post and maintain on the LACMTA Property such notices as may be
necessary to protect LACMTA against liability for all such liens and claims. The provisions of
this section shall survive the termination of this Agreement.

9. LANDSCAPING

LACMTA shall have the right to review and approve landscape plans
prior to installation of the landscape materials, as outlined in Section 4 of these General
License Provisions, including any modifications made to the landscaping throughout the term
of this License; provided that such approval shall not be unreasonably withheld.

10. MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR

10.1 General Maintenance Responsibilities. Licensee, at Licensee's
sole expense, shall maintain the License Property and the Trail in good order and condition, to
LACMTA's satisfaction during the Term of this Agreement and shall be responsible for all
incremental costs related to development of the Trail, and maintenance of the License
Property and the Trail as necessary to keep the License Property and the Trail in good order
and condition, to LACMTA's satisfaction. Licensee's maintenance responsibilities shall
include, but not be limited to, keeping the Trail and all other facilities and improvements of
Licensee on the License Property weed, graffiti and litter-free to the satisfaction of LACMTA.
In addition, Licensee shall ensure that (i) all landscaping which is a part of the Trail be
adequately watered, fed and pruned, so as to be maintained in a healthy condition; (ji) any and
all signs required by LACMTA as part of the Trail be maintained in a clean, readable condition,
and (jii) all drainage facilities constructed to accommodate the Trail be maintained to allow for
free flow of water. Licensee's maintenance obligations are further described in Exhibit “D”,
attached hereto.

10.2 Irrigation. Licensee shall pay for all costs to irrigate the Trail and
the costs for associated utilities, including, without limitation, water.

10.3 Overhead and Underground Installations. License shall ensure
that Licensee or Licensee's Parties protect from damage all underground and aboveground
installations and improvements, including pipelines, fiber optic cables, and overhead wire lines
which may be located on LACMTA Property and which may be impacted by construction,
maintenance and/or use of the Trail. Licensee shall call Underground Service Alert (Dig-Alert)
prior to any underground probe or excavation within the LACMTA Property. In addition,
Licensee shall coordinate all work so as to not adversely hinder access to these installations and
improvements by the owners.
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10.4 Access for Normal Maintenance Work. Normal maintenance
work which is conducted entirely within the License Property may be performed by Licensee or
Licensee’s parties without written notice to LACMTA, provided that Licensee and Licensee’s
Parties performing such maintenance work have previously received LACMTA's written
approval to access the License Property for such purposes.

10.5 Access for Emergency Work. In cases where Licensee
reasonably determines that emergency work is necessary, Licensee shall use its best efforts
to contact LACMTA representative personally or by phone prior to commencing such work.
During any emergency work, Licensee shall comply with all requests and requirements of
LACMTA staff or contractors responding to the emergency.

11. USE

The License Property and the Trail shall be used only for the purposes
specified in Item 2 of the Basic License Provisions and for such lawful purposes as may be
directly incidental thereto. No change shall be made by Licensee in the use of the License
Property or to the Trail without LACMTA's prior review and written approval.

In no event can the License Property be used for park or recreational
purposes.

12.  ABANDONMENT

Should Licensee at anytime abandon the use of the Trail or the License
Property, or any part thereof, or fail at any time for a continuous period of ninety (90) calendar
days to use the same for the purposes contemplated herein, then this Agreement shall
terminate to the extent of the portion so abandoned or discontinued, and in addition to any
other rights or remedies, LACMTA shall immediately be entitled to exclusive possession and
ownership of the portion so abandoned or discontinued, without the encumbrance of this
Agreement.

13. BREACH

Should Licensee breach, or fail to keep, observe or perform any
agreement, covenant, term or condition on its part herein contained, then, in addition to any
other available rights and remedies, LACMTA at its option may:

(a) perform any necessary or appropriate corrective work at
Licensee's expense, which Licensee agrees to pay to LACMTA upon demand, or

(b) with or without written notice or demand, immediately terminate
this Agreement and at any time thereafter, recover possession of the License Property or any
part thereof, and expel and remove therefrom Licensee and any other person occupying the
License Property by lawful means, and again repossess and enjoy the License Property and
the Trail, without prejudice to any of the remedies that LACMTA may have under this
Agreement, at law or equity by reason of Licensee’s default or of such termination.

14. SURRENDER

As a condition to termmination of this Agreement for any reason or on the
expiration of this Agreement, unless otherwise agreed to by LACMTA in writing to leave in
place any part of the Trail, Licensee, at its own cost and expense, shall (i) relocate the
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landscaping and improvementsor remove the Trail, as determined by the LACMTA in its sole
discretion; and (ii) restore the LACMTA Property to its original state and condition prior to the
commencement date of this Agreement to LACMTA's satisfaction. Should Licensee fail to
comply with the requirements of the preceding sentence, LACMTA may at its option perform
the same at Licensee's expense, which costs Licensee agrees to pay to LACMTA on demand.
Notwithstanding anything herein to the contrary, LACMTA may, in its sole discretion, request
Licensee to leave all or a portion of the Trail in place on the License Property, in which case, it
would elect to assume title and ownership of said Trail, at no cost to LACMTA. No termination
hereof shall release Licensee from any liability or obligation hereunder, whether of indemnity
or otherwise, resulting from any acts, omissions or events happening prior to the date the Trail
is removed and the LACMTA Property is restored.

15. INDEMNIFICATION

Licensee, on behalf of itself and its successors and assigns, agrees to
indemnify, defend (by counsel satisfactory to LACMTA), and hold harmless LACMTA, its
subsidiaries and their respective members, directors, partners, officers, commissioners,
employees, agents, successors and assigns (individually and collectively, "Indemnitees”), to
the maximum extent allowed by law, from and against loss, liability, claims, demands, suits,
liens, claims of lien, damages, costs and expenses (including, without limitation, any fines,
penalties, judgments, litigation expenses, and experts’ and attorneys' fees), that are incurred
by or asserted against Indemnitees arising out of or connected in any manner with (i) the acts
or omissions to act of the Licensee, or its officers, directors, affiliates, Licensee's Parties or
anyone employed by or for whose acts Licensee is liable (collectively, "Personnel”) or invitees
of Licensee in connection with the LACMTA Property or arising from the presence upon or
performance of activities by Licensee or its Personnel with respect to the LACMTA Property,
(ii) bodily injury to or death of any person (including employees of Indemnitees) or damage to
or loss of use of property resulting from such acts or omissions of Licensee or its Personnel, or
(iii) non-performance or breach by Licensee or its Personnel of any term or condition of this
Agreement, in each case whether occurring during the Term of this Agreement or thereafter.

The foregoing indemnity shall be effective except to the extent any
liability is caused by the active negligence or willful misconduct of Indemnitees or unless
Indemnitees are fully indemnified by any other lessee and/or licensee (unrelated to this
License), shall survive termination of this Agreement, and is in addition to any other rights or
remedies which Indemnitees may have under the law or under this Agreement. Upon request
of LACMTA, Licensee shall provide insurance coverage, as provided in Section 17, for
possible claims or losses covered by the indemnification and defense provisions of this
Agreement.

Claims against the Indemnitees by Licensee or its Personnel shall not
limit the Licensee’s indemnification obligations hereunder in any way, whether or not such
claims against Indemnitees may resuit in any limitation on the amount or type of damages,
compensation, or benefits payable by or for a Licensee or its Personnel under workers'
compensation acts, disability benefit acts or other employee benefit acts or insurance.

16. ASSUMPTION OF RISK AND WAIVER

To the maximum extent allowed by law, Licensee assumes any and all
risk of loss, damage or injury of any kind to any person or property, including without limitation,
the Trail, the LACMTA Property and any other property of, or under the control or custody of,
Licensee, which is on or near the License Property. Licensee’s assumption of risk shall
include, without limitation, loss or damage caused by defects in any structure or improvement
on the LACMTA Property, accident or fire or other casualty on the LACMTA Property, or
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electrical discharge, noise or vibration resulting from LACMTA's transit operations on or near
the LACMTA Property. The term "LACMTA" as used in this section shall include: (i) any
transit or rail-related company validly operating upon or over LACMTA's tracks or other
property, and (ii) any other persons or companies employed, retained or engaged by
LACMTA. Licensee, on behalf of itself and its Personnel as a matenal part of the
consideration for this Agreement, hereby waives all claims and demands against LACMTA for
any such loss, damage or injury of Licensee and/or its Personnel. In that connection,
Licensee waives the benefit of California Civil Code Section 1542, which provides as follows:

A general release does not extend to claims which the creditor
does not know or suspect to exist in his favor at the time of
executing the release, which if known by him must have
materially affected his settiement with the debtor.

The foregoing assumption of risk shall be effective except to the extent any
liability is caused by the gross negligence or willful misconduct of LACMTA; shall
survive termination of this Agreement; and is in addition to any other rights or
remedies which LACMTA may have under the law or under this Agreement.

17. INSURANCE

Licensee, at its sole cost and expense, shall obtain and maintain in full
force and effect during the Term of this Agreement insurance as required by LACMTA in the
amounts and coverage's specified and issued by insurance companies as described on
Exhibit "B". LACMTA reserves the right, throughout the Term of this Agreement, to review and
upon giving sixty (60) calendar days’ written notice to Licensee, to change the amount and
type of insurance coverage it requires in connection with this Agreement or any Work to be
performed on the License Property. Prior to (i) entering the License Property or (ii) performing
any Work or maintenance on the License Property, Licensee shall furnish LACMTA with
insurance endorsements or certificates evidencing the existence, amounts and coverage’s of
the insurance required to be maintained hereunder. As a public entity, Licensee may satisfy
this requirement through the use of commercial insurance, self-insurance, risk pooling or risk
retention, or any combination thereof at Licensee's option. LACMTA shall not be liable for the
payment of any premiums or assessments for insurance required to be maintained by
Licensee under this Agreement.

18. TESTS AND INSPECTIONS

LACMTA shall have the right at any time to inspect the License Property
and the Trail so as to monitor compliance with this Agreement. If, in LACMTA's sole judgment,
any installation on, or use or condition of the License Property may have an adverse effect on
the LACMTA Property, adjacent property (whether or not owned by LACMTA) or LACMTA
operations, LACMTA shall be permitted to conduct any tests or assessments, including but not
limited to environmental assessments, of, on or about the License Property, as it determines to
be necessary or useful to evaluate the condition of the License Property. Licensee shall
cooperate with LACMTA in any tests or inspections deemed necessary by LACMTA. Licensee
shall pay or reimburse LACMTA, as appropriate, for all reasonable costs and expenses
incurred due to tests, inspections or any necessary corrective work and inspections thereafter.

19. HAZARDOUS/TOXIC MATERIALS USE AND INDEMNITY

Licensee shall operate and maintain the License Property in compliance
with all, and shall not cause or permit the License Property to be in violation of any federal,
state or local environmental, health and/or safety-related laws, regulations, standards,
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decisions of the courts, permits or permit conditions, currently existing or as amended or
adopted in the future which are or become applicable to Licensee or the License Property
("Environmental Laws"). Except for Hazardous Materials expressly approved by LACMTA in
writing as shown on Exhibit “C”, Licensee shall not cause or permit, or allow any of Licensee's
Parties to cause or permit, any Hazardous Materials to be brought upon, stored, used,
generated, treated or disposed of on or about the LACMTA Property. Any Hazardous
Materials on the site shall be stored, used, generated and disposed of in accordance with all
applicable Environmental Laws. As used herein, "Hazardous Materials” means any chemical,
substance or material which is now or becomes in the future listed, defined or regulated in any
manner by any Environmental Law based upon, directly or indirectly, its properties or effects.
Licensee will not be responsible for any condition existing prior to the commencement of this
License.

Licensee shall indemnify, defend (by counsel acceptable to LACMTA)
and hold harmless the Indemnities (as defined in Section 16) from and against all loss, liability,
claim, damage, cost or expense (including without limitation, any fines, penalties, judgments,
litigation expenses, attorneys' fees, and consulting, engineering, and construction fees and
expenses) incurred by Indemnitees as a result of (a) Licensee's breach of any prohibition or
provision of this section, or (b) any release of Hazardous Materials upon or from the Trail or
the License Property or contamination of the LACMTA Property or adjacent property (i) which
occurs due to the use and occupancy of the Trail or the LACMTA Property by Licensee or
Licensee's Parties, or (ii) which is made worse due to the act or failure to act of Licensee or
Licensee's Parties.

The foregoing indemnity shall be effective except to the extent any
liability is caused by the active negligence or willful misconduct of Indemnitees or unless
Indemnitees are fully indemnified by any other lessee and/or licensee (unrelated to this
License), shall survive termination of this Agreement, and is in addition to any other rights or
remedies which Indemnitees may have under the law or under this Agreement.

Licensee shall promptly notify LACMTA of any release on, or
contamination of, LACMTA Property of which Licensee or any of Licensee's Parties becomes
aware. In addition, in the event of any release on or contamination of the License Property by
Licensee or Licensee's Parties, Licensee, at its sole expense, shall promptly take all actions
necessary to clean up the affected property (including the LACMTA Property and all affected
adjacent property, whether or not owned by LACMTA) and to return the affected property to
the condition existing prior to such release or contamination, to the satisfaction of LACMTA
and any governmental authorities having jurisdiction thereover.

20. UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS

NEITHER LICENSEE NOR LICENSEE'S PARTIES SHALL INSTALL
OR USE ANY UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS ON THE LICENSE PROPERTY
UNLESS SPECIFICALLY APPROVED IN ADVANCE IN WRITING BY LACMTA, WHICH
APPROVAL MAY BE WITHHELD IN LACMTA'S SOLE DISCRETION.

At LACMTA’s option, upon termination of this Agreement at any time
and for any reason, Licensee shall, prior to the effective date of such termination, remove and
close all underground storage tanks and related equipment and clean up and remove all
Hazardous Materials in, on, under and about the LACMTA Property, in accordance with the
requirements of all Environmental Laws and to the satisfaction of LACMTA and any
governmental authorities having jurisdiction thereover, and deliver to LACMTA a copy of a
certificate of closure issued for such tanks by the appropriate governmental authority.
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21. SUBORDINATE RIGHTS

This Agreement is subject and subordinate to the prior and continuing
right and obligation of LACMTA, its successors and assigns, to use the License Property in the
exercise of its powers and in the performance of its duties, including those as a public
transportation body. Accordingly, there is reserved and retained unto LACMTA, its
successors, assigns and permittees, the right to construct, reconstruct, maintain and use
existing and future rail tracks, facilites and appurtenances and existing and future
transportation, communication, pipeline and other facilities and appurtenances in, upon, over,
under, across and along the LACMTA Property, and in connection therewith the right to grant
and convey to others, rights and interests to the LACMTA Property on the License Property
and in the vicinity of the Trail. This Agreement is subject to all licenses, leases, easements,
restrictions, conditions, covenants, encumbrances, liens, claims and other matters of title (“title
exceptions”) which may affect the LACMTA property now or hereafter, and the words “grant’
or “convey” as used herein shall not be construed as a covenant against the existence of any
such title exceptions.

22, COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS

Licensee shall comply with all applicable federal, state and local laws,
regulations, rules and orders in its work on, or maintenance, inspection, testing or use of, the
Trail and the License Property and shall furnish satisfactory evidence of such compliance
promptly upon request of LACMTA. LACMTA may enter the License Property to inspect the
Trail at any time, upon provision of reasonable notice of inspection to Licensee. Licensee
shall obtain all required permits or licenses required by any governmental authority for its use
of the License Property and the Trail, at its sole cost and expense.

23. CONDEMNATION

In the event all or any portion of the License Property shall be taken or
condemned for another public use (including conveyance by deed in lieu of or in settlement of
condemnation proceedings), Licensee assigns to LACMTA all compensation (if any) arising
out of such taking or condemnation awarded to Licensee.

24. MARKERS
Intentionally omitted.
25. GENERAL PROVISIONS

25.1 Notices. All notices and demands which either party is required
to or desires to give to the other shall be made in writing by personal delivery, by express
courier service or by certified mail postage prepaid, and addressed to such party at its address
set forth in Items 7 and 8 of the Basic License Provisions of this Agreement. Either party may
change its address for the receipt of notice by giving written notice thereof to the other party in
the manner herein provided. Notices shall be effective only upon receipt by the party to whom
notice or demand is given.

25.2 Non-Exclusive License. The license granted herein is not
exclusive and LACMTA specifically reserves the right to grant other licenses within the License
Property.

25.3 Governing Law. This Agreement shall be governed by the laws
of the State of California.
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25.4 Severability. If any term, covenant, condition or provision of this
Agreement, or the application thereof to any person or circumstance, shall to any extent be
held by a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, void or unenforceable, the remainder of
the terms, covenants, conditions, or provisions of this Agreement, or the application thereof to
any person or circumstance, shall remain in full force and effect and shall in no way be
affected, impaired or invalidated thereby.

25.5 Interest on Past-due Obligations. Except as expressly herein
provided, any amount due to LACMTA arising out of this Agreement which is not paid when
due shall bear interest, from the date due, at the maximum rate then allowable by law. Such
interest will be due LACMTA, as applicable, as it accrues. Payment of such interest shall not
excuse or cure any default by Licensee under this Agreement, provided, however, that interest
shall not be payable on late charges incurred by Licensee.

25,6 Captions. The Captions included in this Agreement are for
convenience only and in no way define, limit, or otherwise describe the scope or intent of this
Agreement or any provision hereof, or in any way affect the interpretation of this Agreement.

25.7 Survival of Obligations. All obligations of Licensee hereunder
not fully performed as of the expiration or earlier termination of the Term of this Agreement
shall survive the expiration or earlier termination of this Agreement, including without limitation,
all obligations concerning the condition of the License Property and the Trail.

25.8 Waiver of Covenants or Conditions. The waiver by one party of
the performance of any covenant or condition under this Agreement shall not invalidate this
Agreement nor shall it be considered a waiver by it of any other covenant or condition under
this Agreement.

25.9 Amendment. This Agreement may be amended at any time by
the written agreement of LACMTA and Licensee. All amendments, changes, revisions, and
discharges of this Agreement in whole or in part, and from time to time, shall be binding upon
the parties despite any lack of legal consideration, so long as the same shall be in writing and
executed by the parties hereto.

25.10 Assignment. This Agreement and the license granted herein are
personal to the Licensee. Licensee shall not assign or transfer (whether voluntary or
involuntary) this Agreement in whole or in part, or permit any other person or entity to use the
rights or privileges hereby conveyed, without the prior written consent of LACMTA, which may
be withheld in LACMTA's sole and absolute discretion, and any attempted act in violation of
the foregoing shall be void and without effect and give LACMTA the right to immediately
terminate this Agreement.

25.11 Attorneys’ Fees. In any judicial or arbitration proceeding
involving performance under this Agreement, or default or breach thereof, the prevailing party
shall be entitled to its reasonable attorney's fees and costs.

25.12 Nondiscrimination. Licensee certifies and agrees that all
persons employed thereby and/or the affiliates, subsidiaries, or holding companies thereof and
any contractors retained thereby with respect to the License Property are and shall be treated
equally without regard to or because of race, religion, ancestry, national origin, or sex, and in
compliance with all federal and state laws prohibiting discrimination in employment, including
but not limited to the Civil Rights Act of 1964; the Unruh Civil Rights Act; the Cartwright Act;
and the California Fair Employment Practices Act.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Trail License Agreement 10 City of Artesia
Revised 020404 License No. RWSAQ00673 (Rev. 11/03/15)



25.13 Further Acts. Licensee agrees to perform any further acts and to
execute and deliver in recordable form any documents which may be reasonably necessary to
carry out the provisions of this Agreement, including, at LACMTA's sole discretion, the

relocation of the Trail and the license granted hereby.

25.14 Termination for Public Project.
recognizes and agrees that the License Property is located on LACMTA property that may be
developed for public projects and programs which may be implemented by LACMTA or other
public agencies, such as, but not limited to: rail and bus transit ways, bikeways, walkways,
beautification projects and other public uses (collectively “Project”), and that Licensee’s use of
the License Property under this License is an interim use. Accordingly, as a condition to
entering into this License, LACMTA expressly reserves the right to terminate the License for
any of such public Project. Licensee expressly acknowledges and agrees that: (1) LACMTA{

Licensee hereby expressly

ﬂ
=
=3

may terminate this License for any public project: (2) Licensee will NOT oppose any public
Project when planned or implemented on or adjacent to the License Property; and (3) in the
event LACMTA terminates this License and requires Licensee to vacate the License Property
for any public Project, Licensee (a) shall not be entitled to receive any relocation assistance,
moving expenses, goodwill or other payments under the Uniform Relocation Assistance and
Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended, 42 U.S.C. &4601 et seq: and (b)
shall not be entitled to any compensation under the eminent domain law, as a result of such

termination and vacation of the License Property.

25.15 Future Need of License Property. If LACMTA shall at any time,
or from time to time, so require by written notice thereof to Licensee based on the need of

LACMTA, in its sole discretion, for the License Property for its public purposes Licensee shall
reconstruct, alter, make changes as required by LACMTA, relocate or remove the Trail at

Licensee’s sole cost and expense.

25.16 Time of Essence. Time is of the essence.

25.17 No_Recording. Licensee shall not record or permit to be
recorded in the official records of the county where the License Property is located any
memorandum of this Agreement or any other document giving notice of the existence of this

Agreement or the license granted hereby.

25.18 Revocable License. Licensee agrees that notwithstanding the
improvements made by Licensee to the License Property or other sums expended by
Licensee in furtherance of this Agreement, the license granted herein is revocable by LACMTA

in accordance with the terms of this Agreement.
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25.19 Entire Agreement; Amendments. This Agreement and the
Exhibits hereto constitute the entire agreement between the Parties with respect to the subject
matter hereof and supersede all prior verbal or written agreements and understandings
between the Parties with respect to the items set forth herein. This Agreement may be
amended at any time by the written agreement of LACMTA and Licensee. All amendments,
changes, revisions, and discharges of this Agreement in whole or in part, and from time to
time, shall be binding upon the parties despite any lack of legal consideration, so long as the
same shall be in writing and executed by the parties hereto.

25.20 Additional Provisions. Those additional provisions set forth in
Exhibit "D", if any, are hereby incorporated by this reference as if fully set forth herein.
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Exhibit "B"

INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS

Licensee shall procure and maintain, for the Term of the Agreement, insurance against claims for
injuries to persons or damages to property which may arise from, or in connection with, the use of the
LACMTA Property by the Licensee, its agents, representatives, employees or subcontractors.

Minimum Scope of Insurance (Check all applicable boxes)
Coverage shall be at least as broad as:

Insurance Services Office Commercial General Liability coverage (occurrence form CG 0001).
Insurance Services Office Form No. CA 0001 (Ed. 1/87) covering Automobile Liability, code 1
(any auto).

Worker's Compensation insurance as required by the State of California and Employer's
Liability Insurance.

Course of Construction insurance form providing coverage for “all risks” of loss.

Property insurance against all risks of loss to any tenant improvements or betterments.
Insurance Services Office Railroad Protective Liability

0000 X KK

Contractor's Pollution Liability with coverage for:

a. bodily injury, sickness, disease, mental anguish or shock sustained by any person,
including death;

b. property damage including physical injury to or destruction of tangible property including
the resulting loss of use thereof, clean-up costs, and the loss of use of tangible property
that has not been physically injured or destroyed;

c. defense, including costs, charges and expenses incurred in the investigation, adjustment
or defense of claims for such compensatory damages, and

d. losses caused by pollution conditions that arise from the operations of the contractor
described under the scope of services of this contract.

Minimum Limits of Insurance (Check all applicable boxes)
Licensee shall maintain limits no less than:

X General Liability: $2,000,000 per occurrence for bodily injury, personal injury and
property damage. If Commercial General Liability Insurance or other form with a general
aggregate limit is used, either the general aggregate limit shall apply separately to this
project/location or the general aggregate limit shall be twice the required occurrence
limit.

B Automobile Liability: $7,000,000 per accident for bodily injury and property damage.

X Employer’s Liability: $7,000,000 per accident for bodily injury or disease.

[J Course of Construction: Completed value of the project.

[ Property Insurance: Full replacement cost with no coinsurance penalty provision.

[ Railroad Protective Liability: $2,000,000 per occurrence. Aggregate limit shall apply separately
to this project/location or the aggregate limit shall be twice the required per occurrence limit

[ Contractors Pollution Liability: $7,000,000 per occurrence/$2,000,000 annual aggregate.
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Deductibles and Seif-insured Retentions

Any deductibles or self-insured retentions must be declared to and apgroved by LACMTA. At the option
of LACMTA, either: the insurer shall reduce or eliminate such deductibles or self-insured retentions as
respects LACMTA, its officials and employees; or the Licensee shall procure a bond guaranteeing
payment of losses, and related investigations, claim administration and defense expenses.

Qther Insurance Provisions

The general liability and automobile liability policies are to contain, or be endorsed to contain, the
following provisions:

1. LACMTA, its subsidiaries, officials and employees are to be covered as insureds as respects:
liability arising out of activities performed by or on behalf of the Licensee; products and completed
operations of the Licensee; premises owned, occupied or used by the Licensee; and automobiles
owned, leased, hired or borrowed by the Licensee. The coverage shall contain no special
limitations on the scope of protection afforded to LACMTA, its subsidiaries, officials and employees.

2. For any claims related to this project, the Licensee’s insurance coverage shall be primary insurance
as respects LACMTA, its subsidiaries, officials and employees. Any insurance or self-insurance
maintained by LACMTA, its subsidiaries, officials and employees shall be excess of the contractor's
insurance and shall not contribute with it.

3. Any failure to comply with reporting or other dprovisions of the policies including breaches of
warranties shall not affect coverage provided to LACMTA, its subsidiaries, officials and employees.

4. The Licensee's insurance shall apply separately to each insured against whom claim is made or suit
is brought, except with respect to the limits of the insurer’s liability.

5. Each insurance policy required by this clause shall be endorsed to state that coverage shall not be
suspended, voided, canceled by either a party, or reduced in coverage or in limits, except after thirty
8{)) l::Aalendar days’ prior written notice by certified mail, return receipt requested, has been given to

CMTA.

6. Workers’ Compensation and Employer’s Liability policies shall contain the inclusion of the LACMTA,
its Subsidiaries, officials and employees as additional insured, or provide a waiver of subrogation.

Acceptabiiity of insurers

Insurance is to be placed with insurers with a current A.M. Best's rating of no less than A:VII, unless
otherwise approved by LACMTA.

Verification of Coverage

Licensee shall furnish LACMTA with original endorsements and certificates of insurance evidencing
coverage required by this clause. All documents are to be signed by a person authorized by that insurer
to bind coverage on its behalf. All documents are to be received and approved by the LACMTA before
Work commences. As an alternative, the Licensee may provide complete, certified copies of all
required insurance policies, including endorsements effecting the coverage required by these
specifications.

Contractors and Subcontractors

Licensee shall include all contractors and subcontractors as insureds under its policies or require
certificates and endorsements for each contractor and subcontractor. All coverages for contractors and
subcontractors shall be subject to all of the requirements stated herein. The administration of insurance
compliance of contractors and subcontractors shall be subject to audit review by LACMTA.
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Exhibit “C”
Permitted Hazardous Materials

No hazardous materials are permitted to be used or stored on the License Property.
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Exhibit "D "

Additional Provisions

1. Additional Maintenance Provisions. Licensee shall provide labor, equipment, tools and
materials necessary to fully maintain the Trail and its landscaping. Maintenance tasks that
Licensee will be responsible for shall include, but not be limited to:

(a)
(b)

(c)

Weed abatement, which will be performed on a monthly basis.

Removal and disposal of refuse and debris, including broken concrete and
asphalt, construction debris, scrap metal, broken glass, paper trash, furniture,
appliances, automobile parts, shopping carts, tires, bicycles, dead vegetation,
and other materials illegally dumped on the Trail. Debris shall be removed
monthly and/or upon request. .

Landscape Maintenance:

(d)

Provide adequate watering for the planted trees, shrubbery and ground
cover to keep plantings in a healthy condition.

Pruning of trees. During the first five years of establishment, trees shall
receive at least annual pruning. All cuttings shall be disposed of off-site, the
same day.

Planting design and subsequent trimming plan shall incorporate compliance
with existing regulations related to visibility and clearance for vehicles and
pedestrians.

Maintenance levels shall be sufficient to not pose a fire hazard to any
buildings and structures, including poles and wirelines.

Respond to emergency situations, including trimming for public safety and
visibility of traffic devices, signs, etc.

Fencing and landscaping associated with the Trail lying within one hundred
(100) feet of the centerline of any at-grade road crossing of LACMTA
Property shall meet the following minimum requirements:

1) Landscaping shall be maintained to a height of not more than three (3)
feet above surrounding ground level.

2) Fencing shall be maintained to a height of not more than four (4) feet
above surrounding ground level.

Investigate and resolve maintenance requests as quickly as possible

consistent with staff and equipment availability and Licensee policy.

(e)

Post LACMTA-approved signs regarding the Trail project and/or

ownership of the Right of Way. Maintain and replace signs as necessary.
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) Remove graffiti from signs, posts and all hard structures appurtenant to
the Trail and its landscaping on a weekly basis.

In event the Trail and LACMTA Property not be maintained as herein provided,
to LACMTA's satisfaction, LACMTA may perform, at Licensee’s expense, any necessary work
including, but not limited to, tree and other landscape trimming and fence replacement, and
Licensee agrees to reimburse LACMTA for all incurred costs.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Trail License Agreement 20 City of Artesia
Revised 020404 License No. RWSAQ000673 (Rev. 11/03/15)



Appendix C: Section 6(f) of Land and Water Conservation Fund Project List

APPENDIX C: SECTION 6(F) OF LAND AND WATER
CONSERVATION FUND PROJECT LIST

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project

Final Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation March 2024






Appendix C: Section 6(f) of Land and Water Conservation Fund Project List

Fiscal
Year

County

Name

‘ Agency Name

Project
Number

Project Name

Project Scope

‘ Grant Amount

Project Address

Project

Project City | Zip Code

2018/19 | Los City of Long | 06-01828 | Davenport Park Phase | Construct a new multiuse sports field and $2,016,000 | 2910 East Long Beach | 90805
Angeles Beach I shaded outdoor seating area, and install 55th Wy
exercise equipment with signage in
Davenport Park in the City of Long Beach.
2017/18 | Los City of 06-01818 | Garvey Dog Park Construct a new dog park with dual $290,375 | 7933 Emerson | Rosemead 91770
Angeles | Rosemead entrance rough iron perimeter fencing, P
landscaping, irrigation, and drinking
fountains in Garvey Park in the City of
Rosemead.
2017/18 | Los City of 06-01817 | Urban Orchard Park Create the new Urban Orchard Park in the $3,000,000 | 9475 West South Gate | 90280
Angeles | South Gate City of South Gate. Construct a new Frontage Rd
playground, walking path and bikeway,
exercise equipment, community garden,
and restrooms.
2015/16 | Los City of Los | 06-01809 | Lincoln Park Pool and | Construct a new lap pool, deck, children's $1,792,850 | 3501 Valley Los Angeles | 90031
Angeles | Angeles Bathhouse water play area, bathhouse, equipment Blvd
Replacement and chemical building, pool perimeter
fencing, retaining wall, bio-filtration swale
and install new landscaping and irrigation
system in the City of Los Angeles.
2015/16 | Los Department | 06-01776 | Arroyo Sequit A development project to remove two $400,000 | 3500 Pacific | Malibu 90265
Angeles | of Parks Steelhead Barrier instream barriers within Arroyo Sequit Coast Hwy
and Removal Project Creek and add two free-span bridges at
Recreation Upper and Lower Arizona Crossings.
2015/16 | Los City of Los | 06-01783 | Runyon Canyon Acquire approximately 3.81 acres to $1,500,000 | 2450 Solar Dr | Los Angeles | 90046
Angeles | Angeles Acquisition expand Runyon Canyon Park in the City of
Los Angeles.
2015/16 | Los City of Long | 06-01782 | Pacific Electric Right- | Create the new Pacific Electric Right-of- $450,000 | Park Ave/4th | Long Beach | 90804
Angeles | Beach of-Way Greenbelt Way Greenbelt Park in the City of Long St to Ximeno
Beach. Construct bicycle/pedestrian tail, Ave
trailheads, picnic area and landscaping.
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Fiscal
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Project
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Project Name

Project Scope

‘ Grant Amount

Project Address

Project City

Project
Zip Code

2015/16 | Los City of 06-01784 | Salt Lake Park Splash | Construct a new splash pad (water to be $325,000 | 3401 E. Huntington | 90255
Angeles | Huntington Pad reused for park's irrigation) at Salt Lake Florence Ave | Park
Park Park in the City of Huntington Park.
2014/15 | Los City of Pico | 06- Pico Park Renovation | Develop Pico Park by constructing a new $172,029 | 9528 Beverly | Pico Rivera | 90660
Angeles | Rivera 01748A | and Enhancement jogging track, exercise stations, picnic Blvd
Project shelter and related amenities.
2014/15 | Los Department | 06-01789 | Baldwin Hills Scenic | A project to construct a new paved trail $160,000 | 6300 Hetzler | Culver City | 90232
Angeles | of Parks Overlook - Hetzler and retaining wall along an approximate Rd
and Trail 1,500 foot stretch between Hetzler Road
Recreation and Culver City Park Trail spur, leading up
to Baldwin Hills Scenic Overlook main
entry.
2014/15 | Los City of 06-01762 | Pantera Park Trail Create a new trail at Pantera Park in the $116,497 | 738 Pantera Diamond Bar | 91765
Angeles | Diamond Access Development | City of Diamond Bar. Dr
Bar
2014/15 | Los City of 06-01763 | Yellen Park Creation Create the new Yellen Park in the City of $1,969,625 | Avenue S and | Palmdale 93550
Angeles | Palmdale Project Palmdale. Construct a new multipurpose Hillcrest Dr
field with lighting, adventure-themed
playground, picnic areas, pathways and
bikeways, restroom, site landscaping and
irrigation, and parking lot.
2014/15 | Los City of 06-01785 | Walnut Creek Nature | Renovate an observation structure, $480,000 | 701 Frazier St | Baldwin Park | 91706
Angeles Baldwin Park Improvements restrooms, trail, bridge, and parking lot,
Park and add a bioswale, picnic tables,
landscaping, interpretive signage, and
lighting at Walnut Creek Nature Park in
the City of Baldwin Park.
2013/14 | Los City of 06-01735 | Johnny Carson Park Develop Johnny Carson Park by $265,075 | 400 Bob Hope | Burbank 91505
Angeles | Burbank Trails & Nature Ed. constructing an approximate 0.5-mile-long Dr
Project Dev decomposed granite loop trail, secondary
trails, bridge ADA access and installing
educational signage.
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County
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Project

‘ Grant Amount

Project

Year Name Number Project Name Project Scope Project Address | Project City | Zip Code
2012/13 | Los City of 06-01749 | Barnes Park Fitness Develop Barnes Park by constructing a $56,636 | 3251 Pattriti | Baldwin Park | 91706
Angeles | Baldwin Zone Project new outdoor fitness zone with shade Ave
Park structure and walking trail markers.
2012/13 | Los City of Pico | 06-01748 | Pico Park Renovation | Develop Pico Park by constructing a new $27,971 | 9528 Beverly | Pico Rivera | 90660
Angeles | Rivera and Enhancement jogging track, exercise stations, picnic Blvd
Project shelter and related amenities.
2011/12 | Los City of 06-01734 | Grand View Trail Link | Develop approximately 2,488 feet of the $89,608 | 1425 Diamond Bar | 91765
Angeles | Diamond Grand View Trail Link at Summitridge Park Summitridge
Bar in the City of Diamond Bar by constructing Dr
a hard pan trail, landscape tie steps with
lodge pole fencing in one area to mitigate
slope, a foot bridge, and installing
benches and signage.
2010/11 | Los City of 06-01716 | Grand View Trail (aka | Develop Summitridge Park in the City of $121,220| 1425 Diamond Bar | 91765
Angeles | Diamond Summitridge Park Diamond Bar by constructing Summitridge
Bar Southern Trail) approximately 1,216 feet of decomposed Dr
granite trail, fencing, benches, shade
structures, trash cans, and signage.
2010/11 | Los City of 06-01719 | Abalone Cove Develop Abalone Cove Shoreline Park by $310,830 | 5970 Palos Rancho 90275
Angeles | Rancho Shoreline Park constructing decomposed granite trails Verdes Dr Palos Verdes
Palos Improvement Project | with trailhead and viewing station, picnic South
Verdes areas including group picnic facilities,
shade structures/ outdoor classroom area,
play area consisting of organic maze, and
support facilities.
2010/11 | Los City of Long | 06- Seaside Park Development of trails, picnic areas, sports $194,901 | 1401 Chestnut | Long Beach | 90813
Angeles | Beach 01554A | Development field, turf area, play equipment, game Ave

courts, landscaping, irrigation, and related
support facilities.
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Fiscal
Year

2010/11

County
Name

Los
Angeles

‘ Agency Name

City of Long
Beach

Project
Number

06-
01554A

Project Name

Seaside Park
Development

Project Scope

Development of trails, picnic areas, sports
field, turf area, play equipment, game
courts, landscaping, irrigation, and related
support facilities.

‘ Grant Amount
$194,901

Project Address

1401 Chestnut
Ave

Project City

Long Beach

Project
Zip Code

90813

2009/10

Los
Angeles

County of
Los Angeles

06-01669

Cold Creek High Trail

The County of Los Angeles, Parks will
acquire approx. 10 acres in the County of
Los Angeles near the City of Calabasas. All
reimbursement requests must be
accompanied by a billing progress report.
NPS approval of the progress report must
be obtained prior to any SMARTLINK
drawdown of funds. Reimbursement of
funds under this agreement will not be
allowed until National Park Service has
received certification from the state that
the fair market value of property acquired,
or to be acquired, has been determined by
an appraisal prepared in conformity with
the Uniform Appraisal Standards for
Federal Land Acquisition.

$136,097

NULL

Calabasas

91302

2006/07

Los
Angeles

City of
Maywood

06-01651

Maywood Aquatic
Center Development

A development project in the City of
Maywood to construct a swimming pool
and support facilities.

$12,783

4801 East
58th St

Maywood

90270

2006/07

Los
Angeles

City of
Sierra
Madre

06-01648

Milton & Harriet
Goldberg Recreation
Development

A development project in the City of Sierra
Madre to construct a native botanical
pocket park.

$55,597

171 S.
Sunnyside
Ave

Sierra Madre

91024

2006/07

Los
Angeles

City of
Covina

06-01656

Heritage Plaza

The City of Covina will develop Civic
Center Park by constructing an
ampbhitheater, picnic area, playground/tot
lot and related support facilities.

$63,000

400 North
Citrus Ave

Covina

91723

2005/06

Los
Angeles

City of
Diamond
Bar

06-01620

Sycamore Canyon Park
Trail Development

The City of Diamond Bar will develop
Sycamore Canyon by constructing a trail
with related support facilities.

$136,000

22930 Golden
Springs Dr

Diamond Bar

91765
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Fiscal County Project Project
Year Name | Agency Name | Number Project Name Project Scope Grant Amount | Project Address | Project City | Zip Code
2004/05 | Los City of 06-01564 | A. J. Padelford Park Acquisition of approximately .06 acres $181,456 | 16912 Artesia 90701
Angeles | Artesia Acquisition (2,675 sq ft, APN # 7011-020-003) for an Clarkdale Ave
addition to an existing park.
2004/05 | Los City of El 06-01588 | Rio Hondo River Park | The City of El Monte will develop Rio $224,000 | 4275 Ranger | El Monte 91732
Angeles | Monte Development Hondo River Park by constructing a Ave

hiking/biking trail, picnic areas, natural
area, and support facilities.

2004/05 | Los City of 06-01592 | Culver West Park The City of Culver City will develop Culver $123,000 | 4162 Wade Los Angeles | 90066
Angeles | Culver City Development West Park by constructing a trail, picnic Ave
area, open space for field sports and
support facilities.

2004/05 | Los City of La 06-01602 | Flint Canyon The City of La Cafiada Flintridge will $125,000 | 4157 La Cafiada | 91011
Angeles | Cafiada Development develop a hiking/horse/bicycle trail and Hampstead Flintridge
Flintridge support facilities at Flint Canyon Trail. Rd
2003/04 | Los City of Long | 06-01554 | Seaside Park Development of trails, picnic areas, sports $23,704 | 1401 Chestnut | Long Beach | 90813
Angeles | Beach Development field, turf area, play equipment, game Ave

courts, landscaping, irrigation, and related
support facilities.

2003/04 | Los City of Long | 06-01554 | Seaside Park Development of trails, picnic areas, sports $23,704 | 1401 Chestnut | Long Beach | 90813
Angeles | Beach Development field, turf area, play equipment, game Ave
courts, landscaping, irrigation, and related
support facilities.

2003/04 | Los City of 06-01558 | Municipal Pool Development of a pool locker room and $405,960 | 4175 Culver City | 90230
Angeles | Culver City Development related support facilities. Overland Ave

2003/04 | Los County of | 06-01552 | Pamela Park A development project to repair picnic $76,334 | 2236 Goodall | Duarte 91010
Angeles | Los Angeles Development facilities, shade structures, install new Ave

barbecues, picnic tables and related
support facilities.

West Santa Ana Branch Transit Corridor Project
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Fiscal ‘

County

‘ Agency Name

Project

‘ Grant Amount

Project

Year Name Number Project Name Project Scope Project Address | Project City | Zip Code
2003/04 | Los County of | 06-01560 | Bassett Park Development of picnic facilities, shade $158,624 | 510 North La Puente 91746
Angeles Los Angeles Development structure, drinking fountains, trees, Vineland Ave
barbecues, tables, and related support
facilities.
2002/03 | Los City of 06-01484 | Carlson Park Develop picnic shelter, stone barbeques, $119,923 | 10400 Culver City | 90232
Angeles | Culver City Development restroom facilities and park benches. Braddock Dr
2002/03 | Los City of West | 06-01473 | Galster Park Develop camping facilities, picnic areas, $255,073 | 1620 Aroma | West Covina | NULL
Angeles | Covina Development trails, and support facilities. Ave
2002/03 | Los City of 06-01485 | Sycamore Canyon Trail | Rehabilitate lower trail and install view $118,903 | 22930 Golden | Diamond Bar | 91765
Angeles | Diamond Development deck with ADA access; install new upper Springs Dr
Bar trailhead/parking/trail connector.
2002/03 | Los City of 06-01531 | Culver City Park Development of a skatepark and support $204,000 | 9800 Jefferson | Culver City | 90232
Angeles | Culver City Development facilities. Blvd
2002/03 | Los City of 06-01524 | Lena Valenzuela Park | Development of a picnic area, playground, $153,000| 2120 Duarte 91010
Angeles | Duarte (Mountain Ave. Park) | walkways, turf, and support facilities. Mountain Ave
2002/03 | Los City of 06-01517 | Covina Park Development to include improvements to $112,200 | 301 South 4th | Covina 91723
Angeles | Covina Development the bandshell, lighting, seating, picnic area Ave
and support facilities.
2002/03 | Los City of La 06-01520 | Mayors' Discovery Development of play areas, landscaping, $291,720| 1800 Foothill | La Cafiada 91011
Angeles | Cafiada Park Development picnic area, trail, turf, restroom/ Blvd Flintridge
Flintridge concession building and support facilities.
2002/03 | Los City of 06-01489 | Covina Park Replace roller hockey rink surface, provide $51,072 | 301 South 4th | Covina NULL
Angeles | Covina Development seating area, vandal-resistant shade roof, Ave
renovate snack bar and restrooms.
2002/03 | Los City of Los | 06-01469 | Griffith Recreation Develop an artificial sports turf field at $389,614 | 3401 Los Angeles | 90027
Angeles | Angeles Center Development | Griffith Recreation Center Park. Riverside Dr
2002/03 | Los City of Long | 06-01474 | Cesar Chavez Park Development of an outdoor public $251,086 | 401 Golden Long Beach | NULL
Angeles | Beach Development amphitheater in Cesar Chavez Park. Ave
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Fiscal County Project Project
Year Name | Agency Name | Number Project Name Project Scope Grant Amount | Project Address | Project City | Zip Code
2001/02 | Los City of 06-01439 | Southeast Construct 0.33 acres of SE Neighborhood $137,700| 1881 Signal Hill NULL
Angeles | Signal Hill Neighborhood Park Park in City of Signal Hill including turf Raymond Ave
area, playground, benches, support
facilities, trash receptacles, create shade
and accessibility for adjacent rehabilitation
center.
2001/02 | Los City of 06-01422 | Gregg Parkette Development of new sports and play fields $88,345| 1913 Pullman | Redondo NULL
Angeles | Redondo Development by installing new play equipment and play Ln Beach
Beach area resurfacing, new turf, landscaping
and irrigation, new concrete and walkways,
ADA standards with new gate, signage,
park furniture and drinking fountain at
Gregg Parkette in Redondo Beach, CA.
2001/02 | Los City of 06-01441 | Tellefson Park Replacing decaying picnic shelter, $178,500 | 3998 Bentley | Culver City | NULL
Angeles | Culver City Development restroom facilities, adding a children's Ave
play area and increasing the turf play area
through park redesign at Tellefson Park in
Culver City, CA.
2001/02 | Los City of 06-01481 | Study Pavilion Development of a Nature Study Pavilion, $153,073 | 43201 N 35th | Lancaster 93536
Angeles Lancaster wind wall, walkways, amphitheater, and St West
support facilities at the Prime Desert
Woodland Preserve.
2001/02 | Los City of 06-01470 | Headwater Corners Acquisition of approximately 2.16 acres. $382,573 | 3815 Old Malibu NULL
Angeles | Calabasas Acquisition Topanga
Canyon
2000/01 | Los City of Long | 06-01432 | Parkland for Kids at Acquisition of approximately 1.25 acres of $306,000 | 730 West Long Beach |90815
Angeles | Beach Risk portion of privately owned former Pacific Third St
Electric Right-of-Way railroad land to
provide Long Beach neighborhood park in
City of Long Beach, CA.
1999/00 | Los City of 06-01405 | Signal Hill Park Development of picnic areas. $49,971 | 2175 Cherry | Signal Hill NULL
Angeles | Signal Hill Development Ave
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Project Name

Project Scope
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Project Address

Project City

Project
Zip Code

1999/00 | Los City of 06-01408 | Huntington Parkette Development of sports and play fields and $66,052 | 1815 Redondo NULL

Angeles | Redondo Development support facilities. Note: project is for Huntington Beach
Beach pocket park Ln

1999/00 | Los County of | 06-01409 | Secret Valley Acquisition of 40 acres. $254,750| 3681 Old Calabasas NULL

Angeles | Los Angeles Acquisition Topanga
Canyon Blvd

1999/00 | Los County of | 06-01411 | Santa Fe Dam Development of support facilities. $72,110 | 15501 East Irwindale 91706
Angeles | Los Angeles Recreation Area Arrow Hwy

1994/95 | Los City of San | 06-01380 | Pioneer Park Development of play area and picnic $44,704 | 828 Harding | San NULL
Angeles | Fernando Development facilities. St Fernando

1994/95 | Los City of 06-01381 | Almansor Park Trail Rehabilitation of existing trail system. $50,013 | 800 South Alhambra NULL
Angeles | Alhambra Development Almansor St

1994/95 | Los City of Long | 06-01384 | El Dorado Regional Renovation of park to provide 10 group $119,927| 2800 Long Beach | NULL
Angeles | Beach Park campsite and a group picnic shelter. Studebaker Rd

1993/94 | Los City of San | 06-01354 | Las Palmas Park Development of group picnic area. $60,960 | 505 South San NULL
Angeles | Fernando Development Huntington St | Fernando

1993/94 | Los County of | 06-01357 | Alondra Park Development of picnic areas. $45,822 | 3850 W. Lawndale NULL
Angeles | Los Angeles Manhattan

Beach Blvd

1993/94 | Los County of | 06-01358 | La Mirada Recreation | Development of picnic areas. $60,960 | 15501 East La Mirada NULL
Angeles | Los Angeles Area Alicante Rd

1993/94 | Los County of | 06-01359 | Veteran's Park Development of picnic areas. $50,731 | 13000 Sayer | Sylmar NULL
Angeles | Los Angeles St

1993/94 | Los City of Los | 06-01367 | Sycamore Grove Park | Rehabilitate picnic area, walks, bandstand, $127,000 | 4702 North Los Angeles | 90042
Angeles | Angeles Development and open turf areas. Figueroa

1992/93 | Los City of Los | 06-01348 | Hollenbeck Park Rehab of existing older park; including turf $73,508 | 415 South Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles area, landscaping, and irrigation. Saint Louis St
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C-8 | March 2024

Final Section 4(f) and 6(f) Evaluation



Appendix C: Section 6(f) of Land and Water Conservation Fund Project List

Fiscal
Year

County

Name

‘ Agency Name

Project
Number

Project Name

Project Scope

‘ Grant Amount

Project Address
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1992/93 | Los City of 06-01342 | Culver City Park Rehabilitate informal trail into a HC $46,683 | 9800 Jefferson | Culver City NULL
Angeles | Culver City Nature Trail accessible nature trail with signage, Blvd
fencing, landscaping, irrigation, and
amenities.
1992/93 | Los County of | 06-01347 | Victoria Park Construct new picnic area and rehabilitate $49,476 | 419 East Carson 90746
Angeles | Los Angeles existing picnic areas. Add overhead 192nd St
shelters, drinking fountains, barbeques,
tables.
1991/92 | Los City of Los | 06-01318 | Runyon Canyon Turf areas, landscaping, irrigation, and $106,500 | 200 North Los Angeles | 90046
Angeles | Angeles trail improvements. Fuller Ave
1991/92 | Los City of 06-01317 | Palmer Park Picnic Replace group and family picnic facilities. $53,250| 610 East Glendale NULL
Angeles | Glendale Area Palmer Ave
1991/92 | Los County of | 06-01320 | Eaton Canyon Park Picnic/camping area improvements, $53,250 | 1750 North Pasadena 91107
Angeles Los Angeles including access trail and outdoor Altadena Dr
interpretive area.
1991/92 | Los City of 06-01321 | Alhambra Park Renovate bandshell and replace wood $5,922 | 500 N. Palm | Alhambra NULL
Angeles | Alhambra floor; add electricity. Ave
1990/91 | Los County of | 06-01309 | Whittier Narrows Renovate 3 group picnic structures and $54,181 | 750 Santa South El NULL
Angeles Los Angeles Recreation Area 125 picnic tables. Anita Ave Monte
Development
1990/91 | Los County of | 06-01307 | El Cariso Park Picnic area improvements include $26,625 (13100 Sylmar 91342
Angeles Los Angeles Development refurbish /replace picnic tables, shelters, Hubbard St
barbeques, drinking fountains, outdoor
kitchens, hardcourt, signs.
1990/91 | Los County of | 06-01308 | Cerritos Park Picnic shelter, barbeques, drinking $26,625 | 19700 South | Cerritos NULL
Angeles | Los Angeles Development fountain, serving facility. Bloomfield
Ave
1990/91 | Los City of 06-01310 | Mayfair Park Renovate large picnic facility with walks $53,250 | 5720 Clark Ln | Lakewood NULL
Angeles Lakewood Development and associated amenities.
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1989/90 | Los City of 06-01282 | Almansor Park Picnic pavilion and bird observation area $52,350| 800 S. Alhambra NULL
Angeles | Alhambra Development and support facilities. Almansor Ave
1989/89 | Los City of Los | 06-01278 | Elysian Park (Angels | Viewpoint development: grading, $104,700 | 929 Academy | Los Angeles | 90012
Angeles | Angeles Point) irrigation, support facilities, picnic Rd
facilities, pathways, landscaping
1988/89 | Los City of Long | 06-01267 | El Dorado Park Develop group picnic area. $26,125| 2800 Long Beach | NULL
Angeles | Beach Development Studebaker Rd
1988/89 | Los City of Pico | 06-01265 | Streamland Park Develop open space turf area and picnic $130,625 | 3600 Durfee | Pico Rivera | NULL
Angeles | Rivera Development areas. Ave
1987/88 | Los County of | 06-01248 | Whittier Narrows Dam | Rehab Nature Center, picnic, patio, $77,400 | 750 Santa South El NULL
Angeles | Los Angeles Development seating, interpretive displays, walkways. Anita Ave Monte
1987/88 | Los County of | 06-01251 | Col. Leon H. Picnic facilities $5,099 | 8908 South Los Angeles | 90002
Angeles | Los Angeles Washington Park Dev Maie Ave
1987/88 | Los County of | 06-01252 | Roosevelt Park Picnic facilities $5,099 | 7600 Graham | Los Angeles | 90001
Angeles | Los Angeles Development Ave
1986/87 | Los City of 06-01209 | Veteran's Park Development of 12-acre park including $231,853 | 22400 Moneta | Carson 90745
Angeles | Carson Development picnic areas, sports and play fields, trails, Ave
and support facilities.
1986/87 | Los City of Los | 06-01212 | Echo Park North Lake | Picnic areas, lighting, irrigation. $105,062 | 1632 Bellevue | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development Ave
1986/87 | Los City of Los | 06-01213 | Elysian Park Broadway | Picnic areas. $102,500 | 929 Academy | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Area Development Rd
1986/87 | Los City of West | 06-01214 | William S Hart Park Develop picnic areas, landscaping, $78,669 | 8341 De West 90069
Angeles | Hollywood Development irrigation, lighting, memorial and sport Longpre Ave | Hollywood
facilities.
1985/86 | Los City of 06-01158 | San Gabriel Mountains | Acquisition of open space. $132,663 | 5142 Glendale NULL
Angeles | Glendale Acquisition Dunsmore
Ave
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Fiscal County Project Project
Year Name | Agency Name | Number Project Name Project Scope Grant Amount | Project Address | Project City | Zip Code
1985/86 | Los City of Los | 06-01161 | Oakwood Recreation Rehabilitate baseball field, lights, $192,523 | 767 California | Venice 90291
Angeles | Angeles Center Development | resurfaced basketball courts, children’s Ave
play area.
1985/86 | Los City of Long | 06-01163 | Scherer Park Picnic areas, walks, irrigation, fencing, $204,260 | 4600 Long Long Beach | 90805
Angeles | Beach Development landscaping. Beach Blvd.
1985/86 | Los County of | 06-01165 | Ladera Park Irrigation system. $73,546 | 6027 Ladera | Los Angeles | 90056
Angeles | Los Angeles Development Park Ave
1985/86 | Los City of 06-01170 | Simms Park Picnic areas, sports & play fields. $28,086 | 16614 South | Bellflower 90706
Angeles | Bellflower Development Clark Ave
1985/86 | Los City of 06-01172 | Thompson Park Picnic areas, sports & play fields. $45,959 | 14001 South | Bellflower 90706
Angeles | Bellflower Development Bellflower
Blvd
1984/85 | Los City of Los | 06-01119 | Griffith Park Picnic area, turf, irrigation, landscaping, $254,000 | 3401 Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development demolition of old zoo facilities. Riverside Dr
1984/85 | Los City of Los | 06-01120 | Manchester Park Upgrade existing lighting, tennis court $139,700 | 8800 South Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development resurfacing, and support facilities. Hoover St
1984/85 | Los City of Los | 06-01121 | Gilbert Lindsay Park Turf and landscaping, irrigation $101,600 | 249 East 42nd | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development improvements, sports and play fields and Pl
support facilities.
1984/85 | Los City of Long | 06-01122 | Veteran's Park Rehab | Play area, volleyball court, paths, $225,176 | 101 East 28th | Long Beach | NULL
Angeles | Beach Development landscaping and irrigation, spray pool, St
picnic areas and ballfield backstop.
1984/85 | Los City of 06-01123 | Paramount City Park Walks, signage, horseshoe pits, $177,000 | 14400 Paramount | 90723
Angeles | Paramount Development landscaping, field lighting, irrigation, turf, Paramount
and ballfield. Blvd
1984/85 | Los City of 06-01126 | South Gate Park Support facilities. $266,548 | 9520 Hildreth | South Gate | 90280
Angeles | South Gate Development Ave
1984/85 | Los City of 06-01055 | Culver City Park Ball field with restroom, landscaping, and $152,400 | 9800 Jefferson | Culver City | NULL
Angeles | Culver City Development support facilities. Blvd
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Year Name Number Project Name Project Scope Project Address | Project City | Zip Code
1983/84 | Los City of Los | 06-01049 | Ardmore Park Grading, irrigation, turf, landscaping, $56,210 | 3250 San Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development ballfield improvements, play area, picnic Marino St
areas, and support facilities.
1983/84 | Los City of Los | 06-01050 | South Park Irrigation, picnic area, bandshell $210,862 | 345 East 51st | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development refurbishment, baseball diamond re- St
grading, backstops, fencing and lighting.
1983/84 | Los City of Los | 06-01051 | Griffith Park Large group picnic area with support $141,759 | 3401 Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development facilities including landscaping, irrigation, Riverside Dr
and turf.
1983/84 | Los County of | 06-01052 | Topanga State Beach | Development of restroom, lifeguard tower, $114,808 | NULL Long Beach | NULL
Angeles Los Angeles Development and parking lot paving.
1983/84 | Los County of | 06-01053 | Jesse Owens Park Walks, irrigation, turf, play area, and $101,600 | 9637 South Los Angeles | 90047
Angeles | Los Angeles Development tennis courts. Western Ave
1983/84 | Los County of | 06-01054 | Obregon Park Renovation of ballfields, lighting and play $50,498 | 4021 East Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Los Angeles Development area. First St
1982/83 | Los City of Long | 06-00972 | King Park Pool Swimming facilities. $151,200 | 1950 Lemon | Long Beach | NULL
Angeles | Beach Development Ave
1982/83 | Los Wildlife 06-00974 | Redondo Beach Fishing promenade. $150,508 | 100 Redondo 90277
Angeles | Conservatio Fishing Pier Fisherman’s | Beach
n Board Wharf
1982/83 | Los City of 06-00990 | Lancaster City Park Picnic area, shelter, restrooms. $78,624 | 43063 N. 10th | Lancaster NULL
Angeles | Lancaster Development St West
1982/83 | Los City of 06-00991 | Maywood Park Tennis | Lighted tennis court, irrigation, and turf. $29,150 | 4801 East Maywood NULL
Angeles | Maywood Courts Development 58th St
1982/83 | Los County of | 06-00992 | Earvin (magic) Landscaping, irrigation, and walkways. $98,314 | 905 East El Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Los Angeles Johnson Park Segundo
1982/83 | Los County of | 06-00993 | Belvedere Park Pool Swimming pool facilities. $98,314 | 4914 E Cesar | Los Angeles | 90022
Angeles | Los Angeles Development E Chavez Ave
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1982/83 | Los City of Los | 06-00994 | Macarthur Park Development of picnic areas, irrigation, $126,000 | 2230 West 6th | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development turf, tot lot, drainage, and landscaping. St
1982/83 | Los City of Los | 06-00995 | Elysian Park Group picnic area and game courts, $126,000 | 929 Academy | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development lighting, landscaping. Road
1982/83 | Los City of 06-00996 | South Gate Recreation | Irrigation system. $50,400 | 9520 Hildreth | South Gate | NULL
Angeles | South Gate Park Development Ave
1982/83 | Los City of 06-00997 | Garvey Ranch Park Development of picnic areas, ballfields, $286,151 | 781 South Monterey NULL
Angeles Monterey Development and support facilities. Orange Ave Park
Park
1982/83 | Los City of 06-00998 | Emery Park Picnic areas, play area, restroom, $100,800 | 2709 Mimosa | Alhambra NULL
Angeles | Alhambra Development irrigation, landscaping, turf, parking, and St
lighting.
1982/83 | Los City of 06-00999 | Lincoln Park Tot Lot Tot lot renovation with support facilities $14,879 | 1133 7th St Santa NULL
Angeles | Santa Development and fencing. Monica
Monica
1982/83 | Los City of 06-01029 | South Gardena Park Park development: soccer field, restroom $110,000 | 1200 West Gardena NULL
Angeles | Gardena Development rehab, senior par course, shuffle board 170th St
and horseshoe area, landscaping,
moveable backstop.
1981/82 | Los County of | 06-00961 | Earvin (Magic) Development of sports and playfields and $121,440 | 905 East El Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles Los Angeles Johnson Park support facilities, including landscaping, Segundo
turf, irrigation, 2 restrooms, and utilities.
1981/82 | Los County of | 06-00964 | Kenneth Hahn Trails, lake improvements, restrooms. $1,030,550 | 4100 S La Los Angeles | 90056
Angeles | Los Angeles Regional Park Cienega Blvd
1980/81 | Los City of Los | 06-00922 | John Quimby Park Development of picnic areas, tot lot, $202,400 | 7008 Desoto | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles irrigation, turf, landscaping, lighting, and Ave
game court.
1980/81 | Los City of Long | 06-00926 | Downtown Shoreline | Campgrounds, picnic areas, sports & $2,024,000 | 1 Aquarium Long Beach | 90802
Angeles Beach Park Development playfields, swimming facilities, boating, Way
fishing.
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1980/81 | Los City of 06-00928 | Centinela Park Irrigation, fencing, security lights, picnic $50,600 | 700 Warren Inglewood NULL
Angeles | Inglewood Development areas, restrooms. Ln
1980/81 | Los City of 06-00929 | Charles H Wilson Park | Outdoor pavilion, small stage, game $394,680| 2200 Torrance NULL
Angeles | Torrance Development courts, restroom with office, picnic areas, Crenshaw
parking, tot lot. Blvd
1980/81 | Los City of 06-00931 | Lomita Recreation Sports & play fields including turf $126,116 | 24428 Lomita NULL
Angeles Lomita Center Expansion irrigation, fencing, parking lot, security Eshelman Ave
lights.
1980/81 | Los City of 06-00934 | Stevenson Park Picnic areas, ballfield, basketball court, $396,765 | 17400 Carson NULL
Angeles | Carson Development tennis courts and tot lot with support Lysander Dr
facilities including parking.
1980/81 | Los City of Los | 06-00936 | Hermon Ave Tennis courts with fencing, irrigation, turf, $151,800 | 5566 Via Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Recreation Center landscaping. Marisol
Development
1980/81 | Los County of | 06-00937 | Countrywood County | Multipurpose ballfield, picnic areas, $217,557| 16817 East Hacienda NULL
Angeles | Los Angeles Park Development restrooms. Copper Hill Heights
Rd
1980/81 | Los County of | 06-00954 | Castaic Lake SRA Parking lots, roads, walkways. $200,000 | 31320 North | Castaic NULL
Angeles | Los Angeles Development Castaic Rd
1979/80 | Los City of 06-00809 | Westside Park 3.86 acres acquired for community park. $595,044 | 6208 Alameda | Huntington | 90255
Angeles | Huntington Acquisition St Park
Park
1979/80 | Los City of 06-00810 | Glenn M Anderson Picnic areas, sports & playfields, $418,144 | 2200 Farrell Redondo NULL
Angeles | Redondo Park Development swimming, restrooms. Ave Beach
Beach
1979/80 | Los City of Los | 06-00831 | Paxton Recreation Sports & play fields, tennis courts, tot lot. $152,400 | 10731 Laurel | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Center Development Canyon Blvd
1979/80 | Los City of Los | 06-00832 | Green Meadows Sports & play fields, picnic area, parking, $231,014 | 413 East 89th | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Recreation Center restrooms. St
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1979/80 | Los City of Los | 06-00833 | Fresno Recreation Picnic areas, sports and play fields, $203,200 | 1016 South Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Center Development | bleachers. Fresno St
1979/80 | Los City of West | 06-00834 | Plummer Park Rehabilitated tennis facilities. Sports & $176,309 | 7377 Santa West NULL
Angeles | Hollywood Development play fields. Monica Blvd | Hollywood
1979/80 | Los City of 06-00837 | Maywood Pool Swimming facilities. $35,509 | 4801 East Maywood NULL
Angeles | Maywood Development 58th St
1979/80 | Los City of 06-00850 | Pier Avenue Tennis, handball facility, sports and play $131,572|1201 The Hermosa NULL
Angeles | Hermosa Community Center fields. Strand Beach
Beach
1979/80 | Los City of 06-00851 | Open Space 357 acres acquired in Verdugo Mountains. $362,712| 3901 Glendale NULL
Angeles | Glendale Acquisition-Comwith Dunsmore
Ave
1979/80 | Los City of 06-00886 | Robinson Park Restroom and lighting at existing $127,000 | 363 East Villa | Pasadena NULL
Angeles | Pasadena Lighting ballfields. St
1979/80 | Los Department | 06-00898 | Antelope Valley Visitor | Interpretive facility, entry road, parking $293,438 | 15101 Lancaster NULL
Angeles | of Parks Center Development | area. Lancaster Rd
and
Recreation
1979/80 | Los City of 06-00867 | Outdoor Three sites: Acuna - picnic area, trees; $111,144 | 660 Rea Dr Montebello | NULL
Angeles | Montebello Improvements and Grant Rea - Landscaping, basketball court,
Face baseball diamond, shade structure, play
area; Montebello City Park - baseball field,
basketball court, play area.
1979/80 | Los City of 06-00873 | Brookside Park Area H | Restrooms $50,800 | 360 North Pasadena NULL
Angeles | Pasadena Development Arroyo Ave
1979/80 | Los City of 06-00882 | Clara Street Park Lighting, irrigation, and support facilities. $95,558 | 4835 Clara St | Cudahy 90201
Angeles | Cudahy Development
1978/79 | Los City of Pico | 06-00692 | Smith Park Pool Outdoor swimming facility, amphitheater. $510,980 | 6016 Pico Rivera | NULL
Angeles | Rivera Development Rosemead
Blvd
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1978/79 | Los Department | 06-00785 | Gorman Creek 37.93 acres acquired for nature habitat. $92,214 | 1-5 Nr Hungry | Gorman 93243
Angeles | of Water Acquisition Valley
Resources Interchange
1978/79 | Los City of 06-00792 | Point Vicente Regional | Interpretive center, campgrounds, picnic $675,538 | 31501 Palos | Rancho NULL
Angeles | Rancho Park areas, sports & playfields, trails. Verdes Dr Palos Verdes
Palos West
Verdes
1978/79 | Los City of 06-00713 | Lomita Recreation 1.6 acres acquired for park expansion; now $289,560 | 24428 Lomita NULL
Angeles | Lomita Center Development | parking and soccer fields. Eshelman Ave
1978/79 | Los City of 06-00713 | Lomita Recreation 1.6 acres acquired for park expansion; now $289,560 | 24428 Lomita NULL
Angeles | Lomita Center Development | parking and soccer fields. Eshelman Ave
1978/79 | Los City of 06-00719 | Open Space 500 acres acquired in Verdugo Mountains. $355,600 | Whiting Glendale NULL
Angeles | Glendale Acquisition Woods Rd
1978/79 | Los Department | 06-00721 | Pt. Dume State Beach |3 parcels of 33 acres for beach access. $2,471,420 | 7200 Malibu NULL
Angeles | of Parks Acquisition Westward
and Beach Rd
Recreation
1978/79 | Los City of 06-00730 | Chas Wilson Park Sports and playfields, picnic areas, $307,495 | 2200 Torrance NULL
Angeles | Torrance parking. Crenshaw
Blvd
1978/79 | Los City of Los | 06-00731 | Chevy Chase Park Children’s play area, handball courts, $101,600 | 4165 Chevy Los Angeles | 90039
Angeles | Angeles Development picnic areas, parking. Chase Dr
1978/79 | Los City of Los | 06-00732 | Glassell Pool Swimming pool facilities, parking. $457,200 | 3704 Verdugo | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development Rd
1978/79 | Los County of | 06-00733 | Mt Lowe Park Development of a 10-acre park including a $107,696 | 3330 Lincoln | Altadena NULL
Angeles | Los Angeles Development ballfield, tennis courts, community Ave
garden, picnic areas and support facilities.
1978/79 | Los City of 06-00734 | Clover Park Picnic areas, sports and playfields, trails, $507,191 | 2600 Ocean Santa NULL
Angeles | Santa Development ampbhitheater Park Blvd Monica
Monica
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1978/79 | Los County of | 06-00737 | Walnut Creek Acquisition of a permanent easement for a $35,369| 1945 San Dimas | 91773
Angeles | Los Angeles Acquisition trail totaling 3.68+/- acres. Scarborough
Ln
1978/79 | Los City of 06-00738 | Mount Wilson Trail Picnic area, playground, nature trails, $22,098 | 181 E Mira Sierra Madre | 91024
Angeles | Sierra Park Development fencing. Monte Ave
Madre
1978/79 | Los City of Los | 06-00740 | Jim Gilliam Park Picnic areas, sports and playfields, tennis $642,882 | 4000 South La | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development courts. Brea Ave
1978/79 | Los City of Los | 06-00741 | Mt. Carmel Park Picnic facilities, sports and playfields. $250,833 | 830 West 70th | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles St
1978/79 | Los City of 06-00742 | Bella Vista Park Picnic area, sports and playfields at Bella $101,600 | 400 Pomona | Monterey NULL
Angeles | Monterey Development Vista School grounds. Blvd Park
Park
1978/79 | Los County of | 06-00743 | Belvedere Park Restroom and parking lot. $197,969 | 4914 E Cesar | Los Angeles | 90022
Angeles | Los Angeles Development E Chavez Ave
1978/79 | Los County of | 06-00746 | Friendship Regional Picnic facilities, play equipment, $752,094 | 2500 East West Covina | NULL
Angeles | Los Angeles Park Development restrooms. Levelglen Dr
1978/79 | Los County of | 06-00762 | Skyline Trail 6 miles of trail developed. $254,000 | 17250 Colima | Rowland NULL
Angeles | Los Angeles Development Rd Heights
1977/78 | Los City of 06-00638 | McDonald Park Play areas, picnic facilities, lighting, tot lot, $305,100 | 1000 Pasadena NULL
Angeles Pasadena Development restrooms, walks, fencing, irrigation, Mountain Ave
landscaping.
1977/78 | Los Wildlife 06-00667 | Peck Lake Access road, parking, fish cleaning station, $154,424 | 5401 N. Peck | Arcadia 91006
Angeles | Conservatio Development landscaping, restroom, walks and utilities. Rd
n Board
1977/78 | Los City of Los | 06-00668 | Angels Gate Park Children’s play area, picnic facilities, $84,982 | 3601 South San Pedro 90731
Angeles | Angeles multipurpose hard court, turf, Gaffey St
landscaping, irrigation, parking, trails.
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1977/78 | Los City of 06-00603 | Ernie Howlett Park Day camp area, ampbhitheater, picnic $632,167 | 25851 Rolling Hills | NULL
Angeles | Rolling Hills Development areas, restrooms, jogging trail, exercise Hawthorne Estates
Estates stations, ballfields, equestrian trail, Blvd
handball court.
1977/78 | Los City of 06-00604 | San Gabriel River 2 parcels totaling 7 acres with equestrian $251,762 | 4626 Lakewood NULL
Angeles Lakewood Acquisition facilities acquired for public equestrian Shadeway Rd
use.
1977/78 | Los City of 06-00605 | North Park Acquisition | 4 parcels for park use. $154,330 | 2200 Farrell Redondo NULL
Angeles | Redondo Ave Beach
Beach
1977/78 | Los County of | 06-00606 | Charles White Park Picnic, open play area, children's play area. $203,400 | 77 Mountain | Altadena NULL
Angeles Los Angeles View St
1977/78 | Los City of 06-00608 | Dean Shively Park Baseball diamonds, basketball, volleyball $168,415| 1300 Lerma South El 91733
Angeles | South El Development courts, track, obstacle course, Rd Monte
Monte soccer/football field, picnic area,
concessions.
1977/78 | Los City of 06-00645 | Brookside Park Soccer and baseball fields, irrigation. $152,550 | 360 Arroyo Pasadena NULL
Angeles | Pasadena Development Blvd
1977/78 | Los City of 06-00655 | Scott Park Lighted tennis courts, lighting for ball $81,945 | 22310 Catskill | Carson NULL
Angeles | Carson Development fields, parking lot. Ave
1977/78 | Los City of Los | 06-00658 | Mt. Carmel Park 3 acres acquired for park development. $330,586 | 830 West 70th | Los Angeles | 90044
Angeles | Angeles St
1977/78 | Los City of 06-00659 | Hollydale Park Equestrian arena, restroom, sports courts, $363,832( 12221 South Gate | NULL
Angeles | South Gate Development parking, tot lot, walkways. Industrial Ave
1977/78 | Los County of | 06-00681 | Earvin (Magic) Lake, comfort station, parking lot, $711,700 | 905 East El Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Los Angeles Johnson Park walkways, lighting, landscaping, irrigation, Segundo Blvd
park entrance, signage, utilities.
1977/78 | Los City of Los | 06-00688 | Martin Luther King Jr. | 3 acres acquired for neighborhood park. $509,890 | 3916 South Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Park Western Ave
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1976/77 | Los County of | 06-00520 | Schabarum Regional | Administrative building, service yard & $1,342,370 | 17250 East Rowland 91748
Angeles | Los Angeles Park building, restrooms, picnic facilities, Colima Rd Heights
landscaping, irrigation, utilities, roads,
parking, footbridges, signs, bridle paths,
equestrian arenas, bridge & amphitheater.
1976/77 | Los County of | 06-00521 | Belvedere County Park | Lighted ballfield, soccer field, landscaping, $172,930 | 4914 E Cesar | Los Angeles | 90022
Angeles | Los Angeles Development and irrigation. E Chavez Ave
1976/77 | Los City of 06-00523 | Centinela Park Play equipment, baseball lighting, fencing, $61,020 | 700 Warren Inglewood NULL
Angeles | Inglewood Development backstops, picnic tables. Ln
1976/77 | Los City of 06-00524 | Veteran's Memorial Two tennis courts, fence, and windbreak. $35,251 | 4117 Culver City NULL
Angeles | Culver City Park Development Overland Ave
1976/77 | Los Department | 06-00531 | California Aqueduct Construction of 1.5 miles of bikeway along $127,628 | 32030 Palmdale 93553
Angeles | of Water Bikeway Development | California aqueduct across Big Rock Creek. Valyermo Rd
Resources
1976/77 | Los Department | 06-00575 | Puddingstone Floating restroom, boarding floats, $71,977|120 Via Verde |San Dimas |91773
Angeles | of Parks Development walkways, stairs, sidewalk and concrete Park Rd
and wall.
Recreation
1976/77 | Los Department | 06-00563 | Castaic Lake Campgrounds, picnic areas, swimming $683,564 | 31320 North | Castaic NULL
Angeles | of Parks Development facilities, restrooms, roads, trails. Castaic Rd
and
Recreation
1976/77 | Los City of Los | 06-00565 | Guardia Park (El 3.3 acres acquired for park. North has $233,681 | 4410 Garden | Los Angeles | 90032
Angeles | Angeles Sereno Park Acq) been developed with playfields. South is Homes Ave
picnic area and basketball court and tot
lot.
1976/77 | Los City of 06-00569 | Banana Park Picnic facilities, parking, fencing, $227,940| 6500 San Juan | Paramount | 90723
Angeles | Paramount Development landscaping, sand boxes, bike paths. St
1975/76 | Los City of 06-00456 | Scholl Canyon Park Eight lighted tennis courts. $111,210 | 3200 East Glendale NULL
Angeles | Glendale Development |1 Glenoaks Rd
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1975/76 | Los Department | 06-00457 | El Matador Beach 19 acres of shoreline acquired for surfing, $1,842,716 | 32700 Pacific | Malibu NULL
Angeles | of Parks Acquisition swimming, and beach access. Coast Hwy
and
Recreation
1975/76 | Los Department | 06-00464 | Antelope Buttes 1700 acres acquired for poppy preserve. $556,257| 15101 Lancaster 93536
Angeles | of Parks Lancaster Rd
and
Recreation
1975/76 | Los City of Long | 06-00465 | Long Beach Fencing, irrigation, water system, $5,055 | 7600B East Long Beach | NULL
Angeles | Beach Community Gardens | toolshed, restroom, benches. Spring St
Development
1975/76 | Los County of | 06-00468 | Los Angeles Co. Gardens including fencing and irrigation $12,691 | 13701 Adelfa | La Mirada 90638
Angeles Los Angeles Community Gardens at La Mirada, Bodger, John Anson Ford, Dr
Development White's Point, and William S. Hart Parks.
1975/76 | Los County of | 06-00468 | Los Angeles Co. Gardens including fencing and irrigation $12,691 | 13701 Adelfa | La Mirada 90638
Angeles Los Angeles Community Gardens at La Mirada, Bodger, John Anson Ford, Dr
Development White's Point, and William S. Hart Parks.
1975/76 | Los County of | 06-00468 | Los Angeles Co. Gardens including fencing and irrigation $12,691 | 13701 Adelfa | La Mirada 90638
Angeles Los Angeles Community Gardens at La Mirada, Bodger, John Anson Ford, Dr
Development White's Point, and William S. Hart Parks.
1975/76 | Los County of | 06-00468 | Los Angeles Co. Gardens including fencing and irrigation $12,691| 13701 Adelfa | La Mirada 90638
Angeles | Los Angeles Community Gardens | at La Mirada, Bodger, John Anson Ford, Dr
Development White's Point, and William S. Hart Parks.
1975/76 | Los County of | 06-00468 | Los Angeles Co. Gardens including fencing and irrigation $12,691 | 13701 Adelfa | La Mirada 90638
Angeles Los Angeles Community Gardens at La Mirada, Bodger, John Anson Ford, Dr
Development White's Point, and William S. Hart Parks.
1975/76 | Los County of | 06-00472 | Kenneth Hahn 158 acres addition acquired for passive $1,775,873 | 4100 South La | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Los Angeles Regional Park recreation. Located adjacent to west Cienega Blvd

boundary Culver City.
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1975/76 | Los City of Los | 06-00473 | Los Angeles Development of 16 neighborhood gardens $29,592 | Various Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Neighborhood Garden | (originally). Ten gardens still in operation.
1975/76 | Los City of 06-00476 | Lakewood Community | 200-plot recreation garden $6,296 | 6210 Lakewood NULL
Angeles | Lakewood Garden Candlewood
St
1975/76 | Los City of 06-00481 | Dan McKenzie Picnic tables, fencing and water system. $1,516 | 4324 160th St | Lawndale NULL
Angeles | Lawndale Community Gardens
Development
1975/76 | Los City of 06-00486 | Polliwog Park Picnic facilities, play area, restroom $176,925 | 1601 Manhattan | NULL
Angeles | Manhattan Development remodeling, parking, turf, shrubs, Manhattan Beach
Beach ampbhitheater, botanical garden, Beach Blvd
maintenance building, fencing.
1975/76 | Los City of 06-00487 | Charles Wilson Park Sports fields in southwest portion of site. $749,859 | 2200 Torrance NULL
Angeles | Torrance Development Crenshaw
Blvd
1974/75 | Los Department | 06-00354 | Leo Carillo State Beach | 19 parcels (24 acres) of beach and coastal $2,043,905 | 35000 Pacific | Malibu NULL
Angeles | of Parks Acquisition bluffs acquired for recreation. Coast Hwy
and
Recreation
1974/75 | Los Department | 06-00360 | El Pescador Beach 10.22 acres acquired. $1,127,760 | 32700 Pacific | Malibu NULL
Angeles | of Parks Acquisition Coast Hwy
and
Recreation
1974/75 | Los City of 06-00366 | Liberty Park Trail 2.8 acre parcel acquired for recreational $21,420| 19211 Cerritos NULL
Angeles | Cerritos development. Studebaker Rd
1974/75 | Los City of Long | 06-00385 | Beach Acquisition .37 acres in Belmont Shores acquired. $71,049 | 15 39th Place |Long Beach | NULL
Angeles | Beach
1974/75 | Los City of 06-00387 | Palm Park Walkways, irrigation, lighting, restroom, $87,772 (12305 207th | Lakewood NULL
Angeles | Lakewood Development utilities, play area. St
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1974/75 | Los City of Los | 06-00403 | Hansen Dam Park Restrooms with showers, picnic areas, $102,000 | 11770 Foothill | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development I irrigation, and landscaping. Blvd
1974/75 | Los County of | 06-00416 | Veteran's Memorial Landscaping and irrigation. $377,400 | 13000 Sayre | Sylmar 91342
Angeles | Los Angeles Park Development St
1973/74 | Los City of Long | 06-00327 | Colorado Lagoon Renovated beach area, restrooms, picnic $89,547 | 5119 East Long Beach | NULL
Angeles | Beach Development facilities and walkways. Colorado St
1973/74 | Los County of | 06-00342 | Whittier Narrows Development of irrigation system and $121,748 | 823 South El 91733
Angeles | Los Angeles North Lake turfing. Lexington- Monte
Development Gallatin Rd
1973/74 | Los Department | 06-00349 | Santa Monica 1,154 acre addition acquired for passive $1,118,216 | 20829 Entrada | Topanga NULL
Angeles | of Parks Mountains Acquisition | recreation. Rd Canyon
and
Recreation
1973/74 | Los Wildlife 06-00352 | Whittier Narrows Lake development. $349,726 | 750 Santa South El NULL
Angeles | Conservatio Fishing Lakes Anita Ave Monte
n Board
1972/73 | Los Department | 06-00266 | Point Mugu State Park | Acquisition of 5588 acres. $2,149,650 | 9000 W. Malibu 94265
Angeles | of Parks Acquisition Pacific Coast
and Hwy
Recreation
1972/73 | Los City of 06-00299 | Abalone Cove Beach Acquisition of 56 acres of beach and $875,701 | 5970 Palos Rancho NULL
Angeles | Rancho Acquisition upland. Verdes Rd Palos Verdes
Palos
Verdes
1972/73 | Los City of Los | 06-00303 | E. 60th Street Development of multipurpose court, tot $4,998 | 249 East 42nd | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development lot, site improvements, landscaping, Pl

fencing, and water.
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1972/73 | Los Department | 06-00305 | Long Beach Marina & | 2 parcels, consisting of 1.15 acres, $127,500 | 450 East Long Beach | NULL
Angeles | of Parks Park Acquisition acquired for development of launch Shoreline Dr
and facility, day-use berthing, boater day-use
Recreation park complex.
1972/73 | Los Department | 06-00306 | Long Beach Marina & | Launching facilities, day-use berthing, $150,585 | 450 East Long Beach | NULL
Angeles | of Parks Park Development parking area, comfort station, Shoreline Dr
and landscaping, fencing, sewer, water &
Recreation electrical systems.
1972/73 | Los City of Los | 06-00308 | Porter Ranch Trails Develop riding and hiking trail $48,577|18110 Porter Ranch | 91326
Angeles | Angeles Chatsworth St
1971/72 | Los Department | 06-00198 | Rustic-Sullivan Canyon | 86.6 acres acquired for open space. $477,940 | 3000 Rustic Pacific NULL
Angeles | of Parks Acquisition Canyon Rd Palisades
and
Recreation
1971/72 | Los County of | 06-00219 | Castaic Afterbay Picnic tables, barbecues, boating, $1,323,375| 31320 North | Castaic NULL
Angeles Los Angeles Development restrooms, parking, roads, landscaping, Castaic Rd
shade structure, lighting, utilities, comfort
stations, dressing rooms.
1971/72 | Los County of | 06-00219 | Castaic Afterbay Picnic tables, barbecues, boating, $1,323,375|31320 North | Castaic NULL
Angeles Los Angeles Development restrooms, parking, roads, landscaping, Castaic Rd
shade structure, lighting, utilities, comfort
stations, dressing rooms.
1971/72 | Los County of | 06-00236 | South Bay Bicycle Trail | Develop 19-mile bike trail along the beach $626,918 | 14800 Pacific | Pacific NULL
Angeles Los Angeles Development from Santa Monica to City of Torrance. Coast Hwy Palisades
1971/72 | Los City of 06-00237 | Miramar Vest Pocket | Acquisition of 1.06 acres adjacent to South $79,695 | 201 Paseo de | Torrance NULL
Angeles | Torrance Park Acquisition Torrance Beach - developed for passive la Playa

recreation with landscaping, walkways
benches and lighting. Formerly known as
Torrance Redondo Acquisition.
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1971/72 | Los City of 06-00237 | Miramar Vest Pocket | Acquisition of 1.06 acres adjacent to South $79,695 | 201 Paseo de | Torrance NULL
Angeles | Torrance Park Acquisition Torrance Beach - developed for passive la Playa
recreation with landscaping, walkways
benches and lighting. Formerly known as
Torrance Redondo Acquisition.
1971/72 | Los City of 06-00238 | Redondo Beach Park | Camping, picnicking, nature study, $189,465| 1102 Camino | Redondo NULL
Angeles | Redondo Development irrigation, restrooms, utilities, visitor Real Beach
Beach center, storage building, ponds, streams,
amphitheater.
1971/72 | Los City of Los | 06-00245 | Will Rogers State Refurbish parking lot, landscaping, ticket $207,536 | 15100 Pacific | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Beach Development booth, play equipment, courts, lifeguard Coast Hwy
headquarters building, storm drains,
sanitary facilities.
1971/72 | Los City of Los | 06-00246 | Cabrillo Beach Lifeguard HQ building, play areas, comfort $111,480| 3720 Stephen | San Pedro NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development station, sand control wall, parking. M White Dr
1971/72 | Los Department | 06-00254 | Castaic Reservoir Access road, picnic units, shade $1,321,308 | 32132 Castaic | Castaic 91384
Angeles | of Parks Development structures, comfort stations, parking, Lake Dr
and lights, drinking fountains, landscaping.
Recreation
1970/71 | Los City of Long | 06-00118 | El Dorado Park (West) | Landscaping, play facilities, headwall & $169,830 | 2800 Long Beach | NULL
Angeles | Beach Development deck, irrigation system, parking, picnic Studebaker Rd
area, lighting.
1970/71 | Los City of Long | 06-00118 | El Dorado Park (West) | Landscaping, play facilities, headwall & $169,830 | 2800 Long Beach | NULL
Angeles Beach Development deck, irrigation system, parking, picnic Studebaker Rd
area, lighting.
1970/71 | Los Department | 06-00121 | Peace Valley 196 acres acquired for recreation. $168,249 | 47330 Lebec NULL
Angeles | of Water Acquisition Development deemed not feasible - Zenobia Rd
Resources seismic problems - proposed for wildlife

open space habitat.
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Appendix C: Section 6(f) of Land and Water Conservation Fund Project List

Fiscal
Year

County

Name

‘ Agency Name

Project
Number

Project Name

Project Scope

‘ Grant Amount

Project Address

Project

Project City | Zip Code

1970/71 | Los Department | 06-00126 | Santa Monica 1805 acres addition acquired for passive $1,789,692 | 20829 Entrada | Topanga NULL
Angeles | of Parks Mountains Acquisition | recreation. Rd Canyon
and
Recreation
1970/71 | Los City of Los | 06-00127 | Ramona Gardens Park | Development of basketball courts & $123,825 | 2830 Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development landscaping - hillside site; multiuse courts Lancaster Ave
& play area at vacant street site -
vandalized.
1970/71 | Los County of | 06-00145 | Nicholas Canyon Acquisition of 23.91 acres. $1,486,650 | 7103 Malibu NULL
Angeles Los Angeles Beach Acquisition Westward
Beach Rd
1970/71 | Los City of 06-00149 | Mt Wilson Trail .5 acre of land acquired for trailhead /mini- $8,925| 181 E Mira Sierra Madre | 91024
Angeles | Sierra Acquisition park. Monte Ave
Madre
1970/71 | Los City of 06-00149 | Mt Wilson Trail .5 acre of land acquired for trailhead /mini- $8,925| 181 E Mira Sierra Madre | 91024
Angeles | Sierra Acquisition park. Monte Ave
Madre
1970/71 | Los City of Los | 06-00152 | Echo Park Development of lighting system. $22,780 | 1632 Bellevue | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development Ave
1970/71 | Los City of Los | 06-00152 | Echo Park Development of lighting system. $22,780 | 1632 Bellevue | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development Ave
1970/71 | Los City of Los | 06-00153 | MacArthur Park Aerators for 9-acre lake, irrigation system, $250,000 | 2230 West 6th | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development park lighting, outdoor game area, picnic St
units, boat house, boat dock, landscaping.
1970/71 | Los City of Los | 06-00154 | Hazard Park Development of children's play area, gym $99,960 | 2230 Norfolk | Los Angeles |90033
Angeles | Angeles Development equipment, handball courts, St
tennis/basketball area, picnic area,
restroom, lighting, water system.
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Fiscal
Year

County

Name

‘ Agency Name

Project
Number

Project Name

Project Scope

‘ Grant Amount

Project Address

Project City

Project
Zip Code

1970/71 | Los City of Los | 06-00154 | Hazard Park Development of children's play area, gym $99,960 | 2230 Norfolk | Los Angeles | 90033

Angeles | Angeles Development equipment, handball courts, St
tennis/basketball area, picnic area,
restroom, lighting, water system.

1970/71 | Los City of Los | 06-00155 | Gilbert Lindsay Center | Night lighting, play area, basketball courts, $115,173 | 429 East 42nd | Los Angeles | 90061
Angeles | Angeles Development irrigation, parking lot. Pl

1970/71 | Los City of Los | 06-00155 | Gilbert Lindsay Center | Night lighting, play area, basketball courts, $115,173 | 429 East 42nd | Los Angeles | 90061
Angeles | Angeles Development irrigation, parking lot. Pl

1970/71 | Los County of | 06-00158 | Col. Leon H. Swimming pool bathhouse complex. $179,520 | 8909 South Los Angeles | 90002
Angeles | Los Angeles Washington Park Maie Ave

1970/71 | Los County of | 06-00158 | Col. Leon H. Swimming pool bathhouse complex. $179,520 | 8909 South Los Angeles | 90002
Angeles | Los Angeles Washington Park Maie Ave

1970/71 | Los County of | 06-00159 | Ernest E. Debs Landscaping, irrigation system, two $86,700 | 4235 Los Angeles | 90032
Angeles | Los Angeles Regional Park restrooms, picnic units, braziers. Monterey Rd

1970/71 | Los County of | 06-00159 | Ernest E. Debs Landscaping, irrigation system, two $86,700 | 4235 Los Angeles | 90032
Angeles | Los Angeles Regional Park restrooms, picnic units, braziers. Monterey Rd

1970/71 | Los City of Los | 06-00160 | Seoul International Landscaping, irrigation, lighting, and $36,431 | 3250 San Los Angeles | 90006
Angeles | Angeles Park Development fencing. Marino St

1970/71 | Los City of Long | 06-00170 | Beach Lot Acquisition | .32 acres of beach acquired for recreation. $139,961 | 15 39th Pl Long Beach | NULL
Angeles | Beach (Lots 4,5,6,7).

1970/71 | Los City of Long | 06-00170 | Beach Lot Acquisition | .32 acres of beach acquired for recreation. $139,961 | 15 39th Pl Long Beach | NULL
Angeles | Beach (Lots 4,5,6,7).

1968/69 | Los County of | 06-00055 | Mountain Meadows Acquisition of 77 acres for development of $520,992 | 1875 Fairplex | Pomona NULL
Angeles | Los Angeles Park a golf course. Dr

1968/69 | Los County of | 06-00055 | Mountain Meadows Acquisition of 77 acres for development of $520,992 | 1875 Fairplex | Pomona NULL
Angeles | Los Angeles Park a golf course. Dr

1968/69 | Los City of Los | 06-00061 | Sepulveda Dam 160 picnic units, sanitary facilities, $244,983 | 17017 Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Recreation Area parking, roads, walks, lighting, and Burbank Blvd

Development

playfields.
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Fiscal County Project Project
Year Name | Agency Name | Number Project Name Project Scope Grant Amount | Project Address | Project City | Zip Code

1968/69 | Los City of Los | 06-00061 | Sepulveda Dam 160 picnic units, sanitary facilities, $244,983 | 17017 Los Angeles | NULL

Angeles | Angeles Recreation Area parking, roads, walks, lighting, and Burbank Blvd
Development playfields.

1968/69 | Los City of Long | 06-00064 | El Dorado Park Development of landscaping, roadways, $405,450| 2800 Long Beach | NULL
Angeles | Beach Development lake construction, parking, and irrigation. Studebaker Rd

1968/69 | Los City of Long | 06-00064 | El Dorado Park Development of landscaping, roadways, $405,450| 2800 Long Beach | NULL
Angeles | Beach Development lake construction, parking, and irrigation. Studebaker Rd

1967/68 | Los City of Los | 06-00029 | Hansen Dam Roads, picnic units, parking, sanitary $166,667 | 11770 Foothill | Los Angeles | NULL
Angeles | Angeles Development facility, day camping, ball playing area, Blvd

observation area.

1967/68 | Los Wildlife 06-00034 | San Pedro Pier 1500 ft fishing pier construction. $372,233 | 3730 Stephen | San Pedro NULL

Angeles | Conservatio Development White Dr
n Board

1966/67 | Los City of Los | 06-00012 | Chatsworth Regional | 70 acres addition acquired for park. $300,000 | 10385 Los Angeles | NULL

Angeles | Angeles Park Acquisition Shadow Oak
Dr

1966/67 | Los City of Los | 06-00018 | Harbor Regional Park | Parking, boat house, dock and comfort $100,000 | 25820 S. Harbor City | 90710
Angeles | Angeles Development stations, picnic area, landscaping. Vermont Ave

1966/67 | Los City of Long | 06-00020 | El Dorado Park Automatic irrigation system. $100,000 | 2800 North Long Beach | 90815
Angeles | Beach Development Studebaker Rd
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