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METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY BOARD AGENDA RULES
(ALSO APPLIES TO BOARD COMMITTEES)

PUBLIC INPUT

A member of the public may address the Board on agenda items, before or during the Board or
Committee’s consideration of the item for one (1) minute per item, or at the discretion of the Chair. A
request to address the Board must be submitted electronically using the tablets available in the Board
Room lobby. Individuals requesting to speak will be allowed to speak for a total of three (3) minutes per
meeting on agenda items in one minute increments per item. For individuals requiring translation
service, time allowed will be doubled. The Board shall reserve the right to limit redundant or repetitive
comment.

The public may also address the Board on non-agenda items within the subject matter jurisdiction of the
Board during the general public comment period, which will be held at the beginning and /or end of each
meeting. Each person will be allowed to speak for one (1) minute during this General Public Comment
period or at the discretion of the Chair. Speakers will be called according to the order in which their
requests are submitted. Elected officials, not their staff or deputies, may be called out of order and prior
to the Board’s consideration of the relevant item.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, and in accordance with the Brown Act, this agenda does not provide an
opportunity for members of the public to address the Board on any Consent Calendar agenda item that
has already been considered by a Committee, composed exclusively of members of the Board, at a
public meeting wherein all interested members of the public were afforded the opportunity to address the
Committee on the item, before or during the Committee’s consideration of the item, and which has not
been substantially changed since the Committee heard the item.

In accordance with State Law (Brown Act), all matters to be acted on by the MTA Board must be
posted at least 72 hours prior to the Board meeting. In case of emergency, or when a subject matter
arises subsequent to the posting of the agenda, upon making certain findings, the Board may act on an
item that is not on the posted agenda.

CONDUCT IN THE BOARD ROOM - The following rules pertain to conduct at Metropolitan
Transportation Authority meetings:

REMOVAL FROM THE BOARD ROOM - The Chair shall order removed from the Board Room any
person who commits the following acts with respect to any meeting of the MTA Board:

a. Disorderly behavior toward the Board or any member of the staff thereof, tending to interrupt the due

and orderly course of said meeting.

b. A breach of the peace, boisterous conduct or violent disturbance, tending to interrupt the due and
orderly course of said meeting.

c. Disobedience of any lawful order of the Chair, which shall include an order to be seated or to
refrain from addressing the Board; and

d. Any other unlawful interference with the due and orderly course of said meeting.

INFORMATION RELATING TO AGENDAS AND ACTIONS OF THE BOARD

Agendas for the Regular MTA Board meetings are prepared by the Board Clerk and are available prior to
the meeting in the MTA Records Management Department and on the Internet. Every meeting of the
MTA Board of Directors is recorded and is available at https://www.metro.net or on CD’s and as MP3’s
for a nominal charge.




DISCLOSURE OF CONTRIBUTIONS

The State Political Reform Act (Government Code Section 84308) requires that a party to a proceeding
before an agency involving a license, permit, or other entitlement for use, including all contracts (other
than competitively bid, labor, or personal employment contracts), shall disclose on the record of the
proceeding any contributions in an amount of more than $250 made within the preceding 12 months by
the party, or his or her agent, to any officer of the agency, additionally PUC Code Sec. 130051.20
requires that no member accept a contribution of over ten dollars ($10) in value or amount from a
construction company, engineering firm, consultant, legal firm, or any company, vendor, or business
entity that has contracted with the authority in the preceding four years. Persons required to make this
disclosure shall do so by filling out a "Disclosure of Contribution" form which is available at the LACMTA
Board and Committee Meetings. Failure to comply with this requirement may result in the assessment
of civil or criminal penalties.

ADA REQUIREMENTS

Upon request, sign language interpretation, materials in alternative formats and other accommodations
are available to the public for MTA-sponsored meetings and events. All requests for reasonable
accommodations must be made at least three working days (72 working hours) in advance of the
scheduled meeting date. Please telephone (213) 364-2837 or (213) 922-4600 between 8 a.m. and 5
p.m., Monday through Friday. Our TDD line is (800) 252-9040.

Requests can also be sent to boardclerk@metro.net.

LIMITED ENGLISH PROFICIENCY

A Spanish language interpreter is available at all Committee and Board Meetings. All other languages
must be requested 72 hours in advance of the meeting by calling (213) 364-2837 or (213) 922-4600.
Live Public Comment Instructions can also be translated if requested 72 hours in advance.

Requests can also be sent to boardclerk@metro.net.

323.466.3876
x2 Espariol (Spanish)
x3 XX (Chinese)
x4 ¢+=01 (Korean)
x5 Tiéng Viét (Vietnamese)
x6 HAEE (Japanese)
x7 pycckuii (Russian)
x8 Cwybptu (Armenian)

HELPFUL PHONE NUMBERS AND EMAIL

Copies of Agendas/Record of Board Action/Recordings of Meetings - (213) 922-4880 (Records
Management Department) - https://records.metro.net

General Information/Rules of the Board - (213) 922-4600

Internet Access to Agendas - https://www.metro.net

TDD line (800) 252-9040

Board Clerk Email - boardclerk@metro.net

NOTE: ACTION MAY BE TAKEN ON ANY ITEM IDENTIFIED ON THE AGENDA
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Live Public Comment Instructions:
Live public comment can be given by telephone or in-person.

The Committee Meeting begins at 1:00 PM Pacific Time on May 15, 2024; you may join the call 5
minutes prior to the start of the meeting.

Dial-in: 202-735-3323 and enter
English Access Code: 5647249%#
Spanish Access Code: 7292892#

Public comment will be taken as the Board takes up each item. To give public
comment on an item, enter #2 (pound-two) when prompted. Please note that the live
video feed lags about 30 seconds behind the actual meeting. There is no lag on the
public comment dial-in line.

Instrucciones para comentarios publicos en vivo:

Los comentarios publicos en vivo se pueden dar por telefono o en persona.

La Reunion de la Junta comienza a las 1:00 PM, hora del Pacifico, el 15 de May de 2024.
Puedes unirte a la llamada 5 minutos antes del comienso de la junta.

Marque: 202-735-3323 y ingrese el codigo
Codigo de acceso en ingles: 5647249%#
Codigo de acceso en espanol: 7292892#

Los comentarios del publico se tomaran cuando se toma cada tema. Para dar un
comentario publico sobre una tema ingrese # 2 (Tecla de numero y dos) cuando se le
solicite. Tenga en cuenta que la transmision de video en vivo se retrasa unos 30
segundos con respecto a la reunion real. No hay retraso en la linea de acceso
telefénico para comentarios publicos.

Written Public Comment Instruction:

Written public comments must be received by 5PM the day before the meeting.

Please include the Item # in your comment and your position of “FOR,” “AGAINST,” "GENERAL
COMMENT," or "ITEM NEEDS MORE CONSIDERATION."

Email: BoardClerk@metro.net

Post Office Mail:

Board Administration

One Gateway Plaza

MS: 99-3-1

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Metro Page 4
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CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

APPROVE Consent Calendar Items: 5, 6, and 7.

Consent Calendar items are approved by one motion unless held by a Director for discussion
and/or separate action.

CONSENT CALENDAR
5. SUBJECT: COMMUTER OPTIONS AND REGULATORY COMPLIANCE 2024-0165
SUPPORT - REGIONAL RIDESHARE SOFTWARE
AGREEMENT
RECOMMENDATION

AUTHORIZE the Chief Executive Officer to execute a five-year Regional
Rideshare Software Partnership Funding Agreement (Agreement) with the five
bordering County Transportation Commissions for an estimated average
annual budget of $224,798 per year, or a total not to exceed five-year amount
of $1,123,986.

Attachments: Presentation
SUBJECT: NORTH HOLLYWOOD JOINT DEVELOPMENT 2024-0252
RECOMMENDATION

AUTHORIZE the Chief Executive Officer or designee to extend the existing
Exclusive Negotiation Agreement and Planning Document with NOHO
Development Associates, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company
(Developer) for the North Hollywood Joint Development Project for an
additional six (6) months.

Attachments: Attachment A - Site Plan and Rendering

Attachment B - Outreach Summary

Presentation
SUBJECT: REGIONAL RAIL ON-CALL SERVICES 2024-0021
RECOMMENDATION

AUTHORIZE the Chief Executive Officer (CEQ) to EXECUTE:

A. Modification No. 2 to the Regional Rail Engineering and Design On-Call
Services Contract Nos. AE56750000 through AE56750004 to exercise the

Metro
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first one-year option term in the amount of $2 million increasing the
not-to-exceed (NTE) cumulative contract amount from $11 million to $13
million and extending the period of performance from August 14, 2024, to
August 13, 2025;
B. Modification No. 2 to the Regional Rail Project Management On-Call
Services Contract Nos. AE5664300001, AE5664300102,
AE5664300202, and AE5664300302 to exercise the first one-year option
term in the amount of $2 million increasing the NTE cumulative contract
amount from $10 million to $12 million and extending the period of
performance from August 14, 2024, to August 13, 2025; and
C. Individual task orders for Engineering and Design On-Call services in the
cumulative NTE amount of $13 million and for Project Management On-Call
services in the cumulative NTE amount of $12 million.
Attachments: Attachment A-1 - Procurement Summary
Attachment A-2 - Procurement Summary
Attachment B-1 Contract Modification Change Order Log
Attachment B-2 Contract Modification Change Order Log
Attachment C-1 - DEOD Summary
Attachment C-2 - DEOD Summary
NON-CONSENT
8. SUBJECT: DUARTE/CITY OF HOPE STATION JOINT DEVELOPMENT 2023-0448

RECOMMENDATION

AUTHORIZE the Chief Executive Officer to execute an 18-month Exclusive
Negotiation Agreement and Planning Document (ENA), with the option to
extend for an additional two, 12-month periods, with Jamboree Housing
Corporation (Developer) for the development of Metro-owned property at the
Duarte/City of Hope A Line Station (Site), subject to resolution of all properly
submitted protest(s), if any.

Attachments: Attachment A - Site Map

Attachment B - Procurement Summary

Attachment C - Site Plan and Renderings

Presentation
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9. SUBJECT: MEASURE M MULTI-YEAR SUBREGIONAL PROGRAM 2024-0232
UPDATE - SAN GABRIEL VALLEY SUBREGION
RECOMMENDATION
CONSIDER:
A. APPROVING inter-program borrowing and programming of $5,543,000

10.

from Measure M Multi-Year Subregional Program (MSP) - Highway
Demand Based Programs to Measure M MSP - Highway Efficiency
Program to support grade separation projects, as shown in Attachment A;

APPROVING programming of an additional $124,800 for Planning
Activities for Measure M MSP, as shown in Attachments B; and

AUTHORIZING the CEO or their designee to negotiate and execute all
necessary agreements and/or amendments for approved projects.

Attachments: Attachment A - Highway Efficiency Program Project List

Attachment B - Active Transportation Program Project List

Attachment C - First/Last Mile and Complete Streets Program Project List

Attachment D - Bus System Improvement Program Project List

Attachment E - Highway Demand Based Program Project List

Presentation

SUBJECT: HIGH DESERT CORRIDOR FY25 WORK PROGRAM 2024-0084

RECOMMENDATIONS

CONSIDER:

A.

C.

APPROVING $4,374,000 in Measure M High Desert Multipurpose
Corridor (HDMC) funds identified in the Expenditure Plan for Right-Of-Way
acquisition to be repurposed to the High Desert Corridor (HDC) Joint
Powers Agency (JPA) for the Fiscal Year (FY) 2025 work program;

APPROVING $2,200,000 in Measure M High Desert Multipurpose
Corridor (HDMC) funds identified in the Expenditure Plan for Right-Of-Way
acquisition to be repurposed to complete the HDMC High Speed Rail
(HSR) Service Development Plan (SDP); and

AUTHORIZING the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) to negotiate and execute
all necessary funding agreements with the HDC JPA.

Metro
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Attachments: Attachment A - HDC JPA Funding Request
Attachment B - HDC Corridor Map
Attachment C - Metro Board Actions in Support of HDC
Attachment D - HDC JPA FY25 Work Program
Presentation
11. SUBJECT: EASTSIDE TRANSIT CORRIDOR PHASE 2 - PROJECT 2024-0190
APPROVAL AND CERTIFICATION OF FINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
RECOMMENDATION
CONSIDER:

A. APPROVING the Board selected full nine-mile Eastside Transit Corridor
Phase 2 with the Lambert Station in the City of Whittier as the terminus for
the Project;

B. APPROVING the refinement to the Board selected Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA), a 4.6-mile extension of the existing Metro E-Line to
Greenwood Station as the Initial Operating Segment; with design options
for Atlantic/Pomona (open underground station) and Greenwood Station
(at-grade) and a Maintenance and Storage Facility (including both at-grade
and aerial yard lead design options) located in the City of Montebello;

C. CERTIFYING, in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR);

D. ADOPTING, in accordance with CEQA, the:
1. Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations, and
2. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP); and

E. AUTHORIZING the Chief Executive Officer to file a Notice of Determination
with the Los Angeles County Clerk and the State of California
Clearinghouse.

Attachments: Attachment A - Executive Summary

Attachment B - Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Attachment C - Findings of Fact & Stmt. of Overriding Considerations
Attachment D - Outreach Summary for CEQA Efforts

Presentation

SUBJECT: GENERAL PUBLIC COMMENT 2024-0294
RECEIVE General Public Comment

Metro
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Consideration of items not on the posted agenda, including: items to be presented and (if
requested) referred to staff; items to be placed on the agenda for action at a future meeting of the
Committee or Board; and/or items requiring immediate action because of an emergency

situation or where the need to take immediate action came to the attention of the Committee
subsequent to the posting of the agenda.

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC ON ITEMS OF PUBLIC INTEREST WITHIN COMMITTEE’S
SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION

Adjournment
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File #: 2024-0165, File Type: Agreement Agenda Number: 5.

PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE
MAY 15, 2024

SUBJECT: COMMUTER OPTIONS AND REGULATORY COMPLIANCE SUPPORT - REGIONAL
RIDESHARE SOFTWARE AGREEMENT

ACTION: APPROVE RECOMMENDATION

RECOMMENDATION

AUTHORIZE the Chief Executive Officer to execute a five-year Regional Rideshare Software
Partnership Funding Agreement (Agreement) with the five bordering County Transportation
Commissions for an estimated average annual budget of $224,798 per year, or a total not to exceed
five-year amount of $1,123,986.

ISSUE

Metro’s Commuter Options and Regulatory Compliance Support program is currently utilizing
Regional Rideshare software to provide carpoolers and vanpools with a ride matching function. The
software is shared and obtained through a cooperative regional rideshare agreement arranged by the
five bordering County Transportation Commissions (CTC): Metro, Orange County Transportation
Authority (OCTA), San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA), Riverside County
Transportation Commission (RCTC), and Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC). The
database associated with the software contains potential carpool and vanpool commuter profiles from
all five counties and provides an inter-county ride matching function.

The current Agreement is a regional rideshare software partnership covenant between the CTC
members, expiring on June 30, 2024. To maintain access to the software and assist Employee
Transportation Coordinators (ETC) and commuters throughout LA County, staff is recommending the
execution of the proposed five-county regional rideshare software partnership agreement. The
function of the software will also provide support for the compliance service component to the South
Coast Air Quality Management District’'s (AQMD) Rule 2202; city congestion reduction mandates;
Transportation Management/Organizations (TMA/O) initiatives; and vehicle-miles traveled (VMT)
reduction and tracking initiative.

BACKGROUND

The Metro Commuter Options and Regulatory Compliance Support team is a one-stop multifaceted
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) resource for LA County employer ETCs, TMA/Os as
well as individual commuters who are interested in reducing VMT, easing commute time and costs,
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and improving air quality by decreasing single-occupancy vehicles (SOV). The TDM team also
promotes Commuter Tax Benefits, flex/tiered work schedules, employer-based transit subsidies,
Metro’s vanpool subsidy program, and incentive/rewards programs, such as Metro Rideshare
Rewards and Go Metro to Work Free for new hires.

This software and database management service is wide-ranging. It is a tool used to assist
employers and their employees in developing transit ridership strategies, finding a carpool partner,
joining and/or forming a vanpool, or planning bike and walk routes as alternate commute options.
Access to the software also ensures that Metro has the capability of assisting LA-based ETCs to
comply with South Coast AQMD’s Rule 2202, which includes the required submittal of their annual
Trip Reduction Plan (TRP) and Average Vehicle Ridership (AVR) statistics. The software also assists
employers with VMT reduction requirements mandated by local/city congestion management
ordinances.

Metro has partnered with the adjoining CTCs throughout the tenure of the regional rideshare
program. The core aspect that brands Metro’s partnership as seamless, comprehensive, and robust
is our cooperative relationship in retaining and operating within the same ridesharing software
platform, allowing for cross-regional ride matching, air quality compliance, and congestion
management support services.

In 2002, RCTC launched a ride matching software pilot program, which was subsequently proposed
to the CTCs as an idea to become a multiregional partnership. The benefits of this arrangement were
realized, and the CTCs agreed to move forward. The CTCs’ members from all five counties entered
the first software partnership agreement in 2003, hosted by RCTC, and operated through June 2013.
Starting in July 2013, the alliance converted to a tri-regional agreement between Metro, OCTA, and
VCTC, which was hosted by Metro through June 2021. SBCTA and RCTC left the partnership and
began operating under a different ride matching software platform during those eight years.

In 2020, SBCTA and RCTC reached out to Metro and asked to rejoin the multiregional relationship
with Metro, OCTA, and VCTC under a mutually beneficial five-counties software agreement to begin
in FY2022. The request was reviewed and subsequently approved by all five CTC members as it was
seen as mutually beneficial for all CTCs, the air quality and congestion management agencies,
ETCs, TMA/Os, and multiregional commuter ride matching efforts throughout all five counties.

The current software partnership agreement was under a three-year term and hosted by SBCTA from
July 2021 through June 2024. Each CTC’s shared cost was calculated according to the 2010 Census
population data for each county. The host agency will maintain a contract with the software provider
for the upcoming five years. It will cover all the expenses upfront to compensate for the software
product and services. The partnering CTCs will then reimburse the host agency for their portion of
expenses, which have been calculated according to the latest 2020 Census population data.

DISCUSSION

The CTCs referenced in this report consist of TDM industry-leading professionals focused on
providing air quality regulatory compliance support and VMT reduction strategies to ETCs, TMA/Os,
and commuters within each respective jurisdiction. TDM support includes assisting employers
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mandated by local jurisdictions’ traffic congestion reduction ordinances as well as individual
commuters seeking rideshare options. Commuters often travel through their county basin and into
adjacent regions. Therefore, working with a shared multiregional ridesharing software platform gives
CTCs the ability to ensure our individual and collective successes.

The proposed upcoming Agreement will continue to be hosted by SBCTA under a five-year term,
beginning July 2024 and through June 2029, and has a total budget of $2,355,826 for all CTC
combined. The total amount for five years of expenses for Metro is a not to exceed amount of
$1,123,986. The table below illustrates the breakdown of each year's cost estimates for the
Agreement. Under this Agreement, Metro will see 25% to 30% price savings across the five-year
agreement, compared to Metro procuring the software contract independently instead of under the
partnership agreement. The table below illustrates the total cost of the contract and the Metro portion
cost of the contract.
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Regional Rideshare Software Budget

(July 2024 to June 2029)
Annual Cost Estimate L E SR EE Metro Portion
Agreement

Year 1 Maintenance Costs 190,463.00

366,329.00

Year 1 Estimated Contingency 16,250.00

70,000.00
436,329.00

Year 1 Total Cost 206,713.00

Year 2 Maintenance Costs 382,902.00 199,063.00

Year 2 Estimated Contingency 70,000.00 16,250.00

Year 2 Total Cost 452,902.00 215,313.00

Year 3 Maintenance Costs 400,294 .00 208,088.00

Year 3 Estimated Contingency 70,000.00 16,250.00

Year 3 Total Cost

Year 4 Maintenance Costs 418,561.00 217,565.00

Year 4 Estimated Contingency 70,000.00 16,250.00

Year 4 Total Cost 488,561.00 233,815.00

Year 5 Maintenance Costs 437,740.00 227 557.00

Year 5 Estimated Contingency 70,000.00 16,250.00

Year 5 Total Cost 507,740.00 243,807.00

o |lw|w|w|lw|w | w|la|w|w |la|w|we]|wl|le |w»v

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
470,294.00 | § 224,338.00
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

Total Agreement Value (Not to Exceed) 2,355,826.00 1,123,986.00

One of the most effective components of this dynamic partnership is utilizing a congruent regional
ride matching software platform. The shared ambition of the partnership also gives the CTC a
bargaining advantage in securing regional ridesharing software at a financially reduced cost when
purchased under one collective agreement. Operating from the same platform also allows for the
merging of ridesharing database records for all CTCs, which enables carpool and vanpool matches
to be formed more effectively for inter-county commuting. As a multiregional team, the CTCs have
collectively secured tailor-made upgrades to the ridesharing software, which enhances the
effectiveness of each CTC’s TDM program. During FY23, Metro’s Commuter Options and Regulatory
Compliance Support department tracked and logged the reduction of over 26 million VMTs,
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supported 35,526 registered carpoolers and 5,091 vanpoolers, and registered 543 ETCs for the
Guaranteed Ride Home program, all administrated through the software system. We have distributed
over 19,000 RideGuides (a proprietary designed TDM tool promoting various commuter options) and
have access to over 439,000 commuter profiles for ride matching purposes.

Executing the requested regional ridesharing software agreement allows the CTCs to access over 17
primary software and database functions, as well as multiple secondary functions. Some of the top-
tier functions include RidePro AVR collection, processing/reporting, South Coast AQMD VMT
reduction reporting, personalized carpool and vanpool ride matching, mobile-friendly surveying, and
the ability for ETCs and commuters to set up online profiles.

The California Department of Motor Vehicles estimates that there are more than 12 million licensed
drivers in Southern California, and the Southern California Association of Governments reports that
Southern California drivers average more than 21 miles driven each day, often alone. Opting for
transit use, carpooling, and vanpooling can contribute to beneficial solutions to help mitigate the
stress of commuting and further enhance VMT reduction. Our established relationship brands all
CTCs as strong and effective in supporting the common goal of reducing VMT and improving air
quality throughout the Southern California region. Employers and commuters will benefit from utilizing
the ridesharing software when planning alternate modes and further creating carpools and vanpools
to reduce SOV driving to their destinations.

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT

Executing the software partnership agreement will not have any safety impacts.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Year one of the Agreement expenses are budgeted through the FY25 proposed budget process
under cost center 4320, Project 405547 Rideshare Services Task 01.10, Professional Services. The
cost center manager and the Chief Planning Officer in charge of the Regional TDM cost center will be
responsible for budgeting in future years. No additional budget appropriation is requested.

Impact to Budget

The source of funds for this action is Proposition C 25% Streets and Highway, which is not eligible to
fund bus and rail operating and capital expenditures.

EQUITY PLATFORM

Metro's Commuter Options and Regulatory Compliance Support program provides essential services
to employers and commuters throughout LA County, including commuters from Equity Focus
Communities (EFC). The ridesharing software platform and partnership with neighboring CTCs
enable Metro to provide sustainable transportation options more effectively across county lines and
support employers and their commuters who may be subject to local congestion management
reduction mandates. Our services are free of charge on all levels, which makes them accessible to all
interested parties (employers/businesses, cities, and commuters).
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Continuing use of the five-county software partnership with our regional CTCs helps to improve
transportation equity by:

. Reducing VMTs and improving air quality will provide health benefits for all, especially
for EFCs that are disproportionately impacted by poor air quality.
. Support small employers within or having employees living in EFC communities by

providing various commute options and or benéefits.

The overall function of the software is to collect data for employers regulated by South Coast
AQMD'’s Rule 2202. One significant function is determining an employer’'s AVR, which requires
tracking each employee’s mode of commuting details to and from work. Due to a confidentiality
agreement, Metro is limited as to the personal information that can be requested and, additionally,
cannot share this data outside the department except with the employer. Although Metro does not
ask for information such as sex, race, age, and income, Metro does require a general residential
location, which includes their zip code. Given that zip codes can correspond with EFC locations, we
will explore opportunities to work with employers who may have an interest in designing transit-
related programs and promotional outreach that can benefit these communities. Additionally, Metro is
currently working with Geographic Information Systems (GIS) to create heat and/or density maps that
will indicate which employers and their corresponding employees are located in EFCs. The objective
of this analysis is to provide opportunities to promote and request marketing materials specifically
geared around all-encompassing alternative commute options for these communities.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

The recommendation supports the following Strategic Plan goals:

1. Provide high-quality mobility options that enable people to spend less time traveling.
2. Deliver outstanding trip experiences for all users of the transportation system; and
3. Enhance communities and lives through mobility and access to opportunity.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The Board can choose not to approve this Agreement. However, this is not recommended as the
regional rideshare software provides commuter assistance programs for LA County employers and
employees, as well as supports the reduction of VMT across the five-county region. In addition, if the
Agreement is not awarded, Metro can no longer provide critical South Coast AQMD Rule 2202 AVR
and VMT reporting. It will also discontinue the carpooling and vanpool ride matching formation
functions for all LA County residents. Additionally, the multiregional partnership between OCTA,
RCTC, SBCTA, and VCTC would be negatively impacted.

NEXT STEPS

Upon approval by the Board, staff will execute a five-year Regional Rideshare Software Partnership
Funding Agreement (Agreement) for the Commuter Options & Regulatory Compliance Support
Program, which will reside under Regional TDM Programs and Policy.
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ATTACHMENTS

Prepared by: Martin Buford, Senior Manager, Countywide Planning and Development, (213)
922-2601

Frank Ching, Deputy Executive Officer, Countywide Planning and Development, (213) 922-3033
Avital Barnea, Senior Executive Officer, Countywide Planning and Development,
(213) 547-4317

Reviewed by: Ray Sosa, Chief Planning Officer, (213) 422-7359

Chief Executive Officer
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Recommendation:
Action

« Authorize the Chief Executive Officer to execute a five-year Regional Rideshare Software Partnership
Funding Agreement (Agreement) with the five bordering County Transportation Commissions (CTCs)

+ Five-year not-to-exceed price structure

« $1,123,986 (Average = $224k per fiscal year) ‘\

Background ‘

Access to the software ensures that Metro can assist LA-based Employee Transportation Coordinators (ETCs) in
complying with South Coast AQMD’s Rule 2202, which includes the required submittal of their annual Trip
Reduction Plan, Average Vehicle Ridership (AVR), and Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) statistics.

Program services are wide-ranging and are used to assist employers, employees, and general commuters in
developing transit ridership strategies, finding a carpool partner, joining or forming a vanpool, and planning bike
and walk routes as alternate commute options.

@ Metro




Software Partnership Benefits:

» SCAG reports that Southern California drivers average more than 21 miles driven each day, often alone.

» Transit use, carpooling, and vanpooling can be beneficial solutions for mitigating the cost and stress of drive-
alone commuting.

» Our established relationship brands all CTCs as strong and effective in supporting the common goal of
reducing traffic and improving air quality throughout the Southern California region.

+ Employers benefit from utilizing regulatory compliance and ridesharing software when responding to air
quality mandates by promoting and implementing alternate modes of travel for their employees.

» Over 20 years of a working partnership between Metro and the transportation authorities in Orange County,
San Bernardino County, Riverside County, and Ventura County.

» Partnership provides a 25% to 30% cost savings.




Software & Database Program Services:

Access to 17 primary and multiple secondary program functions. Several of the top-tier utilities are:

* AVR survey, collection and reporting.

« VMT tracking, calculations, and reporting.

« Employer and South Coast AQMD Annual Employee Commute Reduction Program plan submittals.

» Personalized cross-regional carpool and vanpool matching database consisting of over 400,000 commuters.

« Multiregional Park & Ride updates and platform.

« Customized RideGuides.
* Mobile-friendly option.

« ETC and commuter online profile capability.

@ Metro



Equity:

Continuing use of the five-county software partnership with our regional CTCs helps to improve transportation

equity across all regions by:

* Reducing VMTs and improving air quality, providing health benefits for all, especially for Equity Focused
Communities (EFC) that are disproportionately impacted by poor air quality.

» Supporting small employers within or having employees living in EFC communities by providing various
commute options and benéefits.

* Program services are available to all employers and commuters at no cost.

* Resources are offered in both English and Spanish.

Next Steps

Upon approval by the Board, staff will execute a five-year Regional Rideshare Software Partnership Funding
Agreement (Agreement) for the Commuter Options & Regulatory Compliance Support Program, which will

reside under Regional Transportation Demand Management Programs and Policy.
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PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE
MAY 15, 2024

SUBJECT: NORTH HOLLYWOOD JOINT DEVELOPMENT
ACTION: APPROVE RECOMMENDATION

RECOMMENDATION

AUTHORIZE the Chief Executive Officer or designee to extend the existing Exclusive Negotiation
Agreement and Planning Document with NOHO Development Associates, LLC, a Delaware limited
liability company (Developer) for the North Hollywood Joint Development Project for an additional six
(6) months.

ISSUE

Since 2016, staff and the Developer have collaborated under a Board-authorized Exclusive
Negotiation Agreement and Planning Document (ENA) to conduct community outreach, refine the
Development design, negotiate key terms and conditions for a Joint Development and Option
Agreement (JDOA) in the form of a Ground Lease, and review CEQA studies associated with the
Development. The current ENA expires June 12, 2024. Staff reccommends the extension of the
existing ENA to facilitate completion of the final terms of the JDOA.

BACKGROUND

The North Hollywood Station (Station) is the third busiest station in the Metro system and includes
the termini of the Metro B Line and G Line, two bus layover facilities, and a Metro park-and-ride lot.
Metro owns approximately 16 acres of land surrounding the Station (Site).

In 2015, Metro conducted an extensive community outreach process, which revealed the desire for
intensified urban uses, community open space, and public art-all of which were summarized into
Development Guidelines and adopted by the Board in December 2015. Those Development
Guidelines were the basis of a competitive solicitation for the joint development of the Site. Through
that competitive solicitation, Trammell Crow Company and Greenland USA were together selected as
the joint development partners for the Site and entered into a Short-Term ENA with Metro in 2016.
As milestones and requirements of the Short-Term ENA were met, the Board authorized execution of
the full ENA in 2017 (as amended and extended in May 2019, December 2019, and June 2021). At
the time of the initial execution of the full ENA, Greenland USA exited the partnership, leaving
Trammell Crow Company as the sole party in the development entity. Over the ENA period, the
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Developer and Metro have worked closely and diligently to advance the Development, shown in
Attachment A - Site Plan and Rendering, through scoping, design, entitlements, CEQA clearance,
and financial and transaction negotiations.

Throughout the ENA term, the Developer has led ongoing outreach with the community through
public meetings at Groundwork Coffee Co. (located at the Site and other nearby locations), one-on-
one meetings with key stakeholders and business owners, and presentations for nearly 24
community organizations. In total, the team has presented the Development at nearly 100 individual
meetings.

A summary of community engagement efforts is provided in Attachment B - Outreach Summary.

DISCUSSION

The District NoHo Development would be the largest joint development in Metro’s history, including
more affordable homes than any other joint development, more total units than any other joint
development, and would provide nearly 15% of the homes in Metro’s 10,000 home goal. While two
other major efforts were attempted for joint development on the Site in 2001 and 2007, the current
Development is the only effort to have been environmentally cleared and entitled. Once completed,
the Development would integrate housing, office, and retail with a multi-modal transit hub to create a
model transit-oriented community (TOC) for the southern California region.

The Development has been entitled by the City of Los Angeles through a Specific Plan Ordinance,
Signage Ordinance, Development Agreement, and Environmental Impact Report (EIR) all of which
were adopted in late 2023 and early 2024. The Development includes a mix of high-rise and low-rise
buildings, public open space, and a multi-modal shared street connecting the new blocks to a Metro
Bike Hub and the B Line portal on the east side of Lankershim Boulevard.

The Development includes:

« Two (2) acres of publicly accessible open space

e 1,222 t0 1,527 housing units
o Atleast 311 of which would be affordable to residents earning 60% of Area
Median Income (AMI) or less, and
o At least 55 of which would be affordable to residents earning 120% of AMI or
less;
o With an average parking ratio of .91 parking spaces per bedroom.

e 40,000 to 105,125 square feet of retail space

e Up to 580,374 square feet of office space

o 1,093 bike parking spaces

« Digital and static signage

The original RFP response included only 750 total units-of which 262 units were income-restricted-
and fewer public benefits. Through the early negotiations, Staff pushed the Developer to deliver more
housing and benéefits in alignment with the underlying redevelopment plan for the area and the
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community’s priorities, recorded in the 2015 Development Guidelines, calling for a vibrant, transit-
oriented community with a public gathering space and an intensity of uses.

In response to some community concerns about the amount and integration of affordable housing
within the Development, staff worked with the Developer to evaluate this concern, and the Developer
integrated 55 additional income-restricted units-for a total of 366 income-restricted units across the
Development-into the market-rate buildings. In addition, 100% affordable housing buildings will be
provided with shared access to amenities in mixed-income buildings.

The Development has been designed to a 50% Schematic Design level and has been reviewed by
Metro Operations including Bus, Rail and Facilities Maintenance; Systemwide Design; Art Asset
Management & Cultural Programming; Signage & Environ Graphic Design; Office of Civil Rights;
Program Management including Engineering and Construction Management; and System Security
and Law Enforcement to ensure the ability to maintain, operate and enhance the Station for current
and future patrons. Future refinements to the design would continue to be vetted by impacted
departments.

Development Agreement

The City Development Agreement required as part of the entitlements provides for public investments
and benéefits, which include a new public community open space, opportunities for small businesses,
and a substantial arts program. These amenities, enumerated below, are made possible by revenue
generated from the development:

“First look” leasing for local retailers and eateries

Two-way Class |V Bicycle Facility

Professionally maintained and programmed community open space

Historic plaques commemorating the history of North Hollywood

278 new trees

Shared access to open space amenities among mixed-income and affordable buildings

Legal Agreements

The legal agreements between Metro and the Developer would include a Joint Development and
Option Agreement and a Form of Ground Lease which would contain the requirements and
obligations for the Developer to construct, operate and maintain the private development and
preserve Metro’s ability to efficiently operate and maintain the transit system and facilities well into
the future.

The final provisions of these documents are being negotiated between staff and Developer and would
be recommended to the Board for consideration within the next six months.

Special Transfer Tax Provisions

In November 2022, Los Angeles residents approved the United to House LA ballot measure
(Measure ULA). Measure ULA created the ULA Tax, imposing a real property transfer tax of 4% on
properties conveyed over $5 million and 5.5% on properties conveyed at $10 million. The ULA Tax is
imposed on top of the City and County’s existing tax of 0.56% and went into effect on April 1, 2023.
The increased transfer tax applies to the value of transactions at the time of sale, including long-term
Ground Leases. With the onset of the ULA Tax, the property transfer tax increased from 0.56% to
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6.06%. Each Development block would transfer to a permanent owner/operator once fully
constructed, leased and income stabilized, and that transfer would be subject to the new transfer tax,
which would impose approximately $110 million in new and unexpected taxes for the Development.

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT

The extension of the ENA document would have no impact on safety.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Funding for Joint Development activities are included in the FY24 Budget under Project 401011-North
Hollywood JD, Cost Center 2210 and Metro staff, legal and consultant costs (excluding JD staff and in
-house counsel time, which are covered by the program budgets) would be recovered from the
Developer. Extension of the ENA would not impact the Fiscal Year 2024 Budget.

..Equity_Platform
EQUITY PLATFORM

Feedback from extensive community engagement with affordable housing developers and
Community Based Organizations was captured in the Development Guidelines and Request for
Proposals for the Development. Community members emphasized the importance of including
subsidized housing units, retail space for local businesses, and accessible walkways and bikeways,
which informed the design and program for the Development. Additional outreach was conducted by
the Developer throughout the approvals period via eblasts, in-person and online community meetings
and open houses in English and Spanish, stakeholder meetings with small businesses and
community organizations and in-person outreach to transit riders at the Station in English and
Spanish. Public input has been incorporated to further shape and refine the Development, by
including a robust public art program, significant open space, and additional income-restricted units.

The community surrounding the Site, as well as B and G Line riders, are disproportionally made up of
low-income individuals and people of color. According to the American Community Survey’s 2022 5-
year estimate data, within a half-mile walking distance of the Station, the average median household
income is approximately $59,000 (approximately 71% of the Median Household Income for Los
Angeles County). Community members expressed a need for affordable homes and pedestrian-and
cyclist-friendly amenities during outreach events and feedback sessions. The Development’s 366
income-restricted homes and public open space aim to address some of these priorities.

The Development-which is located in a high-resource area-would include affordable housing units
intended to benefit people with low incomes. The Development is in one of the California Tax Credit
Allocation Committee’s High Resource areas, providing access to jobs, schools, and amenities in the
North Hollywood community.

The Development, which would be constructed under a Project Labor Agreement. would create over
15,000 one-time construction jobs and nearly 5,000 recurring jobs, as well as nearly $2 billion in one-
time economic impact and over $1 billion in stabilized economic impact, according to a study by
RCLCO. The Development would also generate nearly $300 million in tax revenues for the City and
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County over its first 30 years.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

The recommendations support strategic plan Goal 3 (Enhance communities and lives through
mobility and access to opportunity), by bringing high-quality housing options to the doorstep of the
Metro network and addressing the need for housing in the region.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The Board could defer or deny approval of the ENA extension which would cause the ENA to expire.
Allowing the ENA to expire would also result in Metro having to restart the competitive solicitation
process for the Site and cause an extended delay in the delivery of benefits to the area surrounding
the Site and community at large in North Hollywood. Given the project benefits and the extensive
time and resources invested to-date, this alternative is not recommended.

NEXT STEPS

Upon approval of the recommended action, an amendment extending the term of the ENA for six
months would be executed, and Joint Development staff and the Developer would continue
negotiations. If negotiations conclude successfully, staff would bring a recommendation for the Metro
Board to approve the execution of a Joint Development and Option Agreement, associated Ground
Leases and adopt relevant CEQA findings with respect to such action within the next six months.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A - Site Plan and Rendering
Attachment B - Outreach Summary

Prepared by: Marie Sullivan, Senior Manager, Transit Oriented Communities, (213) 922-5667
Wells Lawson, Deputy Executive Officer, Transit Oriented Communities, (213)
547-4204
Nicholas Saponara, Executive Officer, Transit Oriented Communities, (213) 922-
4313
Holly Rockwell, Senior Executive Officer, Countywide Planning & Development,
(213) 547-4325

Reviewed by: Ray Sosa, Chief Planning Officer, (213) 922-2920

Chief Executive Officer
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Attachment A - Site Plan and Rendering
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Attachment B — Outreach Summary

Since the project’s inception in 2015, Metro staff, TCC, and various partners have
hosted over 100 community meetings, focus groups, briefings, workshops, open
houses, pop-ups, and community breakfasts with local stakeholders and residents.
Metro and the developer have provided regular updates to—and solicited input from—
the North Hollywood Neighborhood Council, local business and commercial owners,
community organizations, transit riders and park and ride users, and public agencies
(see full list of organizational stakeholders below). Community participants have
similarly shared feedback on the project scope and development guidelines since 2015.
Outreach events were publicized through multiple communications channels, including
Metro’s Joint Development stakeholder list, TCC’s stakeholder lists, the NoHo Arts
District’s regular eblasts, NextDoor, City Council President Paul Krekorian’s weekly
newsletters, and distributing 10,000 within a % mile radius of the Station.

Local stakeholders shared support for dense mixed-use development and a
consolidated transit center from the onset. In meetings and survey responses, residents
expressed interest in securing retail spaces for local businesses, accessible parking,
and open space with landscaping. Some residents expressed concerns about the
development’s impact on potential displacement, advocating for the inclusion of deeply
subsidized units for low-income families, seniors, and artists. Residents also supported
a number of transit improvements including bike and pedestrian infrastructure,
passenger amenities, and security features. Key community meetings and feedback are
detailed below.

e September 2015: Community Organizations and Public Agencies Focus Group,
Community Residents Focus Group, and Business and Commerical Property
Owners Focus Group (30 attendees total), North Hollywood Amelia Earhart
Regional Library

o Metro solicited input on guidelines for development—including affordable
housing development—around the North Hollywood station. Focus group
attendees expressed interest in maintaining local businesses and
including residential buildings with large family units and community open
space. Attendees were excited about the prospect of mixed-use spaces
with both rental and homeownership opportunities, transit improvements,
and community amenities.

e September 2015: Community Workshop (30 attendees), North Hollywood
Amelia Earhart Regional Library

o Metro hosted a working session to co-develop guidelines for development
with community members. Community workshop attendees shared a
desire to see deeply subsidized units for low-income families, seniors, and
artists. Attendees approved of dense but human-scaled development
around the North Hollywood station with good circulation and accessibility.



October 2015: Development Guidelines Open House (40 attendees), El Portal
Theatre

o Metro hosted an open house to solicit further input on development
guidelines. Open house attendees discussed parking needs, safety
concerns, and suggested transit improvements such as bus shelters and
bike paths. Attendees continued to express interest in open spaces with
landscaping.

April 2017: North Hollywood Open House (90 attendees), Groundwork Coffee

o Metro and the developer hosted an open house to inform and refresh
community members on development objectives identified in the 2015
outreach process, the development scope, and future engagement efforts.
Open house attendees expressed interest in hosting small businesses and
local retail in the area. Attendees responded positively to plans for
affordable housing and a pedestrian tunnel and walkways around the site.

June 2019: Community Breakfasts (30 attendees total), Groundwork Coffee

o The developer shared development priorities and the new project website.
Community breakfast attendees expressed interest in dense development
around the Metro station with more retail and parking options. Attendees
continued to respond positively to the discussion of transit improvements
and proposed open space.

December 2019: North Hollywood Open House (35 attendees), Federal Bar

o The developer held an open house for local stakeholders to ask questions
and provide input on housing, office, and retail development around the
North Hollywood Station. Attendees asked questions about the timing and
phasing of the project and emphasized the importance of incorporating
arts and art-related uses into the project.

July 2020: Virtual EIR Scoping Meetings (60 attendees total)

o The developer held an EIR status update for English- and Spanish-
speaking members of the community. Participants posed questions about
the proposed project's impact on the neighborhood and shared feedback
on mitigation measures. Participants were interested in learning more
about the design of the buildings and unit mix, and seeing transit continue
during construction.

February 2024: Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities Grant
Outreach Event (30 attendees), Groundwork Coffee

o The selected affordable housing developer, the master developer,
LADOT, and Metro partnered with the community-based organization,
Pacoima Beautiful, to conduct outreach on transit improvements around
the site. Attendees responded to proposals and completed surveys,
highlighting the need for more frequent cleaning and maintenance,
security, and digital signage. Some respondents expressed concerns
about the displacement of lower-income households from the area.



The North Hollywood project’s design aims to reflect community feedback. The project
will include approximately 336 income-restricted units, the first phase of which must be
delivered before the developer can construct any market rate housing. Further, the
project site must maintain 20% of its units as affordable throughout construction. New
bikeways and a pedestrian shared street will provide improved access to the site’s
60,000 square feet of retail space and over 2 acres of open space. Metro and the
developer will continue to solicit input to address community needs and further integrate
the project into the surrounding neighborhood.



Organizational Stakeholders

Businesses and Commercial/Property Owners
AFL

Critical Care UCNH

District Pub

El Portal Theatre

Greater San Fernando Valley Chamber of Commerce
Groundwork Coffee, Co.

High Point Strategies

Joe Coffee, Co.

Laemmle Theaters

North Hollywood Business Improvement District
NoHo Communications Group, Inc.

Television Academy

The Federal Bar

The Valley Economic Alliance

United Chambers of Commerce

Universal City — North Hollywood Chamber of Commerce

Valley Industry and Commerce Association (VICA)
Vicious Dogs

Community Groups

Bicycle Advisory

Cesar Chavez Foundation

East Valley YMCA

FILL THE WELL poetic

Golden State Gateway Coalition

LA Vibrantly

Los Angeles County Bike Coalition

The Village Family Services

West Hollywood Community Housing Corporation

Residents
North Hollywood Homeowners Association
Valley Village Residents Association

Schools

Amelia Earhart Continuation High School East Valley
High School

Lankershim Elementary

Maurice Sendak Elementary School New Horizons
Charter Academy

North Hollywood High School

Oakwood School

St. Paul’s First Lutheran School

Wesley School

Elected Offices

Office of Los Angeles County
Supervisor, District 2 Office of Los
Angeles County Supervisor, District 3
Office of Los Angeles City Council
Member, District 2 Office of California
State Senator, District 26

Office of California State Assembly
Member, District 39 Office of California
State Assembly Member, District 46
Offices of US Senators, California
Office of US Congressional
Representative, 29th District

Faith-Based Organizations
Christ Chapel of the Valley
First United Methodist Church
St. David’s Church

St. Paul’'s Church

Private and Non-Profit Firms
Allen Matkins

Estolano Advisors (formerly ELP
Advisors)

Gensler

LA Commercial

Lee & Associates

Line 204

Maya Cinemas

Mercy Housing California

MGA North LLC

Miyamoto International Inc.
Ratkovich Company

Selbert Perkins Design

The Robert Group

ThirdWest Holdings, Inc.
Thomas Safran and Associates
Urban Field Studio

WSP USA (formerly Parsons
Brinckerhoff)



Public Agencies/Government

Hollywood Burbank Airport

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)

City of Burbank

City of Los Angeles

City of Simi Valley

San Fernando Valley Council of Governments (SFVCOG) Encino
Neighborhood Council

Los Angeles Department of City Planning

Los Angeles Police Department (LAPD)

Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD) - District 3 Los
Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD) - District 6 North
Hollywood Amelia Earhart Regional Library

North Hollywood Recreation Center

Midtown North Hollywood Neighborhood Council

Studio City Neighborhood Council
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We’re supporting thriving communities.

North Hollywood Joint Development & Transit Center

Planning & Programming Committee, May 2024



Background and ENA Progress to Date

2015: Community Outreach, RFQ/RFP

2016: Developer Selected

2017: Current ENA executed

2022: Metro staff approves Development Design

Fall 2022: Developer adds 55 additional income-
restricted units in response to community input

Summer 2023: City of LA adopts Project EIR

Spring 2024: City of LA adopts Specific Plan,
Development Agreement and Signage District




Development Program

1,250 -1,527
Total Apartment
Homes

366

Income Restricted
Apartment Homes

40,000 - 105,125
SF Restaurant/Retail

New Metro
Portal Canopy

2 Acres
Open Space




Recommended Action and Next Steps

RECOMMENDED ACTION

A. AUTHORIZE the CEO or designee to extend the existing Exclusive Negotiation
Agreement and Planning Document with Developer for six months

NEXT STEPS
> Continued negotiations of Joint Development and Option Agreement and form of
Ground Lease

> |f agreement consensus is reached with Developer, return to Board with terms of
agreements for consideration
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PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE

MAY 15, 2024
SUBJECT: REGIONAL RAIL ON-CALL SERVICES
ACTION: APPROVE RECOMMENDATIONS
RECOMMENDATION
AUTHORIZE the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) to EXECUTE:
A. Modification No. 2 to the Regional Rail Engineering and Design On-Call Services Contract

Nos. AE56750000 through AE56750004 to exercise the first one-year option term in the amount
of $2 million increasing the not-to-exceed (NTE) cumulative contract amount from $11 million to
$13 million and extending the period of performance from August 14, 2024, to August 13, 2025;

B. Modification No. 2 to the Regional Rail Project Management On-Call Services Contract Nos.
AE5664300001, AE5664300102, AE5664300202, and AE5664300302 to exercise the first one-
year option term in the amount of $2 million increasing the NTE cumulative contract amount from
$10 million to $12 million and extending the period of performance from August 14, 2024, to
August 13, 2025; and

C. Individual task orders for Engineering and Design On-Call services in the cumulative NTE
amount of $13 million and for Project Management On-Call services in the cumulative NTE
amount of $12 million.

ISSUE

Metro’s Regional Rail unit under program management is leading Engineering and Design and
Project Management service contracts set to expire on August 13, 2024. Approval of the one-year
option extension would allow the department to continue to issue new task orders to assist staff
efforts to promote and advance Regional Rail projects under Program Management within Los
Angeles County.

BACKGROUND

Metro Page 1 of 6 Printed on 5/28/2024

powered by Legistar™


http://www.legistar.com/

File #: 2024-0021, File Type: Program Agenda Number: 7.

The Regional Rail department under Program Management is responsible for providing technical
support or leading the design and construction of regional rail projects that directly benefit external
agencies, such as Southern California Regional Rail Authority (also known as Metrolink), Los
Angeles-San Diego-San Luis Obispo Rail Corridor (LOSSAN), California High-Speed Rail Authority,
Brightline West, BNSF Railway, and Union Pacific Railroad on Metro owned railroad right-of-way. The
Regional Rail department serves as the building block for the commuter, intercity, freight, and future
high-speed rail service expansion within Los Angeles County, using task orders to support the
diverse scope of services for each on-call program.

It has been five years since the Metro board approved staff recommendations to award on-call
contracts under the Regional Rail Engineering and Design services and Project Management
services. Compared to bench contracts, where task orders are competitively procured, the on-call
program has proven to be a more effective tool to accelerate the time to issue task orders. With a
bench program, the task order request is issued to the pre-selected bench consultants’ proposals,
which are evaluated and may include interviews. A selection is made, the level of effort is reviewed
and negotiated as necessary, and a consultant is selected for the task order. This bench process can
take up to four months to issue a task order. Under the on-call program, the task order scope of work
is issued to the pre-selected consultant on a rotation basis, the consultant submits the level of effort
to be reviewed and negotiated at the established contract rates, and a consultant is selected for the
task order. The on-call process can be completed within six weeks to issue each task order.

DISCUSSION

Over the last five years, Metro has generated six task orders totaling $8.14 million under the
Engineering and Design services and three task orders totaling $735,312 under the Project
Management services. The collective task orders have provided support for the High Desert Corridor,
Rosecrans/Marquardt Grade Separation, Chatsworth Station ADA Improvements, Ramona Boulevard
Grade Separation, Doran Street Grade Separation ATP, Los Angeles County/ USC Medical Center
Infill Station, and the Brighton Double Track projects. To date, these two on-calls have doubled the
contract value of the previous Regional Rail bench program over the same period. The increase in
consultant support has resulted from the evolution of the Regional Rail program for LA Metro since its
inception in 2009. The Regional Rail program is currently leading ten capital projects in various
phases of work. Under the program management department, Regional Rail also provides oversight
engineering support for seven capital projects led by Metrolink. In addition, the department is
providing technical oversight to the Planning department for commuter rail, network integration
related to, intercity, freight, and future high-speed rail service expansion projects within and through
Los Angeles County. The executed Regional Rail task orders have advanced capital projects and
technical issues supported by the Metro board and the CEQO’s office.

Impacts from COVID-19

On the CEOQO'’s request to suspend all non-critical work during the start of the pandemic, funding was
not available for on-call task orders for two of the five years of the program’s base year contract. As
soon as funding became available for task orders, the Regional Rail department started to generate
task orders to support the program. When considering the total contract value generated to date for
the program, if funding had been available sooner, the engineering and design on-call would have hit
the program ceiling limit before the expiration date of the five-year base contract. The Regional Rail
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department would likely be required to take board action sooner to request additional funding or
terminate the program early and restart a new solicitation for on-call services.

Engineering and Design On-Call Services

Of the five prime consultants that were awarded contracts, six task orders have been awarded. Each
prime consultant team has been awarded at least one task order. Future task orders will be assigned
to the remaining prime consultant teams.

Each prime consultant made at least an overall 25% SBE and 3%DVBE commitment on this contract.
Based on all awarded task orders to date across all prime consultants, the overall participation is
20.53% SBE and 3.54% DVBE using expenditures to-date. Staff will continue to work with each
prime consultant team to meet or exceed the overall SBE/DVBE commitments by the completion of
the program.

Project Management On-Call Services

Of the four prime consultants selected for the Project Management on-call services, three task orders
have been awarded. The Regional Rail unit was anticipating using this on-call to support value
engineering, engineering support during construction, and construction support services for active
capital projects. With limited available construction funding, the design phase work was extended due
to delays addressing design standard/guideline changes from the approving agencies or value
engineering design-related changes. The Regional Rail unit has addressed these design changes for
all capital projects under program management and is advancing three capital projects to a shovel-
ready level by FY25. Future task orders will be assigned to the remaining prime consultant teams.

Each prime consultant made at least an overall 23% SBE and 3% DVBE commitment on this
contract. Based on awarded task orders to date across all prime consultants, the overall participation
is 17.27% SBE and 0.00% DVBE using expenditures to-date. Staff will continue to work with each
prime consultant team to meet or exceed the SBE/DVBE commitments by the completion of the
program.

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT

This board action will have no impact on safety standards for Metro or external stakeholders the
Regional Rail department is supporting.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

The extension of the Regional Rail on-call contracts will have no impact on the existing FY24 budget.
Funding for FY24 task orders is within the currently approved Regional Rail unit under program
management’s budget for cost center 2415. Each new task order in FY25 and FY26 will have an
approved funding source before each task order is initiated. Funding for FY25 is assumed in the
Proposed Budget. The Chief Program Management Officer will be responsible for budgeting costs in
FY26.

Impact to Budget
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The funding for each task order will vary based on the specific scope of work or the existing Regional
Rail capital project the work will support. The current task order for the Regional Rail on-call uses
California High-Speed Rail propositional 1A, California State Transit Intercity Rail program, Senate
Bill 1 Active Transportation program, State Transportation Improvement Program, Section 190
program, Measure M, Measure R 20%, Measure R 3%, and other funds. These funds are not eligible
to be used for Metro operations or capital expenses.

EQUITY PLATFORM

Metro Regional Rail is responsible for planning, designing, collaborating, reviewing, and/or
constructing projects to promote, modify, or enhance the Regional Rail network for Los Angeles
County along the Metro-owned right-of-way for the benefit of the external operators and the public.
The on-call contracts are providing connections, double tracking, and grade separations for
residents, workers, students, and families with improved regional public transportation solutions to
access jobs, health care, education, and other economic opportunities across the Greater Los
Angeles region.

The improvements supported by these on-call contracts help reduce environmental and health
disparities within Los Angeles County by removing tens of thousands of metric tons of CO2
greenhouse gases annually by removing vehicular trips off freeways. Furthermore, the current on-call
service contracts are supporting small and disabled veteran businesses. The Engineering and
Design on-call services contracts have an SBE/DVBE commitment of 25% and 3%. Based on
contract commitments the Engineering and Design on-call services are expected to exceed the initial
SBE and DVBE goals established. In the Project Management on-call service contracts have an
SBE/DVBE commitment of 23% and 3%. As these contracts just started, the contract commitments
for the Project Management on-call services contracts are also expected to exceed the initial SBE
and DVBE goals established.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

The recommendations support Metro Regional Rail’s partnership with external rail operators to
improve service reliability and mobility, provide better network integration and transit connectivity
through and within Los Angeles County. The on-call contracts serve to implement the following
strategic plan goals:

e Goal 1.1: Expand the transportation network and increase mobility for all uses;

e Goal 1.2: Improve LA County’s overall transit network and assets;

e Goal 3.3: Genuine public and community engagement to achieve better mobility outcomes for
the people of LA County;

e Goal 4.1: Work with partners to build trust and make decisions that support the goals of the
Strategic Plan; and

e Goal 5.1: Leverage funding and staff resources to accelerate the achievement of goals and
initiatives prioritized in the Strategic Plan.
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ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The Board could choose not to approve the recommendations. This is not recommended as the
existing on-service contracts are set to expire by August 2024 and would not allow enough time for
staff to issue new on-call solicitations and awards to support the Regional Rail department. Without
approval, the Regional Rail department will not be able to issue on-call task orders for six months.
The Regional Rail department under program management does not have enough technical staff to
complete these additional services in-house during that period. The re-organization of the Regional
Rail program resulted in a reduction of project development staff due to reassignments and reporting
structures. The use of professional consulting complements the new Regional Rail program and
allows for expedited project development. The additional task orders will assist active Regional Rail
projects such as Doran Street Grade Separation, Rosecrans/ Marquardt Grade Separation, High
Desert Multimodal Corridor, Chatsworth Station ADA Improvements, and the Brighton to Roxford
Double Track project through design and construction.

NEXT STEPS

Upon Board approval, staff will execute Modification No. 2 to the Regional Rail Engineering and
Design On-Call Services Contract Nos. AE56750000 through AE56750004 and Regional Rail Project
Management On-Call Services Contract Nos. AE5664300001, AE5664300102, AE5664300202, and
AE5664300302 to exercise the first one-year option extending the period of performance through
August 13, 2025. Staff will continue working with the consultants for in-progress work and upcoming
task orders to be assigned on a rotating basis. Staff will also work with DEOD to uphold the SBE and
DVBE goal requirements of each program. Staff will then report back in twelve months to either
request the last one-year extension or begin the procurement to award new contracts for Regional
Rail on-call services.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A-1 - Procurement Summary

Attachment A-2 - Procurement Summary

Attachment B-1 - Contract Modification/Change Order Log
Attachment B-2 - Contract Modification/Change Order Log
Attachment C-1 - DEOD Summary

Attachment C-2 - DEOD Summary

Prepared by: Brian Balderrama, Deputy Executive Officer, Project Management, Regional Rail
(213) 418-3177

Sameh Ghaly, Deputy Chief Program Management Officer, (213) 418-3369
Carolina Coppolo, Deputy Chief Vendor/Contract Management Officer (Interim),
(213) 922-4471

Reviewed by: Timothy Lindholm, Chief Program Management Officer (Interim), (213) 922-7297
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Nalini Ahuja, Chief Financial Officer, (213) 922-3088

Chief Executive Officer
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PROCUREMENT SUMMARY

THROUGH AE56750004

ATTACHMENT A-1

REGIONAL RAIL ENGINEERING AND DESIGN ON-CALL SERVICES / AE56750000

1. Contract Number: AE56750000 through AE56750004

2. Contractors: AECOM Technical Services Inc., HDR Engineering Inc., Mott MacDonald
LLC, Pacific Railway Enterprises Inc., and RailPros, Inc.
3. Mod. Work Description: Exercise first one-year option.
4, Contract Work Description Provide engineering and design on-call advisory services.
5. The following data is current as of: 4/4/24
6. Contract Completion Status Financial Status
Contract Awarded: 5/23/19 Contract Award Not-to-Exceed
Amount: (NTE)
$11,000,000
Notice to Proceed N/A Total of $0
(NTP): Modifications
Approved:
Original Complete 8/13/24 Pending $2,000,000
Date: Modifications
(including this
action):
Current Est. 8/13/24 Current Contract NTE $13,000,000
Complete Date: Value (with this
action):

Telephone Number:
(213) 922-1033

7. Contract Administrator:
Samira Baghdikian

Telephone Numbers:
(213) 418-3177

8. Project Manager:
Brian Balderrama

A. Procurement Background

This Board Action is to approve Modification No. 2 to the Regional Rail Engineering
and Design On-Call Services Contract Nos. AE56750000 through AE56750004 to
exercise the first one-year option extending the period of performance from August
14, 2024 to August 12, 2025. This Contract Modification will increase the NTE
cumulative contract amount by $2,000,000 from $11,000,000 to $13,000,000.

These Contract Modifications will be processed in accordance with Metro’s
Acquisition Policy and the contract type is task order firm fixed unit rate.

On May 23, 2019, the Board approved the award of five task order based on-call
Contract Nos. AE56750000 through AE56750004 for Regional Rail Engineering and
Design On-Call Services in the cumulative NTE amount of $11,000,000.

One modification has been issued to date.

No. 1.0.10
Revised 10/11/16



Refer to Attachment B — Contract Modification/Change Order Log.

B. Cost Analysis

Work will be performed through the issuance of separate task orders. Proposals
submitted for each task order will be subjected to cost analysis, technical analysis,
fact finding, and negotiations to determine the fairness and reasonableness of
price.

No. 1.0.10
Revised 10/11/16



ATTACHMENT A-2

PROCUREMENT SUMMARY

REGIONAL RAIL PROJECT MANAGEMENT ON-CALL SERVICES / AE5664300001,
AE5664300102, AE5664300202 AND AE5664300302

1. Contract Number: AE5664300001, AE5664300102, AE5664300202, and
AE5664300302
2. Contractors: AECOM Technical Services Inc., Arcadis US Inc. (Arcadis/RailPros),
Stantec Consulting Inc. and WSP USA Inc.
3. Mod. Work Description: Exercise first one-year option
4, Contract Work Description Provide project management on-call services.
5. The following data is current as of: 4/4/24
6. Contract Completion Status Financial Status
Contract Awarded: 5/23/19 Contract Award Not-to-Exceed
Amount: (NTE)
$10,000,000
Notice to Proceed N/A Total of $0
(NTP): Modifications
Approved:
Original Complete 8/13/24 Pending $2,000,000
Date: Modifications
(including this
action):
Current Est. 8/13/24 Current Contract NTE $12,000,000
Complete Date: Value (with this
action):
7. Contract Administrator: Telephone Number:
Samira Baghdikian (213) 922-1033
8. Project Manager: Telephone Numbers:
Brian Balderrama (213) 418-3177

A. Procurement Background

This Board Action is to approve Modification No. 2 to the Regional Rail Project
Management On-Call Services Contract Nos. AE5664300001, AE5664300102,
AE5664300202, and AE5664300302 to exercise the first one-year option extending
the period of performance from August 14, 2024 through August 13, 2025. This
Contract Modification will increase the NTE cumulative contract amount by
$2,000,000 from $10,000,000 to $12,000,000.

These Contract Modifications will be processed in accordance with Metro’s
Acquisition Policy and the contract type is task order firm fixed unit rate.

On May 23, 2019, the Board approved the award of four task order based on-call
Contract Nos. AE5664300001, AE5664300102, AE5664300202, and
AE5664300302 for Regional Rail Project Management On-Call Services in the
cumulative NTE amount of $10,000,000.

No. 1.0.10
Revised 10/11/16



One moadification has been issued to date.

Refer to Attachment B — Contract Modification/Change Order Log.

B. Cost Analysis

Work will be performed through the issuance of separate task orders. Proposals
submitted for each task order will be subjected to cost analysis, technical analysis,
fact finding, and negotiations to determine the fairness and reasonableness of

price.

No. 1.0.10
Revised 10/11/16



CONTRACT MODIFICATION/CHANGE ORDER LOG

REGIONAL RAIL ENGINEERING AND DESIGN ON-CALL SERVICES / AE56750000
THROUGH AE56750004

ATTACHMENT B-1

Status
Mod. Description (approved Date Amount
No. or
pending)
1 | SP-19 Ordering (Indefinite Approved | 11/7/19 $0
Delivery/Quantity Contracts) deleted
and added Exhibit | - Supplemental
Ordering Process.
2 Exercise first one-year option Pending | Pending $2,000,000
extending period of performance
through 8/13/25.
Modification Total: $2,000,000
Original Contract: 5/23/19 | NTE $11,000,000
Total: NTE $13,000,000

No. 1.0.10
Revised 10/11/16




ATTACHMENT B-2

CONTRACT MODIFICATION/CHANGE ORDER LOG

REGIONAL RAIL PROJECT MANAGEMENT ON-CALL SERVICES / AE5664300001,
AE5664300102, AE5664300202 AND AE5664300302

Status
Mod. Description (approved Date Amount
No. or
pending)
1 SP-19 Ordering (Indefinite Approved 11/7/19 $0

Delivery/Quantity Contracts) deleted
and added Exhibit | - Supplemental
Ordering Process.

2 Exercise first one-year option Pending | Pending $2,000,000
extending period of performance
through 8/13/25.

Modification Total: $2,000,000
Original Contract: 5/23/19 | NTE $10,000,000
Total: NTE $12,000,000

No. 1.0.10

Revised 10/11/16



DEOD SUMMARY

ATTACHMENT C-1

REGIONAL RAIL ENGINEERING AND DESIGN ON-CALL SERVICES / AE56750000
THROUGH AE56750004

A. Small Business Participation

To date six (6) Task Orders (TO) have been awarded to five (5) primes on the Engineering
and Design On-Call Services task order contracts. Overall SBE and DVBE achievement in
meeting the SBE/DVBE commitments is based on the aggregate value of all task orders
awarded to each prime consultant. The current overall SBE and DVBE patrticipation

collectively, across all prime consultants is 20.53% SBE and 3.54% DVBE.

1. AECOM Technical Services —1 Task Order Awarded

Overall Small
Business
Commitment

25% SBE
3% DVBE

Overall Small
Business
Participation*

0.00% SBE
0.00% DVBE

*Task Order recently awarded; no payment information reported to-date

2. HDR Engineering — 1 Task Order Awarded

Overall Small
Business
Commitment

25% SBE
3% DVBE

Overall Small
Business
Participation

18.64% SBE
3.47% DVBE

3. Mott McDonald — 2 Task Orders Awarded

Overall Small
Business
Commitment

25% SBE
3% DVBE

Overall Small
Business
Participation

20.98% SBE
3.87% DVBE

4. Pacific Railway Enterprises, Inc. — 1 Task Order Awarded

Overall Small
Business
Commitment

50% SBE
3% DVBE

Overall Small
Business
Participation*

0.00% SBE
0.00% DVBE

*Task Order recently awarded; no payment information reported to-date

No. 1.0.10
Revised 01-29-15



5. RailPros Inc. -1 Task Order Awarded

Overall Small Overall Small
Business 25% SBE Business 42.74% SBE
Commitment 3% DVBE Participation 3.81% DVBE

B. Living Wage and Service Contract Worker Retention Policy Applicability

The Living Wage and Service Contract Worker Retention Policy is not applicable to
this modification.

C. Prevailing Wage Applicability

Prevailing Wage requirements are applicable to this project. DEOD will continue to
monitor contractors’ compliance with the State of California Department of Industrial
Relations (DIR), California Labor Code, and, if federally funded, the U S Department
of Labor (DOL) Davis Bacon and Related Acts (DBRA).

D. Project Labor Agreement/Construction Careers Policy

Project Labor Agreement/Construction Careers Policy is not applicable to this
Contract. Project Labor Agreement/Construction Careers Policy is applicable only to
construction contracts that have a construction contract value in excess of $2.5
million.

No. 1.0.10
Revised 01-29-15



ATTACHMENT C-2

DEOD SUMMARY

REGIONAL RAIL PROJECT MANAGEMENT ON-CALL SERVICES/AE5664300001,
AE564300102, AE5664300202, AND AE5664300302

A. Small Business Participation

To date three (3) Task Orders (TO) have been awarded to three (3) primes on the Regional
Rail Project Management On-Call Services task order contracts. However, one task order
awarded to AECOM was subsequently cancelled. Overall SBE and DVBE achievement in
meeting the SBE/DVBE commitments is based on the aggregate value of all task orders
awarded to each prime consultant. The current overall SBE and DVBE participation
collectively, across all prime consultants is 17.27% SBE and 0.00% DVBE.

1. AECOM Technical Services. — 1 Task Order Awarded

Overall Small
Business
Commitment

23% SBE
3% DVBE

Overall Small
Business
Participation*

0.00% SBE
0.00% DVBE

*Task Order was cancelled

2. Arcadis/Railpros, A Joint Venture — 1 Task Order Awarded

Overall Small
Business
Commitment

23% SBE
3% DVBE

Overall Small
Business
Participation*

0.00% SBE
0.00% DVBE

*Arcadis/Railpros indicated that the one task order awarded to date, it did not include scope for its SBE and
DVBE subcontractors. However, as future task orders are awarded that include scope for its SBE and DVBE
firms, the level of participation will increase.

3. Stantec Construction Services, Inc. — No Task Orders Awarded

Overall Small
Business
Commitment

23% SBE
3.40% DVBE

Overall Small
Business
Participation*

0.00% SBE
0.00% DVBE

*No task orders have been awarded to date.

WSP USA, Inc. —1 Task Order Awarded

Overall Small
Business
Commitment

23% SBE
3% DVBE

Overall Small
Business
Participation*

58.89% SBE
0.00% DVBE

*WSP has been awarded one task order to date and did not list any DVBE participation. WSP reported that the
level of DVBE participation will increase, as task orders are awarded that include the DVBE’s scope of work.

No. 1.0.10
Revised 01-29-15



B. Living Wage and Service Contract Worker Retention Policy Applicability

The Living Wage and Service Contract Worker Retention Policy is not applicable to
this modification.

C. Prevailing Wage Applicability

Prevailing Wage requirements are applicable to this project. DEOD will continue to
monitor contractors’ compliance with the State of California Department of Industrial
Relations (DIR), California Labor Code, and, if federally funded, the U S Department
of Labor (DOL) Davis Bacon and Related Acts (DBRA).

D. Project Labor Agreement/Construction Careers Policy

Project Labor Agreement/Construction Careers Policy is not applicable to this
Contract. Project Labor Agreement/Construction Careers Policy is applicable only to
construction contracts that have a construction contract value in excess of $2.5
million.

No. 1.0.10
Revised 01-29-15
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PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE
MAY 15, 2024
SUBJECT: DUARTE/CITY OF HOPE STATION JOINT DEVELOPMENT
ACTION: APPROVE RECOMMENDATION

RECOMMENDATION

AUTHORIZE the Chief Executive Officer to execute an 18-month Exclusive Negotiation Agreement
and Planning Document (ENA), with the option to extend for an additional two, 12-month periods,
with Jamboree Housing Corporation (Developer) for the development of Metro-owned property at the
Duarte/City of Hope A Line Station (Site), subject to resolution of all properly submitted protest(s), if
any.

ISSUE

In May 2023, Metro released a Request for Proposals (RFP) for the development of the Metro-owned
Duarte/City of Hope A Line Station Site (Site) adjacent to the Duarte/City of Hope A Line Station in
the City of Duarte (see Attachment A - Site Map). After a thorough evaluation, interview, and final
scoring process, staff recommends entering into an ENA with Jamboree Housing Corporation, the
highest-scoring firm.

BACKGROUND

In June 2019, Metro received a Phase 1 Unsolicited Proposal (UP) for the development of affordable
housing on the Site, and a Phase 2 Proposal in 2020. In October 2020, the proposal evaluation team
concluded the UP did not meet the Joint Development Unsolicited Proposals Policy criteria, which
states that proposals must be innovative and unique, and not be for a project that Metro could
advance through standard competitive methods. However, staff identified that the concept of
developing affordable housing at this location held merit and should be pursued through a formal
Request for Proposals.

Metro’s joint development process typically begins in collaboration with local jurisdictions to lead
community engagement to create Development Guidelines which accompany an RFP for a specific
development site. City staff advised Metro that the City had already conducted extensive community
visioning and comprehensive planning to prepare and adopt the Duarte Station Specific Plan in 2013
and update and amend the Specific Plan again in 2019. The City and Metro agreed that the Metro
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RFP would direct proposers to adhere to the community-informed Specific Plan for overall design
and development principles. The RFP required proposals for the 1.4-acre Site to advance the goals
outlined in the Specific Plan to create a vibrant, mixed-use transit-oriented project with affordable
residential units and local-serving commercial uses, coupled with a high-quality public realm for
neighbors and transit riders to enjoy.

A 2021 study commissioned by Metro and conducted by Bay Area Economics (BAE) examined
household income levels in the City of Duarte and more specifically, within a 15-minute walk of the
Site, and recommended maximizing the number of units for households at or below 80% of Area
Median Income (AMI). The BAE study found that of the 2,530 renter households living in the City,
approximately 1,735 households, or 69% of the total, had incomes that fall below 80% of AMI. There
are approximately 1,280 renter households living in the City of Duarte who pay more than 30% of
their income towards housing costs, with 595 households experiencing moderate cost burden and
the other 685 households experiencing severe cost burden. This represents approximately 51% of all
renter households that experience some form of housing cost burden.

With this understanding, and in consultation with the City of Duarte, Metro developed an RFP that
called for proposals to consist of 100% income-restricted housing serving a broad range of low-
income households, with units set aside for households earning no more than 80% of AMI. This
requirement also reflected the affordability goals in the City’s Housing Element and the City’s 2021-
2029 SCAG Regional Housing Needs Assessment. With older adults comprising about half of
Duarte’s low-income cost-burdened households, the RFP also highlighted opportunities for an inter-
generational housing component.

Community Outreach

Extensive community engagement informed the vision for the station area and the Site. In 2007 and
2008, the City of Duarte participated in a Caltrans Community-based Transportation Grant, which
resulted in a Transit-Oriented-Development (TOD) vision and guiding principles for future
development within the Station area. The process included significant public outreach culminating in
a joint City Council and Planning Commission workshop with over 150 residents in attendance, and a
summary presentation before the City Council in April 2008. In 2012, the City of Duarte was awarded
a Metro TOD Planning Grant which funded the review of certain parcels in proximity to the Station,
including the Site, via a Specific Plan. Through the Specific Plan, and a 2019 amendment, which
expanded the allowable residential buildout from 475 to 1,400 total units, the City gathered extensive
community input from surveys, workshops and public hearings that were conducted in both English
and Spanish. Both the 2013 Site Plan and the 2019 Specific Plan Amendment were formally
approved and adopted by the Duarte City Council. These efforts further shifted the City’s focus to
work with Metro to issue an RFP serving lower-income households.

Developer Selection

On May 9, 2023, the advertisement for the RFP document was circulated to over 1,110 recipients on
the California Department of Housing and Community Development’s Interested Developers and
related interested party’s lists; over 1800 recipients of the Metro Joint Development and Transit
Oriented Communities e-mail list; firms representing relevant disciplines in Metro’s vendor database;
and the City of Duarte’s development e-mail list.
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On May 23, 2023, Metro staff hosted a virtual preproposal conference, which attracted 37
participants representing real estate developers, architecture/design firms, service providers,
community-based organizations, general contractors and subcontractors, cultural/arts organizations,
and small businesses. An overview of the RFP was given, and questions were received and
answered.

After evaluating the four responses received, Metro invited the two highest-scoring developers to
participate in oral interviews to confirm detailed components of their respective proposals. A summary
of the developer selection process is provided in Attachment B - Procurement Summary.

DISCUSSION

Developer Proposal

The highest-scoring proposal was submitted by Jamboree Housing Corporation, a California-based
non-profit 501(c)(3) corporation. Headquartered in Irvine, California, the Developer has provided
affordable housing development services to local communities for over 33 years.

Jamboree promotes an ever-evolving mission which incorporates four main pillars that include the
delivery of quality affordable housing and services, leveraging of public and private resources,
transforming lives and changing communities. In a recent Metro Board action, the Developer was
approved for inclusion on the Joint Development 10K Bench and self-certified as a Community Based
Development Organization (CBDO). Jamboree Housing has an extensive portfolio of affordable
housing projects throughout Southern California with existing operations in other San Gabriel Valley
communities such as the cities of El Monte and Claremont.

In EI Monte, the Exchange at Gateway is a 132-unit affordable family apartment community that is
the first phase of the 14-acre El Monte Gateway, a transit-oriented urban community in downtown ElI
Monte that once served as the city’s Public Works yard.

The Claremont property is known as the 74-unit Courier Place, located on the former site of the
Claremont Courier newspaper, and adjacent to the Metrolink Station - San Bernardino Line. Built in
2011, Courier Place was the Developer’s first inter-generational community and one of only a few
affordable, inter-generational, multifamily housing developments in the State. The occupancy mix
between seniors and families was a policy goal of the City Council and local residents.

The Developer brings a vast base of knowledge and expertise in real estate development, project
finance, and operational management to this project. In addition to its portfolio of over 10,000 existing
residential units, within the last three years, the Developer has successfully managed approximately
$123 million of local resources in eight California counties and 26 local communities, representing
1,650 affordable homes. In doing so, the Developer has been able to leverage over $880 million in
additional funding commitments to successfully complete these projects. It is anticipated this
experience will help expedite the design, financing, and transformation of the Site into a high-quality
affordable housing community.

The Developer’s proposal includes the following program elements:
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A minimum of 100 residential units.

A One- Two- and Three-bedroom unit mix.

Target populations to include low-income families and seniors.

Design, financing, and operational programming tailored to an intergenerational community.

Income levels targeting households at 30% to 60% of Area Median Income (AMI).

100 stalls of replacement parking for Duarte/City of Hope Station A Line patrons.

Approximately 5,000 sq. ft. of ground floor commercial space that will activate Highland

Avenue, in keeping with the Duarte Specific Plan.

Dedicated community space of approximately 4,400 sq. ft.

e A negotiated ground lease payment to be determined upon completion of Project
programming, the successful receipt of entitlements, and confirmation of the then fair market
value (FMV) of the Site.

e The inclusion of parking stalls dedicated to residents, their guests, and commercial patrons in

compliance with Metro’s Joint Development Policy.

Please see Attachment C - Site Plan and Renderings for additional information on the proposed
Project.

In April 2023, the Metro Board adopted 27 strategies to accelerate the creation of 10,000 housing
units-5,000 of which are to be income-restricted-by 2031. This Project supports this goal by
designating 100% of all units as income-restricted with a unit mix that accommodates low-income
households below the 80% AMI threshold.

Adding to the public benefits, the Project will also create union employment opportunities in the
Building Trades and the Developer will be required to comply with Metro’s Project Labor Agreement
and Construction Careers Policy. As a self-certified CBDO, the Developer will proactively work to
secure commitments with Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE), Small Business Enterprise
(SBE), and Disabled Veteran Business Enterprise firms during the predevelopment and construction
phases. Notices highlighting specific opportunities to partner with the Developer will be
communicated on the Developer-led Project website and at all community update meetings. Metro
will track progress on the Developer’s local hiring and commitments with DBE, SBE/DVBE
throughout the ENA term. The actual number of jobs and related contracting opportunities created by
the Project will be summarized prior to it returning to the Metro Board for consideration of a Joint
Development Agreement which will occur upon the successful conclusion of the ENA process.

ENA Term

At the time of its release in May 2023, the RFP included an attached form of ENA and requested
respondents to confirm their acceptance of the ENA provisions or provide comments if modifications
were requested. Though the previous form of the ENA in the RFP precedes the recently considered
ENA Key Terms presented to the Board in March 2024, it is generally consistent with the template
ENA and other acceleration strategies adopted to meet the 10,000-unit goal.

The ENA will require the Developer to refine the Project, seek community feedback, obtain
environmental approvals and City of Duarte entitlements, and negotiate terms for a Joint
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Development Agreement and Ground Lease with Metro. In addition, the ENA term will provide the
opportunity for Metro to work with the Developer to explore the following opportunities identified by
the Proposal Evaluation Team (PET) and Metro staff:

e A unit mix and deal structure for an intergenerational development that caters to both seniors
and families and remains responsive to federal housing law.

e Details related to the structure, timing, and financial terms of the Developer’s final offer for the
long-term lease of Metro-owned land.

e In furtherance of the Specific Plan and Metro’s 10,000-unit goal, the creation of more housing
units than the 100 units that have been proposed.

e Shared parking and other opportunities to make onsite parking more efficient and leverage the
nearby A Line Station.

e Commitments to the participation of DBE, SBE, and DVBE firms throughout the
predevelopment and construction of the Project.

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT

Approval of this item will not have a direct impact on safety. The eventual implementation of this Joint
Development Project at the A Line Duarte/City of Hope Station will offer opportunities to improve
safety for transit riders and complement the City’s Highland Avenue Promenade Project. Ground floor
commercial activities proposed within the Project will provide additional “eyes on the street” to
enhance safety and provide a sense of community along this strategically important portion of the
Promenade just steps away from Metro’s station.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Funding for Joint Development staff time related to the ENA and the proposed Project is included in
the FY 2024 budget and the FY25 Proposed Budget in Cost Center 2210 (Joint Development). In
addition, the ENA will require a nonrefundable fee of $50,000 to cover non-Joint Development staff
time and third-party expenses during the negotiation.

Impact to Budget

Work under the ENA is included in the FY24 budget and the FY25 Proposed Budget in Cost Center
2210 (Joint Development) under Project 401300 (Joint Development 10K Homes). Staff and
consultant costs are included in the FY24 budget to negotiate the proposed transaction and review
design and other Project documents. The source of funds for this project is General Fund, which is
eligible for bus and rail operations and capital projects.

EQUITY PLATFORM

This action will allow the Developer to refine the Project with additional community input. If the
Project proceeds to construction after further Board action, benefits will accrue to the following:

e Approximately 1,735 of 2,530 or 68.6 percent of Duarte’s renter households are identified as
lower income. The affordability levels identified within the Project would benefit this cohort of
City residents as it targets those at and below the lower income threshold of 80% AMI.
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e The Project would help to relieve certain financial stresses of some of Duarte’s extremely low-
income households that face the highest levels of housing cost burden of all income
categories, with 62.2 percent experiencing severe cost burden. Note that severe cost burden
occurs when a household spends over 50 percent of its income on housing.

e Of the cost-burdened renter household types with lower incomes living in Duarte, elderly
renter households are the largest group making up 44.1 percent of all cost-burdened renter
households. This cohort of households would benefit from the Project given the Developer’s
interest in exploring an inter-generational mix of residents.

e The broader public (residents of the Project, locals with daily station interaction, and Metro rail
and bus customers) will experience an improved site, better access to and from public transit,
and greater neighborhood amenities through ground-floor commercial activation.

The Developer and City staff have expressed a strong commitment to actively engage and respond
to community stakeholder concerns in coordination with Metro. Developer led community
engagement under the ENA will involve different methods such as workshops, surveys, and pop-up
events. Engagement will be conducted in English, Spanish, and other languages as needed to reach
all interested stakeholders. Metro and the Developer are committed to incorporating community
priorities from past engagement efforts, such as identifying ground floor commercial opportunities
and finding programmatic linkages to the nearby high school for the arts focusing on equity,
partnering with local CBOs, and maintaining relationships with all stakeholders. These would include
the inclusion of in-person and virtual/recordable meetings to enhance accessibility and to provide
more evening and weekend opportunities to engage the public and other stakeholder groups.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

This recommendation supports the Strategic Plan Goal to “enhance communities and lives through
mobility and access to opportunity”, specifically Initiative 3.2, which states, “Metro will leverage its
transit investments to catalyze transit-oriented communities and help stabilize neighborhoods where
these investments are made.” The proposed Project will deliver several community benefits, including
transit-accessible, income-restricted housing, union construction jobs, and new
commercial/community space.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The Board could choose not to proceed with the recommended action and could direct staff to
continue clarification talks with the Developer prior to considering an ENA or prepare and release a
new solicitation for joint development of the Site. Staff does not recommend proceeding with these
alternatives because the recommended action will ensure the most transparent process with
community stakeholders and appropriately builds upon Metro’s partnership with the City of Duarte
and the significant community input and procurement process that has transpired thus far. A new
solicitation process would delay the development of the Site and construction of much-needed
affordable housing units. Further, other options could still be considered if the ENA process
discussion does not create a project proposal suitable to Metro.
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NEXT STEPS

Upon Board approval of the recommended action, the ENA will be executed, and Metro staff and the
Developer will commence preliminary negotiations in parallel with design review and community
engagement. Identifying an effective community engagement process within the first six months of
the ENA will be one of the conditions for proceeding with further negotiations. Metro will continue to
coordinate closely with the City of Duarte as it has done since the inception of the RFP process.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A - Site Map
Attachment B - Procurement Summary
Attachment C - Site Plan and Renderings

Prepared by: Jeffrey Ross, Principal Planner, Countywide Planning & Development, (213) 547-4200
Carey Jenkins, Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development, (213) 547-4356
Wells Lawson, Deputy Executive Officer, Transit Oriented Communities, (213) 547-4204
Nicholas Saponara, Executive Officer, Transit Oriented Communities, (213) 922-4313
Holly Rockwell, Senior Executive Officer, Countywide Planning & Development, (213)
547-4325
Carolina Coppolo, Deputy Chief Vendor/Contract Management Officer (Interim), (213)
922-4471

Reviewed by: Ray Sosa, Chief Planning Officer, (213) 547-4274

Chief Executive Officer
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ATTACHMENT B

PROCUREMENT SUMMARY

DUARTE/CITY OF HOPE STATION JOINT DEVELOPMENT/PS104506

=

RFP Number: PS104506

Recommended Vendor: Jamboree Housing Corporation

3. | Type of Procurement (check one): [ ]IFB [ RFP [] RFP-A&E
[ ] Non-Competitive [ ] Modification [ ] Task Order [X] Joint Development
4. Procurement Dates:

A.lssued: May 9, 2023

B. Advertised/Publicized: May 9, 2023

C. Pre-Proposal Conference: May 23, 2023

D. Proposals Due: August 3, 2023

E. Pre-Qualification Completed: N/A

F. Ethics Declaration Forms submitted to Ethics: August 4, 2023
G. Protest Period End Date: May 21, 2024

n

5. Solicitations Picked Bids/Proposals Received:
up/Downloaded:
70 4
6. Contract Administrator: Telephone Number:
Armine Menemshyan 213-922-4851
7. Project Manager: Telephone Number:
Carey Jenkins 213-547-4356

A. Procurement Background

This Board Action is to approve an Exclusive Negotiation Agreement and Planning
Document (ENA) for the development of Metro-owned property at the Duarte/City of
Hope A Line Station. Board approval of agreements are subject to resolution of any
properly submitted protest(s), if any.

The Request for Proposals (RFP) was issued in accordance with Metro’s Acquisition
Policy and will result in an ENA.

An amendment was issued during the solicitation phase of this RFP as follows:

¢ Amendment No. 1, issued on May 16, 2023, revised the Tabular Project
Summary under Section 6. Submission Requirements/C. Development
Program.

A total of 70 individuals downloaded the RFP and were included in the planholder’'s
list. A virtual pre-proposal meeting was held on May 23, 2023, and was attended by
37 participants representing 25 firms. There were 10 questions asked and
responses were released prior to the proposal due date.

No. 1.0.10
Revised 08/16/2023



Four proposals were received on August 3, 2023 from the following firms:

Cesar Chavez Foundation (CCF)
Jamboree Housing Corporation
JP1 Companies

Mercy Housing California

. Evaluation of Proposals

A Proposal Evaluation Team (PET) consisting of staff from Metro’s Joint
Development, Transit Oriented Communities, and Parking Management
departments, and the City of Duarte was convened and conducted a comprehensive
technical evaluation of the proposals received.

The proposals were evaluated based on the following evaluation criteria and
weights:

e Vision, Scope and Design 40 percent
e Development Team Experience and Financial Capacity 30 percent
e Financials 20 percent
e Implementation 10 percent

The evaluation criteria are appropriate and consistent with criteria developed for
other, similar Joint Development opportunity procurements. Several factors were
considered when developing these weights, giving the greatest importance to vision,
scope, and design.

During the period of August 9, 2023 to December 13, 2023, the PET independently
evaluated and scored the proposals.

Of the four proposals received, two were determined to be within the competitive
range and are listed below in alphabetical order:

1. Jamboree Housing Corporation
2. Mercy Housing California

Two firms were determined to be outside the competitive range and were excluded
from further consideration as their proposals did not adequately address the vision,
scope, and design requirements of the evaluation criteria.

On December 5, 2023, both firms within the competitive range were invited for
interviews to discuss their proposals and respond to questions from the PET. After
the interviews, the PET determined that Jamboree Housing Corporation was the
highest scored proposer to enter into an ENA.

No. 1.0.10
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Qualifications Summary of Firms within the Competitive Range:

Jamboree Housing Corporation

Jamboree Housing Corporation is a non-profit 501(c)3 corporation with 33 years of
affordable housing development, financing, resident services, and public private
partnership experience. Jamboree delivers quality affordable housing and services
that transform lives and strengthen communities.

Mercy Housing California (MHC)

Mercy Housing California is a non-profit corporation and is the largest nonprofit
owner of affordable housing in the United States. It was incorporated in 1988 as the
California affiliate of Mercy Housing, Inc. MHC has grown substantially, both through
its own affordable housing development and through mergers with other nonprofit
housing groups. The firm has development offices in San Francisco, Sacramento,
and Los Angeles. Between MHC’s three offices, Mercy Housing has developments
in 36 counties ranging from San Diego to Shasta.

The following table summarizes the final scores:

Weighted
Average Factor Average

1 Firm Score Weight Score Rank

2 | Jamboree Housing Corporation

3 | Vision, Scope and Design 79.50 40.00% 31.80
Development Team Experience

4 | and Financial Capacity 72.00 30.00% 21.60

5 | Financials 69.35 20.00% 13.86

6 | Implementation 80.70 10.00% 8.07

7 | Total 100.00% 75.33 1

8 | Mercy Housing California

9 | Vision, Scope and Design 66.00 40.00% 26.40
Development Team Experience

10 | and Financial Capacity 82.00 30.00% 24.60

11 | Financials 64.65 20.00% 12.93

12 | Implementation 76.70 10.00% 7.67

13 | Total 100.00% 71.60 2

No. 1.0.10
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C. Background on Recommended Contractor

The recommended firm, Jamboree Housing Corporation, located in Irvine, California,
is a non-profit 501(c)3 corporation with 33 years of affordable housing development,
financing, resident services, and public private partnership experience. Jamboree
delivers quality affordable housing and services that transform lives and strengthen
communities.

No. 1.0.10
Revised 08/16/2023
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Recommendation

AUTHORIZE the Chief Executive Officer to execute an 18-month
Exclusive Negotiations Agreement and Planning Document (ENA),
with the option to extend for an additional two, 12-month
periods, with Jamboree Housing Corporation (Developer) for the
development of Metro-owned property at the Duarte/City of
Hope A Line Station (Site), subject to resolution of all properly
submitted protest(s), if any.
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Duarte/City of Hope Station Project Overview

COMMERCIAL/
FASANA ROAD METRO PARKING

a7

Developer: Jamboree Housing Corp. o - ﬁ, o g ' g

5 STORIES

Project Size: 1.41 acres

Units:

> 100 total units (subject to increase)
> 99 affordable, 30-60% AMI
> 1 manager’s unit

vakre ALLE

i/E
=

SUBTERRAN EAN
RESIDENTIAL

 PARKING
| ENTRANCE

Commercial: 5,000 sq ft

Parking:
> Residential — subject to the Joint

Development Policy
> Commercial -

> Replacement - 100

Amenities:
> 4,400 sq. ft. Community Space

@ Metro e |

View from the corner of Highland Ave and Fasana Rd facing southwest



Outreach

A series of City-sponsored activities and events that have included:

2007 -

2008

2012

2019

D Metro

Award of a Caltrans Transportation Grant for community-focused site analysis
TOD Vision and Guiding Principles for future Station Area development

Series of City-sponsored public outreach events
Joint City Council and Planning Commission workshop and formal visioning

Metro award of a TOD Planning Grant allowing for initial review of specific
development opportunities in proximity to the Duarte Station
Duarte Station Specific Plan adopted by the City

Specific Plan amendment expanding the residential build-out of the Plan Area
City-sponsored outreach including extensive surveys, workshops, and public
hearings



Developer Selection Process

Key Elements of the RFP Process

> May 9, 2023, RFP was issued

> Over 1,100 notices to the HCD List of Interested Parties

> Approximately 1,800 notices to the Joint Development/TOC mailer
> May 23, 2023, avirtual bidder’s conference held with 40 attendees
> Series of extensive applicant review sessions and developer interviews

> January 16, 2024, Notice of Intent to Enter into an ENA issued

> Detailed description of the process can be found in the Procurement
Summary (Attachment B)

D Metro



Next Steps

Upon Board approval:

> Developer-led community outreach in coordination with the City
of Duarte

> Review program elements - affordable housing mix/number of
units, commercial uses, parking

> Refine project design and submit entitlements
> Analyze the pro forma to confirm financial feasibility

> Negotiate a term sheet for the Joint Development Agreement
and Ground Lease

D Metro
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File #: 2024-0232, File Type: Program Agenda Number: 9.

PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE
MAY 15, 2024

SUBJECT: MEASURE M MULTI-YEAR SUBREGIONAL PROGRAM UPDATE - SAN GABRIEL
VALLEY SUBREGION

ACTION: APPROVE RECOMMENDATIONS

RECOMMENDATION

CONSIDER:

A. APPROVING inter-program borrowing and programming of $5,543,000 from Measure M Multi-
Year Subregional Program (MSP) - Highway Demand Based Programs to Measure M MSP -
Highway Efficiency Program to support grade separation projects, as shown in Attachment A;

B. APPROVING programming of an additional $124,800 for Planning Activities for Measure M MSP,
as shown in Attachments B; and

C. AUTHORIZING the CEO or their designee to negotiate and execute all necessary agreements
and/or amendments for approved projects.

ISSUE

Measure M MSP funding is included in the Measure M Expenditure Plan. All MSP funds are limited
to capital projects. The annual update allows the San Gabriel Valley subregion and implementing
agencies to approve new eligible projects for funding and revise the project scope of work and
schedule for previously funded projects.

This update includes changes to projects that have received prior Board approval and funding
allocation for a new project. Funds are programmed through Fiscal Year (FY) 2027-28. The Board’s
approval is required to update the project lists (Attachments A and B), which serve as the basis for
Metro to enter into agreements and/or amendments with the respective implementing agencies.
There are no changes to the project lists in Attachments C, D, and E, but they are included in this
report as information.

BACKGROUND

In May 2019, the Metro Board of Directors approved the San Gabriel Valley subregion’s first MSP
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Five-Year Plan and programmed funds in 1) Active Transportation Program (expenditure line 54); 2)
Bus System Improvement Program (expenditure line 58); 3) First/Last Mile and Complete Streets
(expenditure line 59); and 4) Highway Efficiency Program (expenditure line 82). Since the first Plan
was approved, staff updated the Metro Board in May 2021, May 2022, and May 2023.

Based on the amount provided in the Measure M Expenditure Plan, a total of $107 million was
forecasted for programming for Fiscal Years (FY) 2017-18 to FY 2027-28. In prior actions, the Board
approved programming of $78.1 million. Therefore, $28.9 million is available to the subregion for
programming as part of this update.

DISCUSSION

Metro staff worked closely with the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments (SGVCOG) and the
implementing agencies on project eligibility reviews of the proposed scope of work change and
schedule changes in projects for this annual update. The jurisdictional requests are proposed by the
cities and approved/forwarded by the subregion. In line with the Metro Board adopted guidelines and
June 2022 Obijectives for Multimodal Highways Investments, cities provide documentation
demonstrating community support, project need, and multimodal transportation benefits that enhance
safety, support traffic mobility, economic vitality, and enable a safer and well-maintained
transportation system. Cities lead and prioritize all proposed transportation improvements, including
procurement, the environmental process, outreach, final design, and construction. Each city and/or
agency, independently and in coordination with the subregion, undertakes their jurisdictionally
determined community engagement process specific to the type of transportation improvement they
seek to develop. These locally determined and prioritized projects represent the needs of cities.

During staff review, Metro required a detailed project scope of work to confirm eligibility and establish
the program nexus, i.e., project location and limits, length, elements, phase(s), total expenses and
funding request, schedule, etc. This level of detail will ensure the timeliness of the execution of the
project Funding Agreements once the Metro Board approves the projects. For proposed projects that
will have programming of funds in FY 2025-26 and beyond, Metro accepted high-level (but focused
and relevant) project scopes of work during the review process. Metro staff will work on the details
with the SGVCOG and the implementing agencies through a future annual update process. Those
projects will receive conditional approval as part of this approval process. However, final approval of
funds for those projects shall be contingent upon the implementing agency demonstrating the
eligibility of each project, as required in the Measure M Master Guidelines.

This update includes the funding adjustments for two previously approved projects and the
programming of one new project.

Highway Efficiency Program (expenditure line 82)

The Subregion’s Highway Efficiency Program funds are not available until FY 2047-48, per the
Measure M Expenditure Plan. This update includes the programming of one existing and one new
priority project by inter-program borrowing $5,543,000 from the Highway Demand Based Program:

SGVCOG
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e Program additional $2,543,000 in FY 28 for MM5505.02 - ACE Montebello Corridor Grade
Separation Project. The funds will be used to complete the Project’s Plans Specification and
Estimates (PS&E), Right-of-Way (ROW), and construction phases.

e Program $3,000,000 in FY 28 for MM5505.04 - ACE Turnbull Canyon Road Grade Separation
Project. The funds will be used to complete the Project's ROW and construction phases.

Active Transportation Program (expenditure line 54)

This update includes funding adjustments to one existing project as follows:

SGVCOG

e Program an additional $124,800 in FYs 25 and 26 for MM4701.01 - Planning Activities for
Subregion’s Measure M Multi-Year Subregional Programs.

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT

Programming of Measure M MSP funds to the San Gabriel Valley subregion projects will not have
any adverse safety impacts on Metro’s employees or patrons.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

In FY 2023-24, $12.9 million is budgeted in Cost Center 0441 (Subsidies to Others) for the Active
Transportation Program (Project #474401), $5.71 million is budgeted in Cost Center 0441 (Subsidies
to Others) for the Transit Program (Project #474102) and $3 million is budgeted in Cost Center 0442
(Highway Subsidies) for the Highway Efficiency Program (Project #475503). Upon approval of this
action, staff will reallocate necessary funds to appropriate projects within Cost Center 0441. Since
these are multi-year projects, Cost Centers 0441 will be responsible for budgeting the cost in future
years.

Impact to Budget

The source of funds for these projects are Measure M Highway Construction 17% and Measure M
Transit Construction 35%. These fund sources are not eligible for Metro bus and rail operating and
capital expenditures.

EQUITY PLATFORM

The San Gabriel Valley subregion consists of 31 cities and unincorporated communities in Los
Angeles County. Equity Focus Communities (EFCs) within the subregion are concentrated in
Pasadena, Azusa (both along I-210), Alhambra, San Gabriel, Rosemead, El Monte, South EI Monte,
Baldwin Park, Covina, Pomona (along I-10), Monterey Park, Montebello, and Industry (along SR-60).
Eleven percent of census tracts are defined as EFCs in the subregion.
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The inter-program borrowing will not have any equity impacts. This is an available tool that allows a
subregion to borrow from one MSP fund amount to accelerate priority projects in another MSP fund
of a different type that may not be available until a later year.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

The recommendation supports the following goals of the Metro Vision 2028 Strategic Plan:

Goal 1: Provide high-quality mobility options that enable people to spend less time traveling by
alleviating the current operational deficiencies and improving mobility along the projects.

Goal 4: Transform LA County through regional collaboration by partnering with the Council of
Governments and the local jurisdictions to identify the needed improvements and take the lead in the
development and implementation of their projects.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The Board could elect not to approve the additional programming of funds for the Measure M MSP
projects for the San Gabriel Valley subregion. This is not recommended as the San Gabriel Valley
Subregion developed the proposed projects in accordance with the Measure M Ordinance,
Guidelines, and Administrative Procedures.

NEXT STEPS

Metro staff will continue to work with the subregion to identify and deliver projects. Funding
Agreements will be executed with those who have funds programmed in FY 2023-24.
Program/Project updates will be provided to the Board annually.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A - Highway Efficiency Program Project List

Attachment B - Active Transportation Program Project List

Attachment C - First/Last Mile and Complete Streets Program Project List
Attachment D - Bus System Improvement Program Project List
Attachment E - Highway Demand Based Program Project List

Prepared by: Fanny Pan, Executive Officer, Countywide Planning & Development, (213) 418-3433

Laurie Lombardi, Senior Executive Officer, Countywide Planning & Development, (213)
418-3251

Reviewed by: Ray Sosa, Chief Planning Officer, (213) 547-4274
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ATTACHMENT A

San Gabriel Subregion
Measure M Multi-Year Subregional Plan - Highway Efficiency Program (expenditure line 82)

Agency  |Project ID No. Project/Location Funding Phases| Note | ProrAlloc |Alloc change|current Alloc P”g:o;ea' FY 2023-24 | FY 2024-25 | FY 2025-26 | FY 2026-27 | FY 2027-28
SGVCOG State Route 60 and Lemon
1|(ACE) MM5505.01 Avenue Construction complete|| $ 5,273,500 $ 5,273,500 || $5,273,500
PS&E
SGVCOG ACE - Montebello Corridor ROW
2|(ACE) MM5505.02 Grade Separation Project Construction chg $ 14,082,000 2,543,000 | $ 16,625,000 7,553,000 3,029,000 3,500,000 2,543,000
ACE - Pomona At-Grade
Pedestrian Crossing Safety PS&E
SGVCOG Improvement Project and ROW
3|(ACE) MM5505.03 Others Construction $ 10,683,000 $ 10,683,000 5,669,000 5,014,000
SGVCOG ACE -Turnbull Canyon Road [ROW
4|(ACE) MM5505.04 |Grade Separation Project Construction new 3,000,000 | $ 3,000,000 3,000,000
Total Programming Amount $30,038,500 | $ 5,543,000 | $35,581,500 | $5,273,500 | $7,553,000 | $5,669,000 | $8,043,000 | $3,500,000 | $5,543,000




ATTACHMENT B

San Gabriel Subregion
Measure M Multi-Year Subregional Plan - Active Transportation Program (Expenditure Line 54)

Agency |Project ID No. Project/Location Funding Phases |Note| Pror Alloc Cﬁ‘!ﬁ;e Current Alloc P”gio\;ear FY 2023-24 | FY 2024-25 | FY 2025-26 | FY 2026-27 | FY 2027-28
1|Alhambra |MM4701.02 Lit Crosswalk Control Devices [Construction $ 636,800 $ 636,800||$ 636,800
El Monte Fern and Elliot Class [PS&E
2|El Monte MM4701.03 (3) Bike Boulevard Project Construction 582,075 582,075 582,075
City of Industry East-West PS&E
3|Industry MM4701.04  [Bikeway Project Construction 1,492,500 1,492,500 1,150,000 342,500
4|LA County [MM4701.05 Huntington Drive Bike Lanes [Construction 4,278,500 4,278,500 4,278,500
Monrovia Active Community PS&E
5|Monrovia  |MM4701.06 Travel Vinculum Construction 3,880,000 3,880,000 388,000 3,492,000
San Jose Creek Multi-Use
6|Pomona MM4701.07 Bikeway PS&E 1,428,876 1,428,876 1,428,876
Mission Drive: Pedestrian PS&E
7|Rosemead |MM4701.08 Hybrid Beacon System Construction 388,050 388,050 246,830 141,220
Temple City PS&E
& LA ROW
8|County MM4701.09 Eaton Canyon Wash Bike Trail [Construction 1,990,000 1,990,000 100,000 100,000 200,000 1,590,000
Planning Activities for Measure
M Multi-Year Subregional
9|SGVCOG |MM4701.01 Programs * Planning chg 188,136 124,800 312,936 188,136 60,000 64,800
East San Gabriel Valley
Sustainable Multimodal PAED
Improvements Project - Phase |PS&E
10/{SGVCOG [MM4701.10 | Construction 6,452,974 6,452,974 550,000 820,000 4,000,000 1,082,974
Total Programming Amount $21,317,911 | $ 124,800 | $21,442,711 | $9,161,217 | $ 1,791,720 | $ 7,752,000 | $ 2,737,774 | $ - $ -

~ Subregion Planning Activities (0.5%) for Measure M Multi-Year Subregional Program.



ATTACHMENT C

San Gabriel Subregion
Measure M Multi-Year Subregional Plan - First/Last Mile and Complete Streets (expenditure line 59)

Agency |Project ID No. Project/Location Funding Phases [Note] pror alloc | A!10¢ Current | Prior Year | o005 03 | Fy 2023-24 | Fy 2024-25] Fy 2025-26 | FY 2026-27
Change Alloc Prog
Arcadia Gold Line Station PS&E
1|Arcadia MM4703.01 Pedestrian Access Corridors  |Construction $ 1,741,250 $ 1,741,250 || $ 620,000 | $1,121,250
Baldwin Baldwin Park Transit Center PS&E
2|Park MM4703.02 First-Last Mile Project Construction 652,975 652,975 652,975
College Avenue Pedestrian PS&E
3|Claremont |MM4703.03 and Bike Improvements Construction 686,945 686,945 686,945
Citrus Avenue Complete PS&E
4|Covina MM4703.04 Streets Enhancments Construction 1,741,250 1,741,250 || 1,741,250
Diamond Diamond Bar Blvd. Complete |PS&E
5|Bar MM4703.05 Streets Project * Construction 2,985,000 2,985,000 2,985,000
Pedestrian Access and
Bicyclist Safety Improvements,
6|Duarte MM4703.06 Phase Il Construction 1,620,855 1,620,855 648,342 972,513
Gold Line Transit Oriented
SGVCOG Development Pedestrian
7|(La Verne) |MM4703.07 Bridge PS&E 895,500 895,500 895,500
East San Gabriel Valley
Sustainable Multimodal PS&E
8|SGVCOG |MM4701.10 Improvements Project - Phase I{Construction 8,395,000 8,395,000 400,000 4,804,714 | 3,190,286
San Dimas Ave. Pedestrian
and Bikeway Improvement
Project from Gold Line Station |PS&E
9|San Dimas |MM4703.08 to Avenida Loma Vista * Construction 895,500 895,500 895,500
Environmental
South El Santa Anita Avenue Walkability| PS&E
10|Monte MM4703.09 Project Construction 5,671,500 5,671,500 9,048 160,000 343,336 | 3,458,653 | 1,700,463
Total Programming Amount $25,285,775 | $ - $25,285,775 | $5,254,060 | $2,653,763 | $ 9,028,550 | $6,648,939 | $1,700,463 | $ -

* Conditional programming approval as only high level scope of work was developed and reviewed. Future annual update process will reconfirm the programming.



San Gabriel Subregion

Measure M Multi-Year Subregional Plan - Bus System Improvement Program (Expenditure Line 58)

ATTACHMENT D

Agency |Project ID No. Project/Location Funding Phases |Note|pror alloc| A0S | Current | PriorYear] oy, o5 o3ley 2023-24|Fy 2024-25|FY 2025-26|FY 2026-27
Change Alloc Prog
PS&E
Equipment
Foothill Colorado Boulevard Corridor  [Puchase/Lease
1| Transit MM4702.01 Signal Priority Upgrade Project |Construction $286,316 $286,316 || $ 286,316
PS&E
Equipment
Foothill Amar Boulevard Corridor Puchase/Lease
2| Transit MM4702.02 Improvement Project Construction 211,158 $211,158 82,352 128,806
East San Gabriel Valley
Sustainable Multimodal PS&E
3|SGVCOG [(MM4702.03 Improvements Project - Phase ||Construction 150,000 $150,000 50,000 100,000
Total Programming Amount $647,474 | $ - $647,474 | $ 286,316 | $ 132,352 | $ 228,806 | $ - - $ -




San Gabriel Subregion
Measure M Multi-Year Subregional Plan - Highway Demand Based Program (expenditure line 60)

ATTACHMENT E

Agency  |Project ID No. Project/Location Funding Phases | Note| pror Alloc | _A10C Current | Prior Year | oy 5020-23| Fy 2023-24 | Fy 2024-25 | FY 2025-26 | FY 2026-27
Change Alloc Prog
Diamond Bar Boulevard SR-
60 Eastbound On-ramp
1|SGVCOG MM5501.01 Improvement Project Construction 1,000,000 1,000,000 $1,000,000
Total Programming Amount $1,000,000 | $ - $1,000,000 | $ - $ - $1,000,000 | $ - $ - $ -
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San Gabriel Subregion

Los Angeles County Transportation Expenditure Plan ATTACHMENT A
(2015 §in thousands) Groundbreaking Sequence

 Five Multi-Subregional Programs (Exceptons Notch

——
( M S P) Schedule of Funds | | 2016-2067 : 1 i o
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, | - | 0!
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= g o @ | Funding ; ;20158 g
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23 [Visionary Project Seed Funding Fy 2018 ¢ FY 2057 isci 30 $20.000 ¢ 520,000 ¢
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51 [Transportation System and Mobility Improve. Program i P Fr2o1a | Frzo3z  |sbi $0§ $293,500% 5293500}
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& [Transit Program 1D FY2018 | FY2057 §500000;  SB3,000, 588,000
&5 [Transit Projects P OFY2018 | FY 2057 $0f  $257,100¢  $257,100
55 Transportation System and Mobility Improve. Program f f FY2018 ¢ FY 2057 30§ $350,000 ¢ $350,000 §

Fr2019 | Fr2023 $0f  $180,000f $180,000 §
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— Highway Efficiency
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= |zoods Movement Projects i ¢ FY2048 ; FY2057 50 ¢ $81,700;  $81,700;
. . . . 31 JHighway Efficiency Program FY 2048 FY 2057 50 $128,870 $128,870
= [Highway Efficiency Program Pof Fyopds ! Fy 2057 $0 ss534000!  $534000
[J Ll I r | | ted to Ca p |ta | p rOJ ect S = JHighway Efficiency, Noise Mitig. and Arterial Projects i@ Froms | Fr2057 sof  seo2a00f 602,800 %
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May 2024 Update

« Now until Fiscal Year (FY) 2027-28, $28.9 million is available to the
Subregion for programming.

« Active Transportation, Transit, Tech Program

— Program an additional $124,800 to existing Planning Activities
project led by the Subregion’s Council of Governments (COQG)

« Highway Efficiency Program

— Program an additional $2.5 million to an existing ACE grade
separation project led by the Subregion’s COG

— Program $3 million to one new ACE grade separation project led by
the Subregion’s COG



* Execute Funding Agreements with the local jurisdictions and the COG to
Initiate projects.

* Continue working with the Subregion to identify and deliver projects.

* Return to the Board annually for Program/Project updates.
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PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE
MAY 15, 2024

SUBJECT: HIGH DESERT CORRIDOR FY25 WORK PROGRAM
ACTION: APPROVE RECOMMENDATIONS

RECOMMENDATIONS

CONSIDER:

A. APPROVING $4,374,000 in Measure M High Desert Multipurpose Corridor (HDMC) funds
identified in the Expenditure Plan for Right-Of-Way acquisition to be repurposed to the High
Desert Corridor (HDC) Joint Powers Agency (JPA) for the Fiscal Year (FY) 2025 work program;

B. APPROVING $2,200,000 in Measure M High Desert Multipurpose Corridor (HDMC) funds
identified in the Expenditure Plan for Right-Of-Way acquisition to be repurposed to complete the
HDMC High Speed Rail (HSR) Service Development Plan (SDP); and

C. AUTHORIZING the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) to negotiate and execute all necessary
funding agreements with the HDC JPA.

ISSUE

The HDC JPA has requested that Metro provide funding for the FY 25 HDC JPA work program, which
includes mobilization costs leading toward a 30% design of the HDMC (Attachment A).

BACKGROUND

The HDMC, a Measure M Expenditure Plan project, comprises an HSR component , which will
implement a new 54-mile east-west rail alignment between the future Palmdale Multimodal HSR
Station and the Brightline West Station in Victor Valley in San Bernardino County. The HDMC HSR
Project (Project) will link the Metrolink Antelope Valley Line (AVL) with two future HSR lines -
California HSR and Brightline West (Attachment B). Brightline West is a new privately funded HSR
service that will connect Las Vegas with Victor Valley and Rancho Cucamonga.

The Project also supports the State’s ambitious greenhouse gas reduction efforts and provides
economic development and mobility benefits for a region that includes many historically underserved,
low-income, and disadvantaged communities.
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In 2016, the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) completed the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review of the Project. The Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA)
included the construction of a four-lane freeway and HSR service between Palmdale and Victorville.
In December 2020, Caltrans informed FHWA that the “no build” option was selected for the
freeway/tollway element of the HDMC.

In April 2021, the HDC JPA requested that the Project move forward with the Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA) as the lead agency for the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) review.
In February 2023, the FRA began the final review of the NEPA process. The HDC JPA continues to
work with FRA to complete the NEPA environmental clearance, Section 106 analysis and obtain an
FRA ROD for the Project in FY25. See Attachment C for recent Metro Board actions in support of the
HDC.

DISCUSSION

On April 11, 2024, the HDC JPA Board approved the proposed FY25 budget and work program,
subject to Metro Board approval. The FY 25 work program consists primarily of completing the NEPA
process, managing the HDC JPA, and obtaining project management and financial advisory services
as the HDC JPA mobilizes towards 30% design (Attachment D). It should be noted that the HDC JPA
proposed work program for FY 25 is $6,174,000. However, the HDC JPA has $1,800,000 in carryover
cash on hand, which reduces the request for new funding from Metro from $6,174,000 to $4,374,000.
See the table below.

HDC JPA Work Program

FY 25 Proposed $ 6,174,000
Less $1,800,000 reserve/cash on hand ($ 1,800,000)
Measure M Funds Requested for HDC FY25 Work Program $4,374,000

Service Development Plan (SDP) Update

The Draft SDP is a planning-level document that provides Metro and project stakeholders with the
information needed to assess the utility of establishing HSR service along the HDMC, the costs of
implementation, and the next steps to advance the Project. The Draft SDP work began in 2020 and
was submitted to FRA in January 2023. Since January 2023, the SDP has been on hold due to new
FRA requirements stating that the Project must be included in its Corridor ID Program before their
review.

Metro will continue as lead on the SDP to be submitted to FRA for final consideration in FY25. The
current January 2023 SDP requires additional operations modeling and analysis, an expanded level
of effort to cover the revised FRA framework, design changes for the environmental document
development, ridership forecasting, and revenue evaluation analysis. This $2,200,000 budget amount
requested for FY 25 will be partially reimbursed with $500,000 in HDC JPA FRA Corridor
Identification Grant funds awarded in December 2023. It should be noted that $200,000 of the
$2,200,000 budget is required for Metro labor to lead the completion of the SDP in coordination with
the HDC JPA, FRA, and other project partners.
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Grants Funding Strategy and Transition to 30% Design

The HDC JPA has successfully received grant funds to advance the Project. In April 2023, CalSTA
announced the award of $8,000,000 to the HDC JPA for the Project. This was matched with
$8,000,000 previously committed by the Metro Board as a local match in January 2023. In December
2023 the HDC JPA received a $500,000 FRA Corridor ID Program grant for SDP development efforts,
which was also matched with $500,000 from the Metro Board in January 2023, bringing the total
Project grant funding to $17,000,000. This funding allows for the HDC JPA to enter step 1 of the FRA
Corridor ID Program to develop a scope, schedule, and cost estimate for preparing, completing, or
documenting an SDP and do advanced engineering for the Project.

The HDC JPA intends to leverage the $17,000,000 provided so far to the Project as a match towards
future grant requests, such as the Federal-State Partnership for Intercity Passenger Rail Grant
Program, to provide additional funding to advance the Project to 30% design.

With the completion of the NEPA process anticipated to occur in 2025, the HDC JPA has been
mobilizing to advance the design of the Project. In April 2024, the HDC JPA Board awarded a
contract to hire a financial services consultant. In October 2024, the HDC JPA is anticipated to award
a contract for Program Management services as it prepares to release bid documents to advance the
30% design. Advancing to 30% design for the 54-mile Project is estimated to cost $70M.

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT

The Project's advancement will be done per all applicable FRA, CPUC, CHSRA, Brightline, and
SCRRA design and engineering standards, which will maximize Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
and safety benefits to the public.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

The Measure M Expenditure Plan includes $170 million for the Project for right-of-way (ROW)
acquisition or other project uses. Recommendation A will program and repurpose the funds from
ROW acquisition to 30% design. Recommendation B will program and repurpose the funds from the
ROW acquisition to completion of the SDP and increase the SDP LOP to $7.7 million. Currently,
there is approximately $153 million available, which is eligible to be used by the HDC JPA to fund the
FY 25 work program, complete the Final SDP, and mobilize towards 30% design.

Measure M Funding Plan for HSR Project ROW Acquisition $ 170.0M
- Service Development Plan (Metro Board 8/20) ($ 5.0M)
- HDC JPA FY23 Work Program (Metro Board 4/22) $ 1.7M)
- Match to TIRCP/FRA Grant Requests (Metro Board 1/23) ($ 8.5M)
- FY24 Work Program Request (Metro Board 5/23) ($ 1.9M)
Subtotal: $ 152.9M
- FY25 Work Program/Recommendation A (Metro Board 5/24) ($ 4.4M)
- Complete Final SDP/Recommendation B (Metro Board 5/24) ($ 2.2Mm)
Projected Measure M Balance for HDC $ 146.3M
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Impact to Budget

$6,600,000 has been included in the FY25 Proposed Metro Budget for the HDC JPA FY25 work
program and to complete the Final SDP under project number 475499. This is in addition to the
$8,500,000 approved by the Metro Board in January 2023 (#2022-0847) as a match for the TIRCP
and FRA Corridor ID Program grant applications. It will be the responsibility of the Chief Planning
Officer to program funds for the HDC JPA for this multi-year program in the future. Annual funding
agreements between Metro and the HDC JPA will be audited and reconciled each year, subject to
Measure M requirements.

EQUITY PLATFORM

The Project will improve mobility for residents in North Los Angeles County by providing a high
quality, environmentally friendly, safe, and efficient transportation option to the communities to access
jobs, health care, education, other services, and economic opportunities offered at major urban and
employment centers in Los Angeles and Las Vegas. As part of the environmental review process, the
HDC JPA has engaged in frequent dialogue with key governmental stakeholders, plus consultation
with local native tribal governance councils.

The entire Project area falls within the low-income communities and households as defined by AB
1550. A significant portion also falls within the disadvantaged and low-income communities, as
defined by SB 535. The Project also traverses through Metro's Equity Focus Communities in the
Antelope Valley, including the cities of Palmdale, Lancaster, and unincorporated Los Angeles County.
In addition, residents within the Project area are predominantly from Black, Indigenous, and Other
People of Color (BIPOC) populations, between 61% and 77%, with the highest percentage of BIPOC
populations in the City of Palmdale. Many of the minority populations include people with limited
English proficiency.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

Recommendations A and B support the Metro Vision 2028 Strategic Plan goals 1, 4, and 5 as follows:

e Goal 1.2: Invest in a world-class transit system that is reliable, convenient, and attractive to more
users for more trips;

o Goal 4.1 Work with partners to build trust and make decisions that support the goals of
the Vision 2028 Plan;
o Goal 5.2 Exercise good public policy judgment and sound fiscal stewardship.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

An alternative is that the Board does not approve Recommendations A or B. This is not advised since
completion of the Final SDP will enable the Project to participate in the Federal Corridor ID grant
program. Additionally, the HDC JPA has received $17,000,000 in grant and Metro Board-approved
funding to advance the Project, indicating strong support from State and Federal partners that the
Project has merit and provides value to the Southern California rail network.

NEXT STEPS
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Subject to the Board's approval of the recommendations, Metro will execute a funding agreement
with the HDC JPA to implement the FY25 work program. Metro will continue coordination meetings
with the FRA and the HDC JPA to complete the Final SDP. The HDC JPA will continue efforts toward
environmental clearance, with a ROD expected in 2025. Once the ROD is received, HDC JPA
anticipates applying for a grant for 30% design in the next cycle of FRA Federal/State Partnership
grant funding.

Concurrently, the HDC JPA is in the process of hiring program management, financial advisory
services, and additional contract staff in anticipation of the release of a Request for Proposals (RFP)
for advanced design to draw down the TIRCP grant plus Metro local match ($8 million + $8 million =
$16 million), expected to occur in FY25. Staff will return to the Board with periodic updates as
needed.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A - HDC JPA Funding Request
Attachment B - HDC Corridor Map

Attachment C - Metro Board Actions in Support of HDC
Attachment D - HDC JPA FY 25 Work Program

Prepared by: Jay Fuhrman, Senior Manager, Transportation Planning,
(213) 547-4381
Brian Balderrama, Deputy Executive Officer, Project Management
(213) 418-3177
Michael Cano, Executive Officer, Countywide Planning and Development (213)
418-3010
Avital Barnea, Senior Executive Officer, Multimodal Integrated Planning (213)
547-4317

Reviewed by: Ray Sosa, Chief Planning Officer, (213) 547-4274

Chief Executive Officer

Metro Page 5 of 5 Printed on 5/28/2024

powered by Legistar™


http://www.legistar.com/

Attachment A
I JOINT POWERS AGENCY

March 13, 2024

To: Mr. Ray Sosa, Metro Chief Planning Officer

From: Arthur Sohikian, HDC JPA Executive Director

RE: HDCJPA requests May 2024 Metro Board consideration and approval of the HDC JPA FY2024-25
Work Program for the High Speed Rail Project identified in the Measure M Expenditure Plan.

2023 HDC JPA Highlights

e High Speed Rail Project National Environmental Policy Act completion is estimated to be
late-2024/early 2025, including Record of Decision.
Jan 2023, Metro Board allocates $8.5M Measure M match for HDC JPA grant requests.
Dec 2023, HDC JPA receives California TIRCP S8M allocation.
Dec 2023, HDC JPA receives $500,000 FRA Corridor Identification Program Grant.
HDC JPA will consider adopting the Fiscal Year 2025 (FY25) Budget at their April 11, 2024
Board of Directors meeting.

HDC JPA FY2024-2025 Work Program

The HDC JPA is pleased to report the coming fiscal year is the year of establishing the organizational
structure of the agency by setting up the financial advising, program management, right-of-way planning,
and procurement functions that are necessary for conducting the upcoming phases of engineering and
design and right-of way acquisition.

Consequently, as the High Speed Rail Project progresses beyond the environmental phase into preliminary
engineering/designand right of way planningin FY25, the HDCJPA requires additional staffingand contractors
to support theincreasing complexity, expertise, and level of effort this project requires. To conduct this work
effort, the HDCJPA FY25 Proposed Budget of $6,174,000 (AttachmentA) seeks to establish the organizational
managementstructure for this purpose. As noted in Attachment, after accounting for the $1,800,000 cash
reserves on hand, the amount that the HDC JPA will need from the Measure M Funds is $4,374,000. A
summary of the activities that would be conducted with this funding is highlighted below.

Complete NEPA environmental clearance and Obtain Record of Decision
The HDC JPA continues working with the FRA staff to complete the NEPA environmental clearance, Section
106 analysis as well as obtain a FRA Record of Decision for the High Speed Rail Project in FY25.

Metro Regional Rail Program Staff Assistance

The HDCJPA values its partnership with Metro in developing and implementing the high-speed rail project.
Metro’s Regional Rail staff has been critical to the success of project development activities to date. As the
project progresses, the HDCJPA will continue to rely on Metro’s expertise. Therefore, the HDCJPAisincluding
a budget line item to fund the Metro staff support that will be provided on this project. For FY25, this will
consist of assisting with development of the statement of work for the preliminary engineering, proposal
evaluations, and other tasks.

HIGHDESERTCORRIDOR.ORG
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HDC JPA Agency Management

To effectively set up the agency’s organizational structure and manage the expanded work program for
FY25, it is incumbent and justified to have the appropriate staffing to assist executive management with
the additional responsibilities that will be required. This is the reason the HDC JPA will be onboarding
staff to provide the technical expertise to effectively carry out the expanded duties as it pertains to
project management, engineering, design, and right-of-way planning.

Update High Desert Corridor Service Development Plan (SDP)

Metro will continue as lead on the HDC Service Development Plan (SDP) to be submitted to FRA for final
considerationin FY2025. The current January 2023 SDP requiresadditional analysisand cost updates due to
the alignment, structural, and operational changes made to the Project since Jan 2023. This

budgeted amount will be reimbursed to the HDC JPA through the Federal Railroad Administration
Corridor Identification Grant funds awarded in December 2023.

Selection of Financial Advisory Firm

The HDCJPA Board of Directors will consider authorizingthe selection of a financialadvisory (FA) firm at their
April 11,2024 Board meeting. Once the FA firm isonboarded, it will support HDC JPA executive management
to conduct the ongoing financial planningand analysis, grants management, assess project delivery options,
and organizational management analysis to support project development into the preliminary engineering
and design phase (30% level of design).

Program Management Support and Construction Management Support Services (PMC)

Depending on the pace of environmental approval, the HDC JPA will seek to authorize the selection of the
Program Management Support and Construction Management Support Services (PMC) contractor at either
the October 10,2024 orthe January 9, 2025 Board of Directors meeting. The PMC firm will support HDC JPA
executive management with overseeing the work related to the phases of Engineering and Design,
Construction, Transition to Operational Control, and Closeout. This work includes development of
statements of work, procurement administration, grant compliance, third party management including
utility relocation, right-of-way acquisition/relocation plans and implementation and other related.

ForFY25,the PMC contractor is expected to perform work at a level of effort that will be commensurate with
transitioning from the environmental phase into the Preliminary Engineering phase of the project. This
consists of developing the Preliminary Engineering and Design (PE) statement of work for the Request for
Proposal and preparinga right-of-way acquisitionand relocation plan. The budgeted amount of $1.035 million
is estimated for a six to seven-month work period during FY 25. The estimate is based on a previous look
ahead that will be revised to reflect the updated Service Development Plan assumptions and costs.

The HDC JPA appreciates the continued partnership with Metro to advance the HDC JPA High Speed
Rail Project with your guidance and the Metro Board consideration of the HDC JPA FY25 Work
Program. Sincerely,

//
A{I‘/ o ikian

Executlve Director



ATTACHMENT B

'¢
-
L)
‘0
*
.0

-

LAS VEGAS
Proposed California

High-Speed Rail (CAHSR) m
-

: .
k2
'o. BAKERSFIELD
L]
*O.,,.
~
........ @
:
6 . @
:

% PALMDALE

® 1 1| | | 1@, HighDesertCorridor
.0
Metrolink Antelope

.0
»
Valley Line E @
BURBANK

LOS ANGELES Y """ ""***suaa,

APPLE VALLEY

() RANCHO CUCAMONGA N
“
UNION STATION s, : (10, A
> .
O %
LONG BEACH ANAHEIM ‘.’. RIVERSIDE QO Proposed HSR Station
K3
3




ATTACHMENT C
Metro Board Actions in Support of HDC

In August 2020, the Metro Board approved a Life-of-Project (LOP) budget of $5 million
to develop a SDP for the Project. Metro, in partnership with the California State
Transportation Agency (CalSTA) and Brightline West, developed the SDP in
coordination with the HDC JPA and other stakeholders, including the Los Angeles
County Public Works Department, San Bernardino County Transportation Authority, San
Bernardino County Public Works Department, California HSR Authority, Southern
California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA), the cities of Palmdale, Lancaster,
Victorville, Adelanto, Apple Valley, and other partners.

In April 2022, the Metro Board approved an increase of $500,000 in the LOP budget to
complete the HDC SDP to develop additional engineering analysis, rail operation
analysis, operations and maintenance plans, and coordinate with stakeholders. In
addition, the Metro Board approved $1,236,500 for the FY23 HDC JPA work program.

In August 2022, the Metro Board approved Metro’s participation in the new HDC JPA,
replacing the previous HDC JPA after the decision from San Bernardino County to
withdraw from the HDC JPA.

In January 2023, the Metro Board programmed $8,500,000 to the HDC JPA as a local
match for a State Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP) grant and for the
FRA Corridor Identification and Development (ID) Program for project development and
to advance the Project towards 30% design.

In May 2023, the Metro Board programmed $1,947,500 for the FY 24 work program,
which included funding for the HDC JPA to work towards NEPA environmental
clearance, and the ROD, HDC JPA management, the procurement process to onboard
both a financial advisory firm and program management support services, technical
planning and grant application support, and other administrative expenses. The FY25
work program builds upon the FY24 work program.



Attachment D

High Desert Corridor Joint Powers Agency Proposed Budget for Fiscal Year 2025

Item

HDC JPA FY25 Budget Description

Amount

Re-evaluate National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) & Record of Decision (ROD): Complete the remaining tasks for NEPA Re-evaluation/RE-
validation and Record of Decision (ROD) with Final Review by Federal Railroad Administration
(FRA). Due to Federal review of submittals this task is scheduled to be completed by FRA in in
FY25. Tasks for FY25 include:

-Addressing FRA comments, provide revised version for FRA final review, Prepare final version
for NEPA Re-evaluation and prepare a ROD for FRA final approval.

-Draft a Letter of Concurrence and re-initiate ROD Section 7 consult. Complete Section 106
process, Tribe Consultation. Prepare CEQA addendum for state funding. Conclude Surface
Transportation Board (STB) Petition Approval process.

Contractors: Transportation Solutions: $110,000

Epic Land Solutions, Inc.: $132,350

Circlepoint: $390,000

Venable LLP: $135,000

HDR: $135,000

AECOM: $75,000

$977,350

HDC JPA Management: Oversee agency management including technical analysis, grant
applications, budgetary activities, equity focused planning, administration, engineering, right-
of-way planning, stakeholder engagement and communications. For FY25, HDC JPA
management functions will be augmented to meet the increased project needs requiring the
services of a senior level project management/planning, engineering and right-of-way planning
support, communications staff, and administrative support staff. As the project progresses
beyond the environmental phase into preliminary engineering and final design, the HDC JPA
requires additional staffing to support the increasing complexity, expertise, and level of effort.
Contractors:

AVS Consulting, Inc.: $296,400

Cal Strategic Management: $227,400

Other Support Staff Services: $665,000

$1,188,800

Program Management Support and Construction Management Support Services (PMC):
Procure the professional services of a program management support and construction
management support services (PMC) firm to support HDC JPA with overseeing the work related
to the phases of Engineering and Design, Construction, Transition to Operational Control, and
Closeout. This work includes development of statements of work, contract development, contract
administration support, local, regional, state, federal, and interjurisdictional grant agreement
compliance, procurement support services, set and monitor program controls, project
management, third party management including utility relocation, right-of-way acquisition &
relocation plans and implementation, cost scheduling & control functions, cost estimating,
environmental compliance, configuration management, transition to operational management,
and other related support services. For FY25, the PMC contractor will be performing work at a
level of effort that will be commensurate with transitioning from the environmental phase into the
Preliminary Engineering phase of the project consisting of developing the Preliminary
Engineering and Design (PE) statement of work and contract development, and developing a
right-of-way acquisition and relocation plan. This budgeted amount is estimated for a 6 month
work period during FY 25. Estimate is based on a previous three-year look ahead that will be
revised to reflect the updated Service Development Plan assumptions and costs.

$1,035,000
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High Desert Corridor Joint Powers Agency Proposed Budget for Fiscal Year 2025

Financial Advisor Services: Conduct ongoing financial planning & analysis, modeling, and structural
management analysis to support project development into the preliminary engineering phase that
includes identifying, developing, and refining the project funding plan, analyze options for local, state,
and federal funding contributions toward the project, assess altemative project delivery options and the
viability of public-private partnerships through a Value for Money analysis, provide updated ridership
forecasting as needed, provide organizational structuring options to adapt to the future growth of the
HDC JPA. perform additional financial modeling and diligen ce on financing options, identify credit
enhancement strategies, provide right-of-way coordination to the Program Management Firm as
needed, and support discussions with potential market participants.

$1,165,000

Service Development Plan (SDP) Update: Metro will continue as lead on the HDC Service

Development Plan (SDP) to be submitted to FRA for final consideration in FY25. The current January
2023 SDP requires additional analysis and cost updates due to the alignment, structural, and operational
changes made to the Project since Jan 2023. This budgeted amount will be reimbursed to the HDC JPA
through the Federal Railroad Administration Corridor Identification Grant funds awarded in Dec 2023.

$500,000

LA Metro Regional Rail Program Management Staff Support: Provide program managementstaff
support and assistance on an as-needed basis to support implementing HDC JPA program
management functions and related activities.

$350,000

County of Los Angeles Treasury, Auditor-Controller, Legal Counsel, Public Works Staff
Support: Monthly Support for Accounts Payable/Accounts Receivable functions, Legal Counsel
Support, Budget Oversight, Board Meetings staffing, Agency Oversight & Compliance Items,
Procurement/Contract Services plus Request for Proposals preparation and Oversight, and contract
execution.

$665,000

Stakeholder and Public Engagement and Planning Assistance: Provide communications,
community engagement, and other related planning assistance to support the Agency
communications and planning functions.

$185,000

Audit Services: County of Los Angeles Audit Services

$30,000

10

LA Metro Funding Agreement Audit Services

$25,350

11

Multi-Media Promotion, Materials & Advertising

$30,000

12

IT Support, GIS, Software & Website Mgmt.

$22,500

13

Total Proposed FY25 Budget

$6,174,000

14

Less: Reserve Fund-Cash on Hand as of March 31, 2024

$1,800,000

15

Measure M Funds Requested for FY25 Budget

$4,374,000
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Recommendation

» APPROVE $4,374,000 In Measure M High Desert Corridor MSP
funds to the HDC JPA for the FY 25 work program
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Background and Project Benefits

» The High Desert Corridor is a 54 mile east/west corridor which will create
a major transit hub and high-speed rail connectivity from Palmdale to:
= Future Brightline West high speed rail service to Las Vegas and Rancho Cucamonga
= Future CAHSRA high speed rail service to Los Angeles and northern California
=  Current Metrolink commuter rail Antelope Valley Line
» Project benefits include:
= Improved rail connectivity
= Reduce greenhouse gas emissions
= Equity benefits to underserved, low-income and disadvantaged communities

» Measures R provided $S33M to conduct environmental clearance.
» Measure M provided $2.15B to further advance the High Desert Corridor.

m Metro



Environmental Update and Previous Metro Board Actions

» In 2016 the High Desert Multi-Purpose Corridor (HDMC) received CEQA clearance
for a corridor to include a freeway, rail, bicycle lanes, etc.

A\

In 2020 the freeway portion of the HDMC was eliminated.

In 2021 the HDC JPA requested that FRA be the lead agency for NEPA compliance,
issue a Record Of Decision (ROD), and revalidate the previous 2016 CEQA approval.

» ROD expected late 2024/early 2025

A\

> In August 2020 Metro programmed $5,000,000 to develop a Service Development
Plan for the HDC.

> In April 2021 Metro programmed $1,236,500 to HDC JPA for additional NEPA work,
changes to the rail alignment and the FY 23 work program.

In August 2022 Metro joined the Board of the new reformed HDC JPA.

In January 2023, Metro programmed $8,500,000 as local match to the HDC JPA for
two grants.

Tﬁ\ May 2023, Metro programmed $1,947,500 for the FY24 work program.

YV V

Metro




Service Development Plan

» Metro worked closely with key stakeholders and a consultant
team to complete detailed ridership and revenue forecasting,
conduct operations modeling, Palmdale Transportation Center
station planning, conceptual engineering and financial analysis
for the High Desert Corridor.

» InJanuary 2023, the draft SDP was submitted to the FRA for
comment. FRA has delayed full review as the HDC JPA entered
the new Corridor Identification and Development Grant Program.

m Metro



» Execute funding agreement between Metro and the HDC JPA for
the FY 25 work program

» High Speed Rail Project environmental clearance/ROD is expected
from the FRA late 2024/early 2025.

» The High Desert Corridor JPA will seek additional grant funding
opportunities.

» As the Project advances, the HDC JPA will contract additional staff
to prepare the 30% design documents.

» Staff will continue to brief the Board as the project advances.

m Metro
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PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE
MAY 15, 2024

SUBJECT: EASTSIDE TRANSIT CORRIDOR PHASE 2 - PROJECT APPROVAL AND
CERTIFICATION OF FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

ACTION: APPROVE RECOMMENDATIONS

RECOMMENDATION

CONSIDER:

A. APPROVING the Board selected full nine-mile Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 with the
Lambert Station in the City of Whittier as the terminus for the Project;

B. APPROVING the refinement to the Board selected Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA), a 4.6-
mile extension of the existing Metro E-Line to Greenwood Station as the Initial Operating
Segment; with design options for Atlantic/Pomona (open underground station) and Greenwood
Station (at-grade) and a Maintenance and Storage Facility (including both at-grade and aerial
yard lead design options) located in the City of Montebello;

C. CERTIFYING, in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the Final
Environmental Impact Report (EIR);

D. ADOPTING, in accordance with CEQA, the:
1. Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations, and
2. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP); and

E. AUTHORIZING the Chief Executive Officer to file a Notice of Determination with the Los
Angeles County Clerk and the State of California Clearinghouse.

ISSUE

On April 26, 2024, the Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) for the Eastside Transit Corridor
Phase 2 (Project) was released for a 10-day public review period per CEQA guidelines. Metro is the
CEQA Lead Agency and has completed the steps required for the Final EIR to be certified by the
Board. The Executive Summary of the Final EIR is included in Attachment A. Certification of the Final
EIR also includes approval of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (Attachment B) and the
Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Conditions (Attachment C). The Project is a Measure R
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and Measure M project that is included in the 2020 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) and the
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) 2020-2045 Regional Transportation
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). The Board’s approval of the Project’s
environmental document also provides for the inclusion of five park-and-ride facilities for the full 9-
mile Project (which includes two park-and-ride facilities for the LPA to the Greenwood Station) and a
Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) in the City of Montebello.

BACKGROUND

Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 is an approximately nine-mile light rail transit (LRT) extension from
the existing Metro E (Gold) Line serving the cities and communities of Commerce, Montebello, Pico
Rivera, Santa Fe Springs, Whittier, and unincorporated East Los Angeles and West Whittier-Los
Nietos. At the December 2022 Board meeting , the Board approved the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA), a 4.6-mile extension of the E-Line to Greenwood Station with design options for
Atlantic/Pomona (open underground station) and Greenwood Station (at-grade) and a Maintenance
and Storage Facility located in the City of Montebello. The Board authorized staff to include the full
nine-mile Project alignment to Whittier in the Final EIR per the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA). In addition, the Board directed staff to reinitiate the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) environmental clearance process for the LPA to pursue federal funding for this segment of
the project.

The area surrounding the Project is home to approximately 722,000 residents and is a job center for
approximately 274,000 employees. Recent growth projections show the residential population
increasing by approximately 11% and jobs increasing by approximately 25% by 2042. The Project
would traverse through densely populated, low-income, and heavily transit-dependent communities
with major activity centers. About 119,759 people who live within %2 mile of the stations along the full
alignment are identified as disadvantaged communities, low-income communities, and/or low-income
households. Of this population, 49% identify as a Minority (or person of color) while 15% are transit-
dependent and living below the federal poverty level, according to the American Community Survey.

Besides Metrolink and the Metro C-Line, there are currently no mass transit projects in the
eastern/southeast region of Los Angeles County. The Eastside Phase 2 Project is anticipated to
serve commuters in one of the most highly traveled corridors in the state of California.

The 4.6-mile Initial Operating Segment (I0S) of the Project is expected to serve over 11,000 average
weekday boardings by the year 2042, and add 5,857 new daily transit riders. The LPA will ease traffic
congestion by reducing 8,000 vehicle miles traveled (VMT) daily, and it will reduce greenhouse gas
emissions on the order of 8,429 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent (MTCO2e) over the Project
life.

Once fully built to the Lambert Station terminus, the Project is expected to serve over 15,000 average
weekday boardings, an increase of 7,700 in daily transit ridership. The Project will reduce daily VMT
by over 10,000 vehicle miles and reduce greenhouse gas emissions on the order of 9,664 MTCO2e
over the Project life.

The Project will enable transit-oriented development and in-fill growth opportunities for underutilized
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lands in eastern LA County to accommodate increased population and economic demands. The
construction and operation of the full Project are projected to create approximately 1,493 to 1,606
jobs and generate approximately $1 billion per year in economic activity for the region, based on
preliminary economic analysis for the environmental analysis. Additional information on the Project is
provided in the Executive Summary (Attachment A).

Metro has implemented a comprehensive outreach program for the Project, starting in 2007 with
outreach meetings for the Alternatives Analysis (AA) and continuing through 2022 for the efforts
related to the refinement of alternatives and the Recirculated Draft EIR. Metro has informed elected
officials, agency staff (e.g., the Washington Coalition and other local, state, and federal partnering
agencies), community stakeholders, and the general public of the status of the Project during each
phase, including the progress of the environmental review process.

The following is a summary of the public meetings held that helped inform the Board’s decision for
the selection of the Project Definition and the LPA:

e June 2019 - Six public Scoping meetings (total of 573 participants) following the release of a
Notice of Preparation (NOP) on May 31, 2019, to inform the public of Metro’s intent to prepare
a Supplemental/Recirculated Draft EIS/EIR

e February 2020 - Three post-Scoping community meetings (total 234 participants) in
anticipation of recommending the withdrawal of the SR-60 Alternative and Combined
Alternative from further evaluation to the February 2020 Metro Planning and Programming
Committee and Metro Board meeting

e August-November 2021 - Six outreach events with community members (total 440
engagements) along the corridor

e November 2021 - Four community meetings for project updates (total 276 participants)

e January and March 2022 - Two business meetings in East Los Angeles to notify business
owners and tenants of Project updates including preliminary station design options, and
discuss potential impacts to businesses and mitigation measures for the recirculated Draft EIR

e March 2022 - Four community meetings (total 307 participants) to provide project status
updates and information on the station design efforts

e July-August 2022 - Four public hearings (total 164 attendees) following the June 30, 2022
release of the Recirculated EIR to receive public comments on the Recirculated Draft EIR

e November 9, 2022 - Virtual Community Meeting (total 60 participants) to share information on
the staff recommended LPA prior to the November 2022 Metro Board Planning and
Programming Committee meeting

e November 16, 2022 - Metro Planning and Programming Committee and the December 1,
2022 Metro Board meeting to receive public comment on staff recommendations for approving
the full nine-mile project through CEQA and the LPA (I0OS Greenwood) with design options.

Metro also coordinated with cities and stakeholders in the run-up to the release of the Final EIR to
inform the public about the Project and the public review period. In addition, the Project team has
utilized a variety of forums and platforms, languages, and access methods for engaging people of
color, low-income, limited English proficiency populations, and persons with disabilities, as noted in
the Discussion section in more detail.

DISCUSSION
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California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

Metro, as the CEQA lead agency and proponent for the Project, has, in coordination with the cities of
Commerce, Montebello, Pico Rivera, Santa Fe Springs and Whittier, and LA County (for the
unincorporated communities of East Los Angeles and West Whittier-Los Nietos), completed an
environmental impact report (EIR) for the proposed Project. If the Metro Board Certifies the EIR and
approves the proposed Project, thereby completing the CEQA environmental clearance, the Project
will be eligible to commence right-of-way acquisition, utility relocation, and other construction
activities.

CEQA requires that Metro balance, as applicable, the economic, social, technological, and other
benefits of the Project against its unavoidable impacts when considering project approval and
certification. CEQA Guidelines Section 15091(a) states that no public agency shall approve or carry
out a project which identifies one or more significant environmental effects unless the public agency
makes written findings for each of the identified significant effects, accompanied by a brief
explanation of the rationale for each finding.

Prior to approving the proposed Project, the Board must find that notwithstanding the disclosure of
these significant and unavoidable impacts, there are specific overriding reasons for approving this
Project and that these reasons serve to override and outweigh the Project’s significant unavoidable
effects. CEQA requires that support be provided in writing of the specific reasons for approving a
project when significant impacts cannot be avoided or substantially lessened. These findings are
included in the Project’s Statement of Overriding Considerations (Attachment C).

Section 21081.6 (Assembly Bill 3180) of the California Public Resources Code requires the Lead
Agency(for each project that is subject to CEQA) to monitor performance of the mitigation measures
included in the environmental document to ensure that mitigation does, in fact, take place after a
project is approved. Therefore, a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) has been
prepared to ensure compliance with the adopted mitigation measures. The purpose of the MMRP is
to ensure that the mitigation measures identified in the Final EIR that mitigate the potentially
significant environmental effects of the Project are properly carried out. Metro is responsible for
assuring full compliance with the provisions of the MMRP (Attachment B).

Community Outreach

Prior to the Board’s selection of the LPA, Metro released the Recirculated Draft EIR for a 60-day
public review and comment period, which transpired between June 30 and August 29, 2022. Prior to
releasing the Draft EIR, Metro conducted numerous outreach efforts to notify the public about the
project, the public review period, and how to comment on the Project. Noticing of its release was
done in accordance with CEQA regulations that also extended the notification process and included
three coordinated rounds of notification that included information on the June 2022 meetings, details
about the Public Hearings, the official release date of the Draft EIR, and comment methods of the
Draft EIR.

Public notification for the Draft EIR incorporated a combination of 53,000 direct mail notices, 92,000
door-to-door drop-offs, required legal notices (English and Spanish) in local newspapers, social
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media posts and ads, e-blasts, 676 SMS text messages, podcasts, press releases, notices on the
project website, information booths at local events, pop-up events, and other methods. The
notifications were distributed to residents and business owners near the project area, CBOs, agency
stakeholders, elected officials, etc. Both English and Spanish-speaking staff members and Spanish
translators were present at public hearings and outreach events to engage the public. In addition, the
project team engaged a CBO roundtable with representatives from eight CBOs including Self Help
Graphics & Art, Mundo Maya Foundation, Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition, Strength Based
Community Change, Public Matters, Women in Non-Traditional Employment Roles, Disability Rights
California, and Alma Family Services. The project team also conducted door-to-door business
outreach to at least 49 businesses in East Los Angeles and provided project information to students,
parents, and staff in several school districts in East Los Angeles, Montebello, Commerce, and
Whittier, and collaborated with the California Association for Bilingual Education (CABE) podcast in
Whittier.

The Notice of Availability (NOA) for the Draft EIR was filed with the California State Clearinghouse
and mailed to public and responsible agencies, organizations, elected officials, and other interested
parties. The NOA was distributed to the public (e.g., agency and community stakeholders, property
owners, Draft EIR commenters, and elected officials) at the start of the comment period to announce
the availability of the Draft EIR and to promote the public hearings.

Over the 60-day public comment period, a total of 301 comment submissions were received, which
encompassed approximately 900 comments. The Washington Coalition, comprised of the five
incorporated cities along the corridor, collectively submitted a letter of support for the project. As part
of the public participation process, a petition was submitted with approximately 1,600 (unverified)
signatures endorsing the Transportation System Management Alternative (TSM). The TSM
Alternative, which analyzes other transportation modes such as bus improvements and Intelligent
Transportation Systems (ITS) solutions, was not studied in the Draft EIR for two reasons. First, the
TSM alternative was analyzed in the initial environmental document released in 2014 and the
analysis did not find sufficient transportation benefits to meet Project objectives. Second, a TSM
analysis is not required by CEQA and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). As such, the Draft
EIR is compliant with CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(a), describing a range of reasonable
alternatives to the project. Further, the No Project Alternative includes Next Gen bus improvements
as the baseline evaluation.

Since the Board selected Lambert Station as the terminus of the full nine-mile Project and the I0S
Greenwood Station as the LPA in December 2022, staff has been working with internal and external
stakeholders, including various cities and agencies to resolve the Draft EIR comments. Metro staff
has been engaging the elected officials, corridor cities and community members during the
preparation of the Final EIR to provide project status updates and ongoing station design efforts and
provide stakeholders the opportunity to ask questions.

Since December 2022, the Project team has held over 75 stakeholder meetings, including briefings
with elected officials, corridor cities, Washington Coalition, Gateway Cities Council of Government,
and local, state, and federal partnering agencies (such as FTA, Caltrans, CPUC), key third-party
utility owners, a project community-based organization (CBO) roundtable, and key community
stakeholders. The project team attended 6 local community events to provide information. In addition,
in partnership with subcontracted CBOs, the project team conducted 7 First/Last Mile (FLM) technical
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walk audits, 4 rail tours, 7 pop-up events, 8 FLM community walk/wheel audits, and an online FLM
community survey. Project development has been directly influenced by this engagement.

Comments received - both during the formal commenting period, as well as afterward - cover a wide
range of topics, including concerns for construction impacts and property acquisition, additional traffic
and grade crossing analysis and mitigation, parking capacity, station design and access, project
alignment vertical profile, and other issues. Staff completed various technical studies to respond and
incorporate comments and reflect design refinements including, but not limited to:
e A grade separation study for an aerial yard lead track option for the Maintenance and Storage
Facility located in the city of Montebello
e Additional interlockings for the Atlantic/Whittier Station, Greenwood Station, and Lambert
Station, with a design option for relocating an existing crossover from the existing Atlantic
Station to be between Maravilla Station and East LA Civic Center Station for meeting the
Metro Rail Design Criteria (MRDC) for revenue services and safety standards for rail
operations and maintenance.

Responses to all comments received during the Project’s Draft EIR 60-day Public Review and
Comment period were drafted and are included in Appendix B of the Final EIR. A confirmed final
project definition/design for the Final EIR and 15% Advanced Conceptual Engineering (ACE) Plans
were completed in early April 2024.

The Notice of Availability (NOA) for the Final EIR was filed with the California State Clearinghouse
and mailed to public and responsible agencies, organizations, elected officials, and other interested
parties. The NOA was distributed at the start of the comment period to announce the availability of
the Final EIR and to promote the public hearings. For consistency with earlier environmental
documents, the Final EIR can be accessed via the Metro project website (metro.net/eastsidephase?2
<https://metro.net/eastsidephase2>). The Final EIR will also be published on the State Clearinghouse
(<https://ceganet.opr.ca.gov/>).

A digital copy of the Final EIR will be mailed to agencies, impacted parcel owners, and Draft EIR
commenters. The printed copies of the Final EIR will be made available at the following library
locations along the project corridor:

1. Metro Headquarters, Dorothy Peyton Gray Transportation Library, One Gateway Plaza, Los
Angeles, CA 90012

East Los Angeles Library, 4837 E 3rd Street, East Los Angeles, CA 90022

Rosewood Neighborhood Library, 5655 Jillson Street, Commerce, CA 90040

Chet Holifield County Library, 1060 S Greenwood Avenue, Montebello, CA 90640

Pico Rivera County Library, 9001 Mines Avenue, Pico Rivera, CA 90660

Los Nietos County Library, 8511 Duchess Drive, Whittier, CA 90606

Whittier Central Library, 7344 Washington Avenue, Whittier, CA 90602

Sorensen County Library, 6934 Broadway Avenue, Whittier, CA 90606

ONOORWN

For the Final EIR, Metro also issued social media announcements, English and Spanish notices on
the project website, newspaper ads, shared bilingual project e-blasts to over 2,400 email database
contacts and MMS (texts) to 130 cell phones as well as distributed 45,000 printed notices through

door-or-door notifications along the corridor, a mailed notice to over 31,000 stakeholders, and over
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5,000 fliers at seven information booths at local events, seven pop-up events, and drop offs at public
counters. These notifications were distributed to Draft EIR commenters, residents, business owners,
CBOs, agency stakeholders, elected officials, etc.

Project Cost

As presented in December 2022 when the LPA was approved by the Board, the project team worked
closely with Program Control’s Cost Estimating staff in November 2022 and completed an
Independent Cost Estimate update. With consideration of appropriate contingencies and escalation,
the forecasted cost estimates are $10.169B for the full nine-mile Project and $7.902B for the LPA
(IOS Greenwood) based on the advanced conceptual engineering design plan (15% design).

Funding Plan

The Measure M Ordinance identifies $3 billion (2015$) in Measure M and other local, state, and
federal funding for the Project. Because the Measure M Ordinance funding is less than the current
cost estimates, the full project approved under CEQA will be developed in segments. The funding
plan for the LPA (I0S Greenwood) was presented to the Board in December 2022 and is comprised
of committed Measure R, Measure M, and other local sources, and state and federal grant funding
that is yet-to-be secured.

Uses 105 Greenwood
Total, Uses 57.9

Sources - Secured

Local (Sales Tax, 3% Contribution) 53.4
5

ources - Yet-To-Be-Secured

Local (Sales Tax, 3% Contribution) 0.4
State (Cap/Trade, SB-1 Surplus) 1.8
Federal (IJA/BIL) 2.4
Total, Sources 57.9

Cosis ip oo of exponditure Fofiars, it Bifipns

Metro will seek funding from existing state grant programs for a significant portion of the funding
need, which may include the Transit and Intercity Rail Capacity Program (TIRCP), Regional
Improvement Program (RIP), and the Solutions for Congested Corridors Program and Local
Partnership Program created by the Senate Bill 1 (SB-1). Metro will also seek existing and new
federal funding related to the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act to fund the LPA, which may
include Capital Investment Grants, Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality Program (CMAQ), National
Infrastructure Project Assistance Program (MEGA), and Local and Regional Project Assistance
(RAISE). The transfer of existing local sales tax funds may also be required, given the risk that the
amount of funding needed cannot be met with federal and state grants. Local tradeoffs (i.e., transfer
of funds) from other projects and programs may also be considered.

Metro Page 7 of 11 Printed on 5/28/2024

powered by Legistar™


http://www.legistar.com/

File #: 2024-0190, File Type: Project Agenda Number: 11.

The funding plan for the remaining project to Whittier includes additional yet-to-be-secured federal,
state, and local funding. The plan to Whittier assumes the existing federal Capital Investment Grants
and state SB-1 grant programs will be functioning and potential funding sources for the completion of
the project when additional funding is available from these programs over time after funding the LPA.
Metro will continue seeking funding opportunities for the Whittier segment while completing the LPA.
The exact timing will depend on the success in getting needed local, state, and federal funding. The
local funding requires prioritizing this segment of the Project. Metro’s success in obtaining state and
federal funding will depend on the availability of these funds and the relative competitiveness of the
project.

Staff will continue the development of a funding strategy for the LPA and the full Project to address
the funding gap. As the project progresses to key milestones, staff will continue coordinating with the
Early Intervention Team (EIT) to identify project risks and mitigation opportunities to control the
project costs, including assessment of project delivery method options for future project phases,
value engineering, working with local stakeholders to refine right-of-way acquisition assumptions,
exercise cooperative agreements, streamline the permitting process with cities, etc.

National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA)

Metro will seek financial assistance from the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to carry out the
engineering and construction for the Project, starting with the LPA. Staff is working in coordination
with FTA to initiate Categorical Exclusion for future geotechnical borings along the LPA and to
determine appropriate NEPA document (e.g., Environmental Assessment and Findings of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) and timing to reinitiate NEPA clearance and enter Project Development if
and when appropriate. The NEPA clearance is necessary to ensure the environmental document is
inclusive of all information required to meet federal environmental guidelines and to allow the Project
to be eligible for federal funding. The FTA supports projects with known timelines and with local
funding commitments. Staff will work with the FTA to complete the NEPA document and the Project
should be positioned to compete for Federal funding opportunities that become available.

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT

Recommended actions will not affect the safety of Metro customers and/or employees because this
Project is in the planning phase and no construction or operational safety impacts result from this
Board Action.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Following the Board'’s approval of the Project and certification of the Final EIR, Metro will file a Notice
of Determination (NOD) with the State Clearinghouse and the CEQA process is anticipated to be
complete in Spring 2024.

The Board'’s certification of the full Project alignment to Whittier with a terminus at Lambert Station
would represent Metro’s commitment to the eventual buildout of this Project. While the Project will be
built in phases pending funding availability, the Board’s certification would allow staff to continue
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advancing the design, start the right-of-way acquisition and relocation process, and advance utility
relocation work starting with the LPA to the Greenwood Station. Metro staff will continue to inform
communities as a part of the completion of the Final EIR process in Spring 2024 and will continue to
engage the communities and key stakeholders and coordinate with FTA to reinitiate the NEPA
clearance process and continue project design development in Summer/Fall 2024.

Impact to Budget

Funding for this action comes from Measure R, 35% Transit Capital, Measure M funds, as well as
state grant funds that have been awarded to the Project. The FY 2023-24 budget contains
approximately $13M in Cost Center 4310 (Mobility Corridors), Project 460232 for professional
services. Since this Project is a multi-year environmental planning process, the Cost Center Manager
and Chief Planning Officer will be responsible for budgeting in future years. These funds are not
eligible for bus or rail operating expenses.

EQUITY PLATFORM

Board certification of the Project is consistent with the goals and objectives outlined in the Metro
Equity Platform Framework that identified that the Project traverses through Equity Focus
Communities (EFCs) along the eastern portion of Los Angeles County. The full project alignment
traverses six (6) Equity-Focused Communities (EFC), and there are 2,281 transit-dependent
households along the project alignment and 1,828 transit-dependent households along the LPA. This
Project will benefit these EFCs and other communities along the eastern portion of Los Angeles
County by providing access to a reliable light rail system and filling a gap in high-quality transit
services that currently exists. When the eventual build-out of the project occurs, communities along
the corridor will have access to the Metro regional network and to activity centers and job
opportunities along the corridor that include, but are not limited to, Whittier College, East Los Angeles
College, Citadel Outlets, Historic Whittier Boulevard retail, and Presbyterian Intercommunity Hospital.

Since the selection of the LPA, Metro has been in collaboration with corridor cities and community
stakeholders along the corridor through various outreach methods during the preparation of the Final
EIR. The Final EIR project refinements have been directly influenced by this engagement. Metro has
also initiated several planning activities, including First/Last Mile (FLM) planning and Transit Oriented
Communities (TOC) Implementation Plans for all 7 stations along the full alignment. The project team
has and will continue to engage CBOs for FLM and TOC planning, walk audits, outreach, and other
activities.

Several cities along the corridor are updating their long-range plans, general plans, and/or corridor
plans which may affect land uses around the proposed Metro stations for this Project. Metro’s TOC
grant writing and technical assistance funding programs make planning and capital dollars available
to corridor cities. The assistance helps these cities be more competitive in applying for funding for
projects that further affordable housing community stabilization, and other TOC activities. Metro’s
Countywide TOC Corridor Baseline Assessment process is being refined. Once completed, Metro will
support corridor communities by providing program resources around affordable housing production
and community stabilization. The project team will continue collaborating with the corridor cities,
community stakeholders, and the CBO Roundtable to discuss project milestones and enhance
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outreach methods.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

The Project supports the following strategic plan goals identified in Vision 2028:
e Goal 1: Provide high-quality mobility options that enable people to spend less time traveling.
e Goal 3: Enhance communities and lives through mobility and access to opportunity and.

e Goal 5: Provide responsive, accountable, and trustworthy governance within the Metro
organization.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The Board could defer or not approve the Project, not certify the Final EIR, and/or not adopt the
Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations or the MMRP. However, this action is not
recommended as it would jeopardize the Project schedule and delay progress toward revenue
operations by Year 2035-2037 per Measure M. Delaying the Project would delay these efforts and
add cost.

NEXT STEPS

Upon Board approval, Project staff will file the Notice of Determination (NOD) for the Project with the
Los Angeles County Clerk and State of California Clearinghouse.

Staff will continue to engage the communities and key stakeholders as the Project develops. This
includes coordination with FTA in submitting a request to reinitiate the NEPA clearance process by
this summer and continue project design development in Summer/Fall 2024.

To be consistent with other projects’ successful progress and delivery, Project staff will also
coordinate with Los Angeles County, corridor cities including the Cities of Commerce, Montebello,
Pico Rivera, Santa Fe Springs, and Whittier, and the Gateway Cities Council of Government
(GCCOQG) for the formation of a corridor city manager technical advisory committee and with
necessary technical liaison support by Summer/Fall 2024.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A - Executive Summary

Attachment B - Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Attachment C - Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations
Attachment D - Outreach Summary for CEQA Efforts

Prepared by: Maressa Sah, Manager, Transportation Planning (213) 922-2462
Jill Liu, Senior Director, Countywide Planning & Development (213) 922-7220
Dolores Roybal, Executive Officer, Countywide Planning & Development
(Interim), (213) 922-3024
Craig Hoshijima, Executive Officer, Countywide Planning & Development, (213)
547-2940
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David Mieger, Senior Executive Officer, Countywide Planning & Development ,
(213) 922-3040
Allison Yoh, Deputy Chief Planning Officer (Interim), (213) 922-4812

Reviewed by: Ray Sosa, Chief Planning Officer, (213) 547-4274

Chief Executive Officer
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Executive Summary

ES.1 Introduction

The intent of this Executive Summary is to provide a synopsis of the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro) Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project (Project) and its potential
effects on the environment. The Project would extend the Metro E Line (formerly Metro L [Gold] Line),
a light rail transit (LRT) line, from its current terminus at the Atlantic Station in the unincorporated
community of East Los Angeles approximately 4.6 to 9.0 miles east. Section ES.3 and Section ES.4
provide an overview of the Alternatives analyzed in the Recirculated Draft EIR and the Build
Alternatives that were advanced by the Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) by the Metro
Board of Directors (Metro Board). Section ES.4.1.4 discusses the design refinements that have
occurred subsequent to publication of the Recirculated Draft EIR on June 30, 2022.

This Final EIR for the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 (Project) has been prepared to comply with the
requirements of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code [PRC] Section
21000 et seq.) and the CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations [CCR], Title 14, Chapter 3,
Section 15000 et seq.) by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro),
which is the lead agency for the Project. This Final EIR is intended to assist Metro in making decisions
regarding the adoption of the Project. All references or citations in this Final EIR to the Recirculated
Draft EIR refer to the version of the Recirculated Draft EIR released for public review and comment on
June 30, 2022 and not as modified by this Final EIR. Consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15132,
This Final EIR incorporates the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Recirculated Draft EIR (State
Clearinghouse No. 2010011062) by reference, in its entirety, as revised by the Corrections and
Additions contained in Chapter 3 of this Final EIR. The Final EIR will be finalized upon certification by
Metro’s decision-making body, the Metro Board.

ES.2 Purpose of this Environmental Impact
Report

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Sections 15088, 15089, and 15132, Metro, as Lead Agency, has
prepared this Final EIR for the Project. This section provides an overview of the purpose of this Final
EIR for the Project. This Final EIR has been prepared to comply with the requirements of CEQA (Public
Resources Code [PRC] Section 21000 et seq.) and the CEQA guidelines (California Cod of Regulations
[CCR], Title 14, Chapter 3, Section 15000 et seq.).

This Final EIR is intended to assist Metro in making decisions regarding the adoption of the Project. It
is required by CEQA guidelines section 15132 to include the Draft EIR or a revision of the draft;
comments and recommendations received on the Recirculated Draft EIR (either verbatim or in
summary); a list of persons, organizations, and public agencies who commented on the Recirculated
Draft EIR; responses to comments received regarding the Recirculated Draft EIR; and any other
relevant information added by the lead agency.

Refinements to Project since circulation of the Recirculated Draft EIR and corrections and additions to
the Recirculated Draft EIR, are provided in Chapter 2, Design Refinements, and Chapter 3, Corrections
and Additions, of the Final EIR respectively. Chapter 4 of this Final EIR provides a list of persons,
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organizations, and agencies that provided comments on the Recirculated Draft EIR, a reproduction of
the text of the public comments received on the Recirculated Draft EIR, and Metro’s responses to the
public comments. The original comment submissions, as well as any graphics, charts, and
attachments included with the submissions, are provided in their entirety in Appendix A.

As described in Chapter 2 of the Final EIR, the Projects' design refinements and are the result of
further advancement of the conceptual engineering for the Project and are not considerably different
from the Alternatives and the design options analyzed in the Recirculated Draft EIR. As demonstrated
in Chapter 2 of the Final EIR, the refinements to the Project would not alter the conclusion of the Draft
EIR regarding the potentially significant impact of the Project or result in any new substantially more
severe significant environmental impacts.

As described in Chapter 3 and 4 of the Final EIR, the Projects' corrections and additions are primarily
the result of public comments and community outreach conducted as part of the Recirculated Draft
EIR circulation pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15105. As such, the corrections and additions
include minor corrections and clarifications, as well as updates to relevant plans, policies, and
permits. Such refinements and modifications would not be considered "significant new information"
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5 as the modifications have been made to the Project
already described in the Recirculated Draft EIR and have been made largely as a result of public
outreach and discourse such that the public has not been deprived of a meaningful opportunity to
comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the Project or a feasible way to mitigate
or avoid such an effect.

ES.2.1 Environmental Review Process

ES.2.1.1  Notice of Preparation and Scoping Meetings

Metro has implemented a comprehensive outreach program for the Project, starting in 2007 with
outreach activities, workshops, and meetings for the Alternatives Analysis (AA), and continuing
through the present time for the efforts related to this Final EIR. Pursuant to CEQA, Metro issued a
Recirculated Notice of Preparation (NOP) on May 31, 2019 for the Recirculated Draft EIR. The
NOI/NOP included three Build Alternatives (State Route [SR] 60 Alternative, Washington Alternative,
and Combined Alternative) and a No Build Alternative. Metro conducted six public Scoping Meetings
in June 2019 to receive formal public comments on the Build Alternatives and their potential impacts
to the environment and quality of life. In 2020, in anticipation of recommending the withdrawal of the
SR-60 Alternative and Combined Alternative from further evaluation to the Metro Planning and
Programming Committee and the Metro Board, Metro staff prepared for and planned three
community meetings in February 2020 to provide a comprehensive Project update. Metro hosted
another round of meetings in November 2021 to provide a Project update and share information on
the ongoing station design efforts. As a follow-up to the community meeting series hosted in
November 2021, Metro conducted additional meetings in March 2022 focused on sharing information
on the ongoing station design efforts with specific communities and cities and providing stakeholders
with the opportunity to ask questions. Leading up to the release of the Recirculated Draft EIR, the
outreach program initiated partnering efforts with local Community Based Organizations (CBO), that
served as local experts. The CBOs advised the team on ways to enhance community outreach
methods, including notification to underserved corridor communities and neighborhoods, and
provided local task and event staffing support.
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ES.2.1.2 Recirculated Draft EIR Public Review Period

The Recirculated Draft EIR was released for public review for 6o days from June 30, 2022 through
August 29, 2022. To inform agencies, stakeholders, and the community about the release of the
Recirculated Draft EIR, a notice of availability was distributed through agencies, organizations, elected
officials, and other interested parties. A newspaper notice was published in the Los Angeles Times, La
Opinion (Spanish), Whittier Daily News, and Eastside Sun. In addition, Metro distributed a public
mailer that included information on the release of the Recirculated Draft EIR, how to access the
document, ways to provide comments, details on the community information sessions and public
hearings, and how to use the new virtual interactive tool. Community pop-up events were held to
provide additional information to the public surrounding the availability of the Draft EIR for review and
comment. Other outreach efforts included social media postings, a second mailing, display of
banners, distribution of flyers and lawn signs, distribution of a toolkit to stakeholders for spreading the
information to other neighborhood and community members, slides provided to cities for posting on
their cable channel, and postings on Metro’s website and news blog.

The Recirculated Draft EIR was made available online at the California State Clearinghouse website,
the Metro project webpage, and StoryMap, and printed copies were made available at the seven
repository sites along the corridor and at Metro Headquarters. The public could provide comments on
the Recirculated Draft EIR at public hearings, via an online comment form, U.S. mail, and a dedicated
helpline (for voice-recorded comments) for the Project. Metro conducted four public hearings — three
in-person and one virtual with in-person remote viewing access at a central site along the corridor — to
provide information on the Recirculated Draft EIR and receive verbal and written public comments.
Metro staff was also available to informally answer questions and provide information in a workshop-
type setting immediately before and after the formal public hearings. Appendix B of the Final EIR
includes the Outreach Summary Report which provides more detailed information on outreach efforts,
including activities occurring after publication of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

ES.2.2 Project Objectives

East Los Angeles County faces an increasing number of mobility challenges due to high population,
employment growth, and a constrained transportation network. The existing terminus of Metro E Line
is located approximately four miles east of Downtown Los Angeles at Atlantic Boulevard and Pomona
Boulevard in the unincorporated community of East Los Angeles. There is no rail connection for
communities located to the east. By extending the existing Metro E Line into eastern Los Angeles
County, the Project will enhance access and mobility to communities located further east and provide
connectivity to other destinations along Metro’s regional transit system. Further, the Project will
reduce travel times and the need for transfers within the system. By serving concentrated areas of
employment, activity centers and residential communities, the Project will support transit-oriented
community goals and address the needs of transit-dependent populations. The Project will provide
new and faster transit options which will help lead to equitable development and in-fill growth
opportunities throughout eastern Los Angeles County. In support of the goals documented in Metro’s
2020 LRTP and Metro’s Vision 2028 Strategic Plan, the Project Objectives include the following:

Enhance regional connectivity and air quality goals by extending the existing Metro E Line
(formerly Metro L [Gold] Line) further east from the East Los Angeles terminus

Provide mobility options to increase accessibility and convenience to and from eastern Los
Angeles County
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Improve transit access to activity centers and employment within eastern Los Angeles County
that would be served by the Project

Accommodate future transportation demand resulting from increased population and
employment growth

Enable jurisdictions in eastern Los Angeles County to address their transit-oriented
community goals and provide equitable development opportunities

Improve accessibility and connectivity to transit-dependent communities

ES.3 Project Background

The easterly extension of the Metro E Line is being constructed in phases. In November 2009, the first
phase from Los Angeles Union Station to Atlantic Station was completed, and planning was initiated
for the second phase. This second phase, known as the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project, is
the subject of this Final EIR.

A Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)/EIR was released for public review in August 2014.
Partially in response to comments from stakeholders and regulatory agencies on the Draft EIS/EIR, the
Metro Board directed staff to conduct additional technical studies including identifying a new north-
south connection to Washington Boulevard, addressing agency comments regarding the State Route
(SR) 60 Alternative and exploring a Combined Alternative. Based on the technical analysis and
feedback received through public meetings and stakeholder workshops, the Eastside Transit Corridor
Phase 2 Post Draft EIS/EIR Technical Study Report was approved by the Metro Board in November
2017 with an updated Project Definition to move forward for environmental review and analysis (Metro
2017).

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) published a Notice of Intent (NOI) in the Federal Register
on May 29, 2019 to initiate the EIS process (U.S. Department of Transportation FTA 2019), and Metro
issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) pursuant to the CEQA on May 31, 2019. The NOI/NOP included
three Build Alternatives (SR 60 Alternative, Washington Alternative, and Combined Alternative) and a
No Build Alternative.

Constraints within or along the SR 60 Alternative became more evident as further technical
environmental analysis, additional engineering design, and Metro policy and program updates were
completed. In addition, conflicts with future improvements along the SR 60 freeway were also
identified. In February 2020, the Metro Board approved the withdrawal of the SR 60 and Combined
Alternatives, the discontinuation of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) analysis, and the
preparation of a Recirculated Draft EIR pursuant to CEQA to address the Washington Alternative.

The Recirculated Draft EIR evaluated three Build Alternatives and the No Project Alternative. The three
Build Alternatives (Alternative 1 Washington [Alternative 1], Alternative 2 Atlantic to Commerce/Citadel
|OS [Alternative 2], and Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood |OS [Alternative 3]) have the same
guideway alignment east of the existing terminus at Atlantic Station but vary in length. A more detailed
description of the Build Alternatives is provided in Chapter 2 of the Recirculated Draft EIR. The
Recirculated Draft EIR also evaluated several design options and two maintenance storage facility
(MSF) site options. The Recirculated Draft EIR was released for public review by agencies,
organizations, and the public for 6o days from June 30 through August 29, 2022. During this period,
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301 comment submissions were received. One additional comment submission was received three
months after the close of the comment period.

On December 1, 2022, the Metro Board selected Alternative 3 with the two design options
(Atlantic/Pomona Station Option, the Montebello At-Grade Option), and the Montebello MSF as the
Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). Factors evaluated in selecting the LPA included consideration of
the environmentally superior alternative identified in the Recirculated Draft EIR, as well as which Build
Alternative had the best opportunity for federal funding opportunities relative to meeting the federal
requirements for local funding commitment and the timeline of required coordination with regulatory
agencies. (Alternative 1 would have a higher cost and would require extensive coordination with the
California Department of Transportation [Caltrans] and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers [USACE].)

In addition to identifying the LPA as Alternative 3 with the design options and the Montebello MSF,
the Metro Board adopted a motion for continuing the CEQA process for the LPA and the full
alignment with a terminus at Lambert station in Whittier (Alternative 1). The Metro Board did not
advance Alternative 2 for further environmental evaluation in the Final EIR because it would only
connect to the Commerce MSF, which would have a significant unavoidable impact on cultural
resources and would not continue east to connect to the environmentally superior Montebello MSF
option. Pursuant to the Metro Board motion, this Final EIR advances Alternative 1 with the design
options and the Montebello MSF and Alternative 3 with the design options and the Montebello MSF.

While the Metro Board is not advancing Alternative 2 to the Final EIR, Chapter 3, Corrections and
Additions, and Chapter 4, Responses to Comments, address all alternatives, design options, and MSF
site options evaluated in Recirculated Draft EIR.

Following the action of the Metro Board and receipt and review of public comments, the conceptual
engineering of the Project has continued to progress. This has resulted in the consideration of
refinements to the overall project design and performance that are applicable to Alternative 1 and
Alternative 3, including changes that are incorporated into Alternative 1 and Alternative 3 as new
project components or as optional changes that will be further considered as the engineering
advances. The Design Refinements are described and evaluated in detail in Chapter 2 of the Final EIR,
and are not considerably different from Alternative 1 and Alternative 3 and the design options analyzed
in the Recirculated Draft EIR and in Section ES.4 below.

ES.4 Project Description

Pursuant to the Metro Board decision on December 1, 2022, as discussed in Section ES.3, the Final
EIR advances the evaluation of the following alternatives:

Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option, the Montebello At-Grade Option and
the Montebello MSF

Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option, the Montebello At-Grade Option, and
the Montebello MSF (LPA)

Alternative 3 (LPA) is described in greater detail in this section. Followed by additional information on

Alternative. A complete description of Alternative 1 is provided in Chapter 2, Project Description, of the
Recirculated Draft EIR.
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Consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 1526.6(e), Metro also identified a No Project Alternative that
was evaluated in the Recirculated Draft EIR. The No Project Alternative is summarized in Section

ES.4.4.

ES.4.1 LPA

The LPA would extend the Metro E Line approximately 4.6 miles east from the current terminus at
Atlantic Boulevard to an at-grade terminal station at the Greenwood station in the city of Montebello.
The LPA would include a relocated open-air shallow underground Atlantic station and three new
stations: Atlantic/Whittier (underground), Commerce/Citadel (underground), and Greenwood (at-
grade). The LPA would have approximately 3.0 miles of underground, o.5 miles of aerial, and 1.1 miles
of at-grade alignment. The LPA is shown on Figure ES.1.

An MSF and other ancillary facilities, including overhead catenary system (OCS), tracks, cross
passages, ventilation structures, traction power substations (TPSS), track crossovers, emergency
generators, radio tower poles and equipment shelters, and other facilities, would also be constructed
along the Project alignment.

ES.4.1.1  Project Alignment and Stations

The guideway would begin at the eastern end of the existing East Los Angeles Civic Center Station,
transitioning from at-grade to underground at the intersection of South La Verne Avenue and East 31
Street. The guideway would then turn south and run beneath Atlantic Boulevard to approximately
Verona Street and Olympic Boulevard. The underground guideway would then curve southeast,
running under Smithway Street near the Citadel Outlets in the city of Commerce. After crossing
Saybrook Avenue, the guideway would daylight from underground to an aerial configuration to avoid
disrupting existing BNSF Railway tracks. The aerial guideway would continue parallel to Washington
Boulevard, then merge into the center median east of Garfield Avenue. At Yates Avenue, the guideway
would transition from aerial to an at-grade configuration, run along Washington Boulevard to Carob
Way, and then continue east in an at-grade configuration. The alignment would terminate at the at-
grade Greenwood station in the city of Montebello.
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Source: Metro; CDM Smith/AECOM )V, 2021. Figure ES.1. Locally Preferred Alternative
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The following stations would be constructed under the LPA:

Atlantic Pomona Open-Air Station — The Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would relocate the
existing Atlantic Station to a shallow underground open-air station with two side platforms
and a canopy. This station would be located beneath the existing triangular parcel bounded by
Atlantic Boulevard, Pomona Boulevard, and Beverly Boulevard. The existing parking structure
located north of the 31 Street and Atlantic Boulevard intersection would continue to serve this
station. In coordination with Metro Art, efforts would be made, as feasible, to relocate the
artwork from the existing Atlantic Station to the new Atlantic/Pomona Station.

Atlantic/Whittier — This station would be underground with a center platform located beneath
the intersection of Atlantic and Whittier Boulevards in East Los Angeles. Parking would not be
provided at this station. Access to the station would be provided via an entrance located on
the northwest corner of the Whittier Boulevard and Atlantic Boulevard intersection.

Commerce/Citadel — This station would be underground with a center platform located
beneath Smithway Street near the Citadel Outlets in the city of Commerce. Parking would not
be provided at this station. Access to the station would be provided via an entrance located
south of Smithway Street west of Gaspar Avenue.

Greenwood — This station would be at-grade with a center platform on Washington Boulevard
located just west of Greenwood Avenue in the city of Montebello. This station would have a
parking facility near the intersection of Greenwood Avenue and Washington Boulevard.

ES.4.1.2 Maintenance and Storage Facility

An MSF in the city of Montebello would be constructed to provide equipment and facilities to clean,
maintain, and repair rail cars, vehicles, tracks, and other components of the system. The MSF would
enable storage of light rail vehicles (LRVs) that are not in service and would connect to the mainline
with one lead track. The MSF would also provide office space for Metro rail operation staff,
administrative staff, and communications support staff. The MSF would be the primary physical
employment centers for rail operation employees, including train operators, maintenance workers,
supervisors, administrative, security personnel and other roles.

The Montebello MSF is located in the city of Montebello, north of Washington Boulevard and south of
Flotilla Street between Yates Avenue and S. Vail Avenue. The site is approximately 30 acres in size and
is bounded by S. Vail Avenue to the east, a warehouse structure along the south side of Flotilla Street
to the north, Yates Avenue to the west, and a warehouse rail line to the south. Additional acreage
would be needed to accommodate the lead track and construction staging.

The guideway alignment with the Montebello MSF would daylight from an underground to an aerial
configuration west of the intersection of Gayhart Street and Washington Boulevard. The lead tracks
would be in an at-grade configuration from Washington Boulevard, paralleling S. Vail Avenue and
remain at-grade to connect to the Montebello MSF. Through access on Acco Street to Vail Avenue
would be eliminated and cul-de-sacs would be provided on each side of the lead tracks to ensure that
access to businesses in this area is maintained.

The Montebello MSF would require the acquisition of several properties with commercial and
industrial uses. The parcels within the Montebello MSF and in the vicinity are classified as Heavy
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Manufacturing under the city of Montebello zoning code. A significant portion of the Montebello MSF
is occupied by an industrial/commercial paving business.

ES.4.1.3 Ancillary Facilities

The LPA would require a number of additional elements to support vehicle operations, including but
not limited to the OCS, tracks, crossovers, cross passages, ventilation structures, TPSS, train control
houses, electric power switches and auxiliary power rooms, communications rooms, radio tower poles
and equipment shelters, and the MSF. The LPA would have an underground alignment of
approximately 3 miles in length between La Verne and Saybrook Avenue. Per Metro’s Fire Life Safety
Criteria, ventilation shafts and emergency fire exits would be installed along the tunnel portion of the
alignment. These would be located at the underground stations or public right-of-way (ROW). The
aerial and at-grade alignment would travel along the median of the roadway for most of the route. The
precise location of ancillary facilities would be determined in a subsequent design phase.

ES.4.1.4 Design Refinements

As described in Section ES.3, following the action of the Metro Board and receipt and review of public
comments on the Recirculated Draft EIR, the conceptual engineering of the Project has continued to
progress. The following refinements to the overall project design and performance that have occurred
subsequent to publication of the Recirculated Draft EIR. The Design Refinements, which are fully
evaluated in Chapter 2 of the Final EIR, are not considerably different from Build Alternatives and
design options analyzed in the Recirculated Draft EIR. Chapter 2 of the Final EIR includes an
evaluation of the refinements and determines that the refinements would not result in any material
difference in impacts compared to those described for Alternative 3 in the Recirculated Draft EIR, and
would not involve new significant environmental impacts or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified impacts.

Guideway Refinement — an optional refinement of the aerial and at-grade guideway
configurations where the aerial tracks would transition from an aerial to an at-grade
configuration further east of the location evaluated under the base Alternative 1 and 3 in
Recirculated Draft EIR and further west of the location evaluated under the Montebello At-
Grade Option evaluated for Alternative 1 and 3 in the Recirculated Draft EIR. The lead tracks
to the MSF would be aerial as evaluated for the base Alternative 1 and 3 in the Recirculated
Draft EIR.

Crossover Refinements — four new or revised crossover locations from those evaluated in the
Recirculated Draft EIR (four locations are applicable to Alternative 1 and three locations are
applicable to Alternative 3).

Maravilla crossover (Optional for Alternative 1 and Alternative 3) — a new at-grade
crossover in the existing Line E tracks on 314 Street between Arizona Avenue and Kern
Avenue, west of East L.A. Civic Center Station, located outside of the alignment but within
the DSA studied in the Recirculated Draft EIR.

Atlantic/Whittier Station crossover (Alternative 1 and Alternative 3 component) — a new
underground crossover just north of the proposed Atlantic/Whittier station that increases
the size of the underground station footprint that was analyzed in the Recirculated Draft
EIR.
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Greenwood crossovers (Alternative 1 and Alternative 3 component with the Montebello At-
Grade Option or Guideway Refinement) — at-grade crossover west of Greenwood station
and crossover east of Greenwood station that is west of the crossover location analyzed in
the Recirculated Draft EIR.

Lambert crossover (Alternative 1 component) — a new at-grade crossover and tail tracks
south of the Alternative 1 terminus at Lambert station. This crossover is applicable to
Alternative 1 but not applicable to the Project.

ES.4.2 Alternative 1

Alternative 1 would include the same Project components as the LPA described above, however, it
would extend the at-grade Project alignment for approximately 4.5 miles eastward to a terminus at
Lambert station in the city of Whittier. The Alternative 1 alignment would cross the Rio Hondo and San
Gabriel River and the Rio Hondo Spreading Grounds, and the existing San Gabriel River and Rio
Hondo bridges on Washington Boulevard would be replaced with new bridges designed to carry both
the LRT facility and the four-lane roadway. Alternative 1 would also cross below the Interstate (1) 605
overpass on Washington Boulevard.

The Alternative 1 alighment includes the following three additional stations:

Rosemead — This station would be at-grade with a center platform located in the center of
Washington Boulevard west of Rosemead Boulevard in the city of Pico Rivera. This station
would provide a surface parking facility near the intersection of Rosemead and Washington
Boulevards. Access to the station would be provided through an entrance located west of the
Rosemead Boulevard and Washington Boulevard intersection. A secondary entrance would be
located on the western side of the station platform that would be accessible with a mid-block

I s station would be at-grade with a center platform located in the median of
Washington Boulevard east of Norwalk Boulevard in the city of Santa Fe Springs. This station
would provide a surface parking facility near the intersection of Norwalk and Washington
Boulevards. Access to the station would be provided via an entrance located east of Norwalk
Boulevard and a secondary station entrance west of Boer Avenue.

Lambert — This station would be at-grade with a [JJp'atform located south of Washington
Boulevard just west of Lambert Road in the city of Whittier. This station would provide a

surface parking facility near the intersection of Lambert Road and Washington Boulevard.
Two entrances to the station would be provided at each end of the platform.

ES.4.3 Construction, Operations, and Permit
Requirements

The following description of project construction and operations and required permits and approvals
applies to both the LPA and Alternative 1 unless otherwise specified.
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ES.4.3.1 Description of Construction

The major construction activities include guideway construction (underground, aerial, and at-grade);
decking and tunnel boring for the underground guideway; station construction; demolition; utility
relocation and installation work; street improvements including sidewalk reconstruction and traffic
signal installation; retaining walls; LRT operating systems installation including TPSS and OCS;
parking facilities; the MSF; and construction of other ancillary facilities. Alternative 1 would also
include bridge demolition and bridge construction, including construction work within the Rio Hondo,
Rio Hondo Spreading Grounds, and San Gabriel River, and work within the California Department of
Transportation (CALTRANS) right-of-way.

In addition to adhering to regulatory compliance, the development of the LPA or Alternative 1 would
employ conventional construction methods, techniques, and equipment. All work for the development
of the LRT system would conform to accepted industry specifications and standards, including Best
Management Practices (BMPs). Project engineering and construction would, at minimum, be
completed in conformance with the regulations, guidelines, and criteria, including, but not limited to,
Metro Rail Design Criteria (MRDC) (Metro 2018), California Building Code, Metro Operating Rules,
and Metro Sustainability Principles.

The construction is expected to last approximately 60 to 84 months. Construction activities would
shift along the corridor so that overall construction activities should be relatively short in duration at
any one point. Most construction activities would occur during daytime hours. For specialized
construction tasks, it may be necessary to work during nighttime hours to minimize traffic disruptions.
Traffic control and pedestrian control during construction would follow local jurisdiction guidelines
and the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) standards. Typical roadway construction
traffic control methods and devices would be followed including the use of signage, roadway
markings, flagging, and barricades to regulate, warn, or guide road users. Properties adjacent to the
Project’s alignment would be used for construction staging. The laydown and storage areas for
construction equipment and materials would be established in the vicinity within parking facilities,
and/or on parcels that would be acquired for the proposed stations and MSF. Construction staging
areas would be used to store building materials, construction equipment, assemble the tunnel boring
machine (TBM), temporary storage of excavated materials, and serve as temporary field offices for the
contractor.

ES.4.3.2 Description of Operations

The operating hours and schedules would be comparable to the weekday, Saturday and Sunday, and
holiday schedules for the Metro E Line (effective 2019). It is anticipated that trains would operate every
day from 4:00 am to 1:30 am. On weekdays, trains would operate approximately every 5 to 10 minutes
during peak hours, every 10 minutes mid-day and until 8:00 pm, and every 15 minutes in the early
morning and after 8:00 pm. On weekends, trains would operate every 10 minutes from 9:00 am to
6:30 pm, every 15 minutes from 7:00 am to 9:00 am and from 6:30 pm to 7:30 pm, and every 20
minutes before 7:00 am and after 7:30 pm. These operational headways are consistent with Metro
design requirements for future rail services.
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ES.4.3.3 Required Permits and Approvals

Metro will comply with all applicable federal, state, and local environmental regulations and will
responsibly and reasonably mitigate significant environmental impacts resulting from the LPA in
accordance with Metro policies and applicable laws. The Project would require various environmental
permits and/or approvals. Table ES-1 and Table ES-2 list the anticipated agency/jurisdiction and
permit/approval required for the LPA.

Table ES-1. Required Agency/|urisdiction Approvals

USACE Section 404, 408 Alternative 1
CDFW 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement Alternative 1
. Al :
Caltrans Permit approvals for encroachment on I-605 ternative 1
DTSC Hazardous materials cleanup Alternative 1 and LPA
CPUC Grade Separations, Crossings, State Safety Oversight Alternative 1 and LPA

Certification of Recirculated Draft EIR, adoption of Findings and | Alternative 1 and LPA
Statement of Overriding Considerations, adoption of the

Metro - . .
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program as Lead Agency
under CEQA
Key:
Caltrans = California Department of Transportation CDFW = California Department of Fish and Wildlife
CEQA = California Environmental Quality Act CPUC= California Public Utilities Commission
DTSC = Department of Toxic Substance Control MMRP= Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

USCACE = United States Army Corps of Engineers

Table ES-2. Required Agency/|urisdiction Permits

NPDES Dewatering permit, Los Alternative 1 and LPA
State Water Resources Control Angeles Coun.ty M54 NPDES F.’a.ckage,
Board Industrial General Permit;
Construction General Permit and
SWPPP
Regional Water Quality Control Section 401 Alternative 1
Boards
Consultation to identify best practices Alternative 1 and LPA
SCAQMD for construction emissions, Clean Air
Act Title V permit (if required)
BNSF Railroad Encroachment permits Alternative 1 and LPA
UPRR Encroachment permits Alternative 1 and LPA
Los Angeles County Flood Permits Alternative 1
Control District
Los Angeles County Department Permits Alternative 1 and LPA
of Public Works !
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Los Angeles County Sanitation . Alternative 1 and LPA
S Permits
Districts
Los Angeles County and cities of Alternative 1 (all jurisdictions)
Commerce, Montebello, Pico Permits and/or discretionary actions and LPA (Los Angeles County,
Rivera, Santa Fe Springs, and required cities of Commerce and
Whittier Montebello)
Key:
BNSF = Burlington Northern Santa Fe MS4 = Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System
NPDES= National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System SCAQMD = Southern Coast Air Quality Management District
SWPPP = Stormwater pollution prevention plan UPRR = Union Pacific Railroad

ES.4.4 No Project Alternative

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines," the No Project Alternative establishes impacts that would reasonably
be expected to occur in the foreseeable future if the Project were not approved. The No Project
Alternative would maintain existing transit service and include planned regional projects through the
year 2042. No new transportation infrastructure would be built within the GSA aside from projects
currently under construction or funded for construction and operation by 2042 via Measure R or
Measure M sales tax measures that were approved by voters. The No Project Alternative would include
highway and transit projects identified for funding in Metro’s 2020 LRTP and Southern California
Association of Governments (SCAG) Connect SoCal 2020-2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable
Communities Strategy (2020 RTP/SCS).

ES.5 Environmental Analysis

The EIR identifies the potential environmental impacts of the Project alternatives and discusses design
features or mitigation measures that would avoid or substantially reduce these impacts to less than
significant levels. Project measures are incorporated as part of the Build Alternatives and consists of
design features, best management practices, or other measures required by law and/or permit
approvals. Mitigation measures are the additional actions, not otherwise part of the Build Alternatives
that would be applied to avoid, minimize, or compensate for significant impacts identified. Mitigation
measures are required where significant impacts have been identified based on the impact analyses
for operation or construction of the Build Alternatives. The LPA and Alternative 1 have one impact that
cannot be mitigated and would remain significant and unavoidable. An overall summary of
environmental impacts is presented in Section ES.7.

According to the environmental impact analysis for the LPA and Alternative 1, there are no feasible
mitigation measures to reduce significant impacts on paleontological resources (Impact GEO-5) to
less than significant. Further, according to the environmental impact analysis, there are also no
feasible measures to reduce the Project's cumulatively significant contribution to the cumulatively
significant impacts on paleontological resources (Impact GEO-5). As such, the construction of the
Project would result in significant and unavoidable impacts related Paleontological Resources (Impact
GEO-5) as discussed in Section 3.6 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

The No Project Alternative would not result in the same significant environmental impacts of the
Project; however, the No Project Alternative would have the greatest number of significant and

1 California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3, Section 15126.6(¢) (2).
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unavoidable impacts to environmental resources as this alternative would be inconsistent and conflict
with regional and local programs, plans, ordinances, and policies related to air quality, GHG, Land
Use, and transportation.

Table ES-3 provides a comparison of those resources that have significant and unavoidable impacts
under the LPA, Alternative 1, and the No Project Alternative and identifies the impact determination for
each. An overall summary of environmental impacts for the LPA, Alternative 1, and the No Project
Alternative is presented in Section ES.7.

Table ES-3. Comparison of Impact Determinations by Alternative for Environmental
Resources with Significant and Unavoidable Impacts

Environment Resource with Significant and Unavoidable Impacts

Geology,
Alternative Seismicity, ~
Air Quality Soils, and Greenhogse Land Use TransportaFlon
. Gas Emissions and Traffic
Paleontological
Resources
No Project Alternative SuU NI SuU SuU Su
Alternative 1’ LTS SuU LTS LTS LTSM
LPA LTS SuU LTS LTS LTSM
Source: CDM Smith/AECOM |V, 2022.

Note:

1 Alternative 1 with the Montebello MSF site option would have greater severity and number of impacts that would need to be mitigated
compared to the LPA, given its longer at-grade alignment and number of potential stations.

Key: NI = No Impact; LTS = Less Than Significant; LTSM — Less Than Significant with Mitigation; SU = Significant and Unavoidable

ES.6  Alternatives to Reduce Significant
Impacts

CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(a) requires an EIR to "describe a range of reasonable alternatives to
the project, or to the location of the project, which would feasibly attain most of the basic objectives of
the project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project, and
evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives." The CEQA Guidelines emphasize that the
selection of the project alternatives should be based primarily on the ability to reduce significant
impacts relative to Project "even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the attainment of
the project objectives or would be more costly." The CEQA Guidelines further direct that the range of
alternatives by guided by a "rule of reason," such that only those alternatives necessary to permit a
reasoned choice are analyzed. Based on an analysis of these alternatives, an environmentally superior
alternative is identified.
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ES.6.1 Environmentally Superior Alternative

Under Section 15126.6(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, an “environmentally superior alternative” must be
identified in order to determine which alternative possesses an overall environmental advantage when
compared to all other alternatives evaluated in the Recirculated Draft EIR. The environmentally
superior alternative can inform decisionmakers as part of the Project approval process. However,
Metro is not required under CEQA to select the environmentally superior alternative as the locally
approved project.

Based on the environmental analysis presented in the Recirculated Draft EIR, Alternative 3 with the
Montebello MSF site option, with or without the design alternatives, was identified as the
environmentally superior alternative as it would result in a lower number of significant and
unavoidable impacts compared to Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 with the Commerce MSF site option, and
smaller level of environmental effects when compared to the full build of the Alternative 1 with
Montebello MSF site option.

All Build Alternatives, design options, and MSF site options would have significant and unavoidable
impacts during construction relative to paleontological resources, as shown in Table ES-3. While this
impact would be similar for all Build Alternatives and options, the severity of impacts and applicability
of mitigation measures relative to other resources areas help distinguish environmental superiority
among alternatives.

ES.7 Summary of Environmental Impacts
and Mitigation

Table ES-4 provides an overall summary of environmental impacts for the two Build Alternatives
advanced in the Final EIR.2 Table ES-5 provides impact evaluations for each environmental resource
assessed in the Final EIR for the two advanced Build Alternatives before and after mitigation.
Mitigation measures are actions required to reduce the adverse effect(s) identified in the
Environmental Impact Report. Revisions to mitigation measures are shown in Chapter 3 of the Final
EIR. Final mitigation measures are provided in Chapter 5 of the Final EIR.

2 These alternatives include Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option, the Montebello At-Grade Option and the Montebello MSF
and Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option, the Montebello At-Grade Option, and the Montebello MSF (LPA).
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Table ES-4. Summary of Impacts by Environmental Resource

Issions

Alternative

Materials
Land Use
Recreation
Resources
Impacts

Em

Tribal Cultural

4 2
iz S
=} (04
3 =
< <

Transportation

Biological Resources
Cultural Resources
Energy Resources
Geology and Soils
Green House Gas
Hazards and Haz-
Hydrology and Water
Noise and Vibration
Population and
Public Services and
Utilities and Service
Growth Inducing

No Project Alternative

H

Alt v LTS LTS |LTSM | LTSM | LTS LTS |LTSM | LTSM | LTS [LTSM | LTS LTS |LTSM | LTSM | LTS LTS

LPA> LTS LTS |LTSM | LTSM | LTS LTS |LTSM | LTSM | LTS [LTSM | LTS LTS |LTSM | LTSM | LTS LTS

Source: CDM Smith/AECOM |V, 2022.

Notes:
1 Includes Alternative 1 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option, the Montebello At-Grade Option and the Montebello MSF

2 The LPA includes Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option, the Montebello At-Grade Option, and the Montebello MSF.
Key: NI = No Impact; LTS = Less Than Significant; LTSM = Less Than Significant with Mitigation; SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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Table ES-5. Summary of Impact Evaluation of Recirculated Draft EIR

Alt1: | Less Than Significant None IS_;?S:ifT?aa:t

AESA Vistas Lg ™
LPA: | Less Than Significant None ess _han
Significant
. . Alt 1: No Impact None No Impact
AES-2 Scenic Highways LPA: No Impact None No Impact
Aesthetics Alt1: | Less Than Significant None IS_ies:if-‘:—?aa:t

AES-3 Visual Character Lg ™
LPA: Less Than Significant None ess han
Significant
Alt1: | Less Than Significant None gfsr?ifTichaa:t

AES-4 Light and Glare 3 & ™
LPA: | Less Than Significant None ess _han
Significant
Alt1: | Less Than Significant None IS_ies:i;—?aa:t

AQ-1 Air Quality Plan Lg ™
LPA: Less Than Significant None ess _han
Significant
. - Alt1: | Less Than Significant None L.ess.Than
AQ-2 Regional Criteria Significant
Pollutant Emissions iy Less Than

LPA: Less Than Significant None S
Significant
Air Quality Alt1: | Less Than Significant None Less Than
AQ- Localized Pollutant Significant
3 Concentrations C Less Than
LPA: Less Than Significant None o

Significant
Alt1: | Less Than Significant None L.ess.Than
. Significant

AQ-4 Other Emissions Loss Th
LPA: | Less Than Significant None ess _han
Significant
HR-1 Human Health Risks Alt1: | Less Than Significant None L‘ess"!'han
Significant
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LPA: | Less Than Significant None L.ess.Than
Significant
MM BIO-1 (Bat Emergence Surveys)
. o MM BIO-2 (Bat Nestm.g Survey) Less Than
Alt1: | Potentially Significant | MM BIO-3 (Bat Exclusion Plan and Sionif
) Ignificant
BIO-1 Protected Species Measures)
MM BIO-4 (Bird Nesting Survey)
. Lo . . Less Than
LPA: | Potentially Significant {¢ MM BIO-4 (Bird Nesting Survey) Significant
MM BIO-5 (Invasive Plant and
Infectious Tree Disease Mitigation Less Than
Biological Riparian Habitat/ Alt1: | Potentially Significant | Plan) Significant
RIO ogica BIO-2 Sensitive Natural MM BIO-6 (Tire Cleaning to reduce &
esources Communities spread of Invasive Species)
LPA: Less than Significant None L.ess.Than
Significant
Movement of . - Less Than
BIO-3 Fish and Wildlife Alt1: | Less than Significant None Significant
Species LPA: No Impact None No Impact
Alt1: | Less Than Significant None giesrfifTi?aar:]t
BIO-4 Policies/ Ordinances Lg ™
LPA: | Less Than Significant None ess _han
Significant
MM CUL-1 (Protection Measures for
Alt1: | Potentially Significant the Golden Gate Th.eatre) L.ess.Than
Cetor MM CUL-4 (Protection Measures for Significant
CUL Historical Resources .
Dal Rae Restaurant Sign)
. . o MM CUL-1 (Protection Measures for Less Than
Cultural LPA: | Potentially Significant the Golden Gate Theatre) Significant
Resources MM CUL-7 (Site of the Battle of Rio San
Alt1: | Potentially Significant Gabriel Less Than
CUL2 Archaeological ’ Yol MM CUL-8 (Unknown Archaeological Significant
Resources Resources)
LPA: | Potentially Significant MM CUL-8 (Unknown Archaeological L‘ess‘Than
Resources) Significant
April 2024 Final EIR ES-18
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. Alt1: | Potentially Significant e MM CUL-9 (U.nant|C|pated Discovery of L.ess.Than
CUL3 Disturbance of Human Human Remains) Significant
3 R H i . . .

emains LPA: | Potentially Significant |* MM CUL-9 (U.nant|C|pated Discovery of L.ess.Than
Human Remains) Significant
Alt1: | Less Than Significant None L'ess.Than
. Significant

ENG-1 Energy Consumption Less Th
LPA: Less Than Significant None ess nan
Energy Significant
Alt1: | Less Than Significant None L.ess.Than
Significant

ENG-2 Energy Plans Less Th
LPA: Less Than Significant None ess Jhan
Significant
o Alt1: | Less Than Significant None L.ess.Than
GEO-1 Exposure todSelsmlc Significant

Hazards

z LPA: Less Than Significant None L'ess.'!'han
Significant
Alt1: | Less Than Significant None IS_ies:i;—?aa:t

Ceol Soll GEO-2 Soil Erosion Lg T
eology, Soils, . o ess Than
Seismicity, and LPA: Less Than Significant None Significant

Paleontological

Resourcgls Alt1: | Less Than Significant None giesrfifTi?aar:]t

GEO-3 Soil Stability Lg =
LPA: Less Than Significant None ess han
Significant
Alt1: | Less Than Significant None L.ess"!'han
: : Significant

GEO-4 Expansive Soils Less Th
LPA: Less Than Significant None ess han
Significant
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e MM GEO-1 (retaining a qualified

paleontologist and a qualified
paleontological monitor)

Significant
Unavoidable when
tunneling using a

]IC\/IM |6an2 (abililty tofrea(ciiily salvage TBM;
e o i iment)
At | Potentially Significant | [0SSis and samples of sedimen
! otenmtatly significant | vim GEO-3 (ability to identify and ] L.erss Than
permanently preserve specimens) S|hgn|ﬂcant for all
MM GEO-4 (ability to curate specimen other cdogstructlon
to a professional accredited museum an l:,rmg
CEO- Paleontological repository) operations
5 Resources MM GEO-1 (retaining a qualified Significant
paleontologist and a.qualiﬂed Unavoidable when
paleontological monitor) tunneling using a
MM GEO-2 (ability to readily salvage TBM;
. L fossils and samples of sediment)
LPA: | Potentially Significant
orentialy ignitican MM GEO-3 (ability to identify and _ Less Than
permanently preserve specimens) SLgmﬁcant for all
MM GEO-4 (ability to curate specimen other cdo(r;structlon
to a professional accredited museum and during
repository) operations
Alt 1 Less Than Significant None ls_ies:igct]aa:t
GHG-1 Emission Generation Lg T
_ ess Than
Greenhouse LPA: Less Than Significant None Significant
Gas Emissi
as Emissions Alt1: | Less Than Significant None éfsrfi;:—:aar:]t
GHG-2 Conflicts ——t
LPA: Less Than Significant None ess _han
Significant
Hazards and Transport, Storage, Alt 1 Less Than Significant None lS_ies:igchaar?t
Hazardous HAZ-1 Use, or Disposal of & .
Materials Hazardous Materials LPA: Less Than Significant None L.ess.T an
Significant
April 2024 Final EIR ES-20
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e MM HAZ-1 (Phase Il Environmental

Site Assessment)
MM HAZ-2 (Soil and Groundwater
Management Plan)

. N e MM HAZ-3 (Contractor Specifications Less Than
Altr: | Potentially Significant for Hazard301(,|s Materials)p Significant
MM HAZ-4 (Safety Manuals and
Construction Work Plans)
MM HAZ-5 (Hazardous Building
HAZ-o Release of Hazardous Survey and Abatement)
Materials MM HAZ-1 (Phase Il Environmental
Site Assessment)
MM HAZ-2 (Soil and Groundwater
Management Plan)
: o o MM HAZ-3 (Contractor Specifications Less Than
LPA: | Potentially Significant for Hazard3oEJs Materials)p Significant
MM HAZ-4 (Safety Manuals and
Construction Work Plans)
MM HAZ-5 (Hazardous Building
Survey and Abatement)
Hazardous Materials Alt1: | Less Than Significant None IS_ies:igct]aa:t
HAZ-3 Within One-Quarter g
Mile of a School LPA: | Less Than Significant None Less Than
Significant
MM HAZ-1 (Phase Il Environmental
Site Assessment)
MM HAZ-2 (Soil and Groundwater
. Management Plan)
Hazardous Materials P
HAZ-4 Sites (Government Alt1: | Potentially Significant * MM HAZ3 (Contract.or Specifications L.ess.Than
Code Section 65962.5) for Hazardous Materials) Significant
MM HAZ-4 (Safety Manuals and
Construction Work Plans)
MM HAZ-5 (Hazardous Building
Survey and Abatement)
April 2024 Final EIR ES-21
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MM HAZ-1 (Phase Il Environmental
Site Assessment)

MM HAZ-2 (Soil and Groundwater
Management Plan)

. . N e MM HAZ-3 (Contractor Specifications Less Than
LPA: | Potentially Significant for Hazardous Materials) Significant
o MM HAZ-4 (Safety Manuals and
Construction Work Plans)
e MM HAZ-5 (Hazardous Building
Survey and Abatement)
. Alt 1 No Impact None No Impact
HAZ-5 | Airport Land Use Plans =5, No Impact None No Impact
Emergency Response or | Alt 1: Less Than Significant None L.ess.Than
; Significant
HAZ-6 Emergency Evacuation Less Than
Plan LPA: Less Than Significant None o
Significant
. Alt 1: No Impact None No Impact
HAZ7 Wildland Hazards LPA: No Impact None No Impact
e MM HWQ-1 (Work Area Isolation at
Rio Hondo, Rio Hondo Spreading
Grounds, or San Gabriel River)
: I . Less Than
Alt1: | Potentially Significant [ MM HAZ-2 (Soil and Groundwater Sionif
ignificant
Management Plan)
HWQ-1 Water Quality e MM HAZ-3 (Contractor Specifications
for Hazardous Materials)
e MM HAZ-2 (Soil and Groundwater
Hydrology a.nd LPA: | Potentially Significant Management Plan) . L.ess.Than
Water Quality e MM HAZ-3 (Contractor Specifications Significant
for Hazardous Materials)
. . - e MM HWQ-2 (Compensatory Mitigation Less Than
Groundwater Supplies Alta: | Potentially Significant due to LRT Bridge Piers) Significant
HWQ-2 and Recharge Less Th
& LPA: Less Than Significant None ess han
Significant
o MM HWQ-1 (Work Area Isolation at Less Than
HWQ-3(i) | Erosion and Siltation Alt1: | Potentially Significant | Rio Hondo, Rio Hondo Spreading S
ST Significant
Grounds, or San Gabriel River)
April 2024 Final EIR ES-22
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LPA: | Less Than Significant None L.ess.Than
Significant
Alt1: | Less Than Significant None IS_ieSnSifTict]aa:t
HWQ-3(ii) Surface Runoff Lg T
LPA: | Less Than Significant None ess _han
Significant
Alt1: | Less Than Significant None IS_ies:if-‘:—?aar?t
HWQ-3(iii) | Stormwater Drainage Lg ™
LPA: Less Than Significant None ess nan
Significant
. . _— ¢ MM HWQ-2 (Compensatory Mitigation Less Than
HWQ-3(iv) Flood Flows Altr: | Potentially Significant due to LRT Bridge Piers) Significant
LPA: No Impact None No Impact
o Less Than
HWQ-4 Inundation Alt1: | Less Than Significant None Significant
LPA: No Impact None No Impact
o MM HWQ-1 (Work Area Isolation at
Rio Hondo, Rio Hondo Spreading
Grounds, or San Gabriel River)
) Lo . Less Than
Alt1: | Potentially Significant [ MM HAZ-2 (Soil and Groundwater Sionifi
ignificant
Management Plan)
HWQ-5 Water Management e MM HAZ-3 (Contractor Specifications
for Hazardous Materials)
e MM HAZ-2 (Soil and Groundwater
LPA: Potentially Significant Management Plan) o L.ess"!'han
e MM HAZ-3 (Contractor Specifications Significant
for Hazardous Materials)
N Less Than
LUP-1 Dividing an Established Alta: | Less Than Significant None Significant
’ Community e Less Than
Land Use and LPA: Less Than Significant None Significant
Plannin
e . Alt1: | Less Than Significant None L‘ess‘Than
LUP-> Plan, Policy or Significant
) Regulati
eguiation LPA: Less Than Significant None L‘ess"!'han
Significant
April 2024 Final EIR ES-23
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Environmental Impacts After

Impact Evaluated Impact Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures Needed

Topic Mitigation

e MM NOI-1 (Construction Noise Plan
and Noise Monitoring Plan)

¢ MM NOI-2 (Cast-in-Drilled-Hole
Construction Methodology)

e MM NOI-3 (Noise Barriers)

e MM NOI-4 (Construction Staging
Area)

e MM NOI-5 (Haul Routes)

¢ MM NOI-6 (Best Available Control
NOI-1 Ambient Noise Alt1: | Potentially Significant | Technologies)

¢ MM NOI-7 (Replaced by MM NOI-1)

e MM NOI-8 (Public Notification of
Construction Operations and
Schedules)

¢ MM NOI-g (Tunneling Boring Machine
Spoil Removal Equipment)

¢ MM NOI-10 (Construction Staging)

e MM NOI-11 (Placement of Tunnel Vent
Fans)

Less Than
Significant

Noise and
Vibration

April 2024 Final EIR ES-24
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Environmental
Topic

Impact Evaluated

Impact Before Mitigation

Mitigation Measures Needed

Impacts After
Mitigation

MM NOI-1 (Construction Noise Plan
and Noise Monitoring Plan)

MM NOI-2 (Cast-in-Drilled-Hole
Construction Methodology)

MM NOI-3 (Noise Barriers)

MM NOI-4 (Construction Staging
Area)

MM NOI-5 (Haul Routes)

MM NOI-6 (Best Available Control

NOI-1 Ambient Noise LPA: | Potentially Significant | Technologies) ls_fgs:if-‘:—:aannt

MM NOI-7 (Replaced by MM NOI-1)
MM NOI-8 (Public Notification of
Construction Operations and
Schedules)
MM NOI-g (Tunneling Boring Machine
Spoil Removal Equipment)
MM NOI-10 (Construction Staging)
MM NOI-11 (Placement of Tunnel Vent
Fans)
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NOI-2

Ground Borne Vibration

Alt 1:

Potentially Significant

MM NOI-2 (Cast-in-Drilled-Hole
Construction Methodology)

MM NOI-4 (Construction Staging
Area)

MM NOI-5 (Haul Routes)

MM NOI-7 (Replaced by MM NOI-1)
MM NOI-8 (Public Notification of
Construction Operations and
Schedules)

e MM NOI-g (Tunneling Boring Machine

Spoil Removal Equipment)

MM NOI-12 (High Resilience Track
Support Systems)

MM NOI-13 (Gapless Switches)
MM NOI-14 (Vibration Pre-
Construction Survey)

MM NOI-15 (Construction Vibration
Plan and Vibration Monitoring Plan)

Less Than
Significant

NOI-2

Ground Borne Vibration

LPA:

Potentially Significant

MM NOI-2 (Cast-in-Drilled-Hole
Construction Methodology)

MM NOI-4 (Construction Staging
Area)

MM NOI-5 (Haul Routes)

MM NOI-7 (Replaced by MM NOQI-1)
MM NOI-8 (Public Notification of
Construction Operations and
Schedules)

e MM NOI-g (Tunneling Boring Machine

Spoil Removal Equipment)

MM NOI-12 (High Resilience Track
Support Systems)

MM NOI-13 (Gapless Switches)
MM NOI-14 (Vibration Pre-
Construction Survey)

MM NOI-15 (Construction Vibration
Plan and Vibration Monitoring Plan)

Less Than
Significant

April 2024
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: Alt1: | Less Than Significant None L.ess.fThan
PPH- Unplanned Pohpulatlon Significant
Populati d Growt

Op: ation an row LPA: Less Than Significant None L.ess.Than
ousing Significant
: Alt 1: No Impact None No Impact
PPH-2 Displacement LPA: No Impact None No Impact
Alt1: | Less Than Significant None IS_ies:if-‘:—?aar?t

PSR-1 Public Services Lg T
LPA: Less Than Significant None Siegs:iﬂcaannt
Public Services Alt1: | Less Than Significant None L.ess.Than
and Recreation . Significant

PSR-2 Increased Recreation Less Th
LPA: Less Than Significant None Siegsnsiﬂcaar:]t
PSR New Recreation Alt 1: No Impact None No Impact
3 Facilities LPA: No Impact None No Impact
. - ' Less Than
. Conflict with Programs, Alt1: | Potentially Significant [ MM TRA-1 (Traffic Management Plan) Significant
Plans, and Policies . . ) Less Than
LPA: | Potentially Significant |¢ MM TRA-1 (Traffic Management Plan) Significant
o Less Than
. Conflict with CEQA Alt1: | Less Than Significant None Significant
’ Guidelines o Less Than
Transportation LPA: Less Than Significant None Significant

and Traffic
I : Alt1: | Less Than Significant None L.ess‘;han
TRA3 Design Habzlards or Significant
Incompatible Uses
pat LPA: | Less Than Significant None gfgsrfig?aa:t
Alt1: | Less Than Significant None L.ess.Than
TRA. Inadequate Emergency Significant
4 Access - Less Than
LPA: Less Than Significant None Significant
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MM TCR-1 (Tribal Cultural Resources
Training)

Alt 1: Potentially Significant MM TCR-z (Retain a Native American L.ess.Than
Monitor) Significant
MM TCR-3 (Unknown Tribal Cultural
TCR-1 Historical Resources Resources) -
MM TCR-1 (Tribal Cultural Resources
Training)
LPA: Potentially Significant MM TCR-z (Retain a Native American L.ess.Than
Monitor) Significant
MM TCR-3 (Unknown Tribal Cultural
Tribal Cultural Resources)
Resources MM TCR-1 (Tribal Cultural Resources
Training)
Alt 1: Potentially Significant MM TCR-z (Retain a Native American L.ess.Than
Monitor) Significant
MM TCR-3 (Unknown Tribal Cultural
TCR-2 Native Tribal Significance Resources) -
MM TCR-1 (Tribal Cultural Resources
Training)
LPA: Potentially Significant MM TCR-z (Retain a Native American L.ess.'!'han
Monitor) Significant
MM TCR-3 (Unknown Tribal Cultural
Resources)
. Alt1: | Less Than Significant None L.ess"!'han
UTL Relocation or Significant
- Construction
Hed LPA: | Less Than Significant None L.ess.Than
Significant
Ut.|||t|es and Alt1: | Less Than Significant None L.ess.Than
Service Systems . Significant
UTL-2 Water Supplies Lees TH
LPA: Less Than Significant None ess nan
Significant
UTL-3 Wastewater Alt1: | Less Than Significant None L‘ess"!'han
Significant
April 2024 Final EIR ES-28
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Environmental S P Impacts After
S Impact Evaluated Impact Before Mitigation Mitigation Measures Needed pacts ”
Topic Mitigation
LPA: Less Than Significant None L.ess.Than
Significant
Alt1: | Less Than Significant None ;‘fsnsig?aannt
UTL-4 Solid Waste . g =
LPA: | Less Than Significant None ess _han
Significant
o Less Than
. Alt1: | Less Than Significant None Significant
UTL-5 Regulations essTH
LPA: Less Than Significant None ess nan
Significant
Growth Alt1: | Less Than Significant None gfsnsig?aannt
Inc;(lj\gin GRW-1 Growth Inducing Lg Th
& LPA: | Less Than Significant None ess han
Significant
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5. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program

5.1 Introduction

Section 21081.6 of the California Public Resources Code requires that, upon certification of an EIR, a
lead agency must adopt a “reporting or monitoring program for the changes made to the project or
conditions of project approval, adopted in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the
environment.” As stated in Section 21081.6, the reporting or monitoring program must be designed to
ensure compliance during project implementation. Section 15097 of the CEQA Guidelines provides
additional direction on mitigation monitoring or reporting and identifies that a public agency may
delegate reporting or monitoring responsibilities to another public agency or private entity, but the
lead agency remains responsible for ensuring that implementation of the mitigation measure occurs.
As lead agency for the Project, Metro is responsible for administering and implementing the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP).

5.2 Purpose

The primary purpose of the MMRP is to ensure that the mitigation measures identified in the Final EIR
are implemented effectively reducing or avoiding significant adverse environmental impacts resulting
from Project implementation. The MMRP for the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project is
presented in tabular format, designed to ensure compliance with all mitigation measures identified in
the Final EIR. Each mitigation measure presented in the table is categorized by environmental topic
and mitigation number assigned in the Final EIR. The table identifies the following components for
each mitigation measure:

Monitoring Action: The criteria that would determine when the measure has been
accomplished and/or the monitoring actions to be undertaken to ensure the measure is
implemented

Responsible Party for Implementing Mitigation: The entity accountable for the action

Enforcement Agency and Monitoring Phase: The agency/ices responsible for overseeing the
implementation of mitigation, as well as the timing for implementation to occur

April 2024 Final EIR 5-1
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5.3  Applicability

As discussed in Chapter 1, on December 1, 2022, the Metro Board of Directors voted to advance
Alternative 1 with the design options and the Montebello maintenance and storage facility (MSF) and
Alternative 3 with the design options and the Montebello MSF (the Locally Preferred Alternative [LPA])
for further evaluation in this Final EIR. Table 5-1 constitutes the MMRP for Alternative 1 with the design
options and the Montebello MSF and Alternative 3 with the design options and the Montebello MSF.
The column titled “Applicable Alternative” identifies if the mitigation measures is applicable to
Alternative 1 only or if it is applicable to both Alternative 1 and Alternative 3. Several mitigation
measures that address biological resources, cultural resources, and hydrology and water quality are
only applicable to Alternative 1.

Table 5-2 provides project measures for the Project. Project measures are design features, best
management practices (BMPs), or other measures required by law and/or permit approvals. The
column titled “Applicable Alternative” identifies if the mitigation measures is applicable to Alternative
1only orifiit is applicable to both Alternative 1 and Alternative 3. Similar to mitigation measures,
certain project measures that address biological resources and hydrology and water quality are only
applicable to Alternative 1.

5.3.1  Mitigation Measures

April 2024 Final EIR 5-2
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Table 5-1. Alternative 1 and Alternative 3 with Design Options and Montebello MSF Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Biological Resources

MM BIO-1: Up to a year prior to demolition work occurring at bridges, and
in coordination with California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), bat
emergence surveys and nighttime surveys shall be conducted at each
affected bridge site to confirm whether bats are roosting on or within 100
feet of any of the bridges affected by construction activities. Surveys shall
include identification of any trees within 100 feet of the bridges affected by
construction activities that could provide hibernacula or nursery colony
roosting habitat. Surveys shall be scheduled by Metro or the contractor.
Surveys shall be conducted using ultrasonic detectors and night vision
technology in order to capture species and emergence locations. Surveys
shall include species classification of detected bat calls to help identify bat
species roosting within 100 feet of the construction area. If it is determined
that bat species are roosting on or within 100 feet of the bridges affected by
construction activities, MM BIO-3 shall be implemented.

Perform bat surveys
up to a year prior to
demolition work at
bridges. If bats are
present, implement
MM BIO-3.

Metro

Construction
contractor

1. Metro /
CDFW

2. Pre-
construction

MM BIO-2: Prior to demolition work occurring at bridges and outside of the
bird nesting season for cliff swallows (February 15 to September 15), inactive
swallow nests on or within 100 feet of the affected bridges shall be surveyed
by a qualified biologist to determine whether they are occupied by roosting
bats. Nests shall be removed prior to overwintering use by bats and in a
manner that ensures they do not fall to the ground or are otherwise
destroyed unless absence of bats is confirmed through inspection by a
qualified bat biologist.

Within 100 feet of
bridges to be
demolished, survey
inactive swallow
nests for roosting
bats. Unoccupied
nests to be
removed by
qualified biologist
and occupied nests
to be removed by
qualified biologist
in consultation with
CDFW.

Construction
contractor

1. Metro

2. Pre-
construction

April 2024
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MM BIO-3: If it is determined that bat species are roosting on or within 100
feet of the affected bridges, consultation with CDFW shall be conducted
prior to initiating construction, a CDFW-approved bat exclusion plan shall be
developed, and the following measures shall be implemented along with any
additional measures required by CDFW to avoid impacts on bat species:

At least six months prior to construction at the affected bridges,
alternative roosting sites shall be researched and surveyed by a
qualified biologist, and alternative bat habitat (e.g., concrete
Oregon wedge enclosure, bat houses, etc.) shall be developed and
installed, in coordination with CDFW, at nearby locations to
provide alternative habitat for bats displaced by project
construction.

Bat exclusion measures shall be explored and implemented on the
bridges and within 100 feet of the affected bridges including tree
roosts, or as determined by a qualified bat biologist, to the
maximum extent feasible to reduce the potential for bat presence
during construction. Bat exclusionary measures could include
expandable foam placed in expansion joints and crevices, and
sheet plastic fitted with one-way exits in areas where bats are
potentially roosting. Bat exclusion shall only be installed during the
fall and winter seasons, generally after September 30, to avoid
impacts on maternal and juvenile bats. No less than six weeks
prior to construction, a qualified biologist shall survey the area to
confirm that exclusionary measures have been successful and that
no bats remain in the exclusion area. If any bats remain within the
exclusion area, appropriate measures shall be developed and
implemented, in coordination with CDFW prior to construction at
the affected bridges, to prevent impacts on bats.

If bats are identified | Metro 1. Metro / 1
in accordance with i CDFW
MM BIO-1, consult | Construction

contractor 2. Pre-

with and get
approval from
CDFW on a bat
exclusion plan.
Measures identified
in the CDFW bat
exclusion plan to be
implemented by
qualified biologist
in consultation with
CDFW.

construction

MM BIO-4: Prior to the implementation of construction activities (e.g.,
demolition of structures, excavation, grading, construction of access roads)
that would result in removal of or disturbances to vegetation and structures
providing bird nesting habitat, prior to pile driving near active bird nests,
and prior to tree trimming during the maintenance period, the following
shall occur:

1. Metro 1
3/LPA

Construction
contractor

Implement
measures to avoid
nesting birds prior
to pile driving and
the construction
and maintenance

2. Pre-
construction
and

April 2024
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If construction is scheduled to occur during the bird nesting
season (generally February 15 through September 15, and as early
as January 1 for some raptors), vegetation that will be impacted by
the Project shall be removed in advance of the construction
activities and outside the nesting season, if feasible, to avoid take
of birds, raptors, or their eggs. If this is not feasible, prior to the
implementation of construction activities, one nesting bird survey
shall be conducted 72 hours prior to construction or maintenance
that shall remove or disturb suitable nesting habitat during the
breeding season. The survey shall be performed by a biologist with
experience conducting breeding bird surveys. The biologist shall
prepare a survey report within 24 hours of conducting the survey,
documenting the presence or absence of any active nest of a
migratory bird. If an active nest is located, an appropriate no-work
buffer shall be established and vegetation removal within the
buffer shall be postponed until the nest is vacated and juveniles
have fledged (minimum of six weeks after egg-laying) and when
there is no evidence of a second attempt at nesting. Buffers may
be as large as 300 feet for migratory bird nests and soo feet for
raptor nests.

The following shall occur if Alternative 1 is selected and approved:
Swallow Nesting and Exclusion. Demolition work occurring at
the Washington Boulevard bridges shall either occur outside of
the swallow nesting period (February 15 through September 15)
or Metro shall exclude swallows from areas along the bridges
where demolition activities would cause nest damage or
abandonment (i.e., on any part of the bridges) using netting.
The netting shall remain in place until August 1 or until
construction activities at the site are complete. The netting
shall be anchored such that swallows cannot attach their nests
to the structure through gaps in the net. If swallows begin
building nests on the structure after net installation, the mud
placed by the swallows shall be removed and the net's integrity
repaired.

period that would
remove or disturb
vegetation and
structures
providing bird
nesting habitat

If construction
would occur during
nesting season,
remove vegetation
prior to nesting
season or conduct
nesting bird survey.
If active nests are
identified, establish
a no-work buffer
around the nest.

For Alternative 1,
Schedule
construction
outside the swallow
nesting period
(February 15
through September
15) or exclude
swallows from
areas where
construction
activities cause nest
damage or
abandonment.

If demolition of
bridges occurs
between February
15 and September

maintenance
period

April 2024
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Swallow Nesting Inspection. If demolition of the Washington
Boulevard bridges occurs between February 15 through
September 15, the portion of the bridges where construction
activities would occur shall be subject to weekly inspection for
nesting activity in that time period. If cliff swallows begin
colonizing the bridge(s) prior to beginning bridge work, all nest
precursors (e.g., mud placed by swallows for construction of
nests) shall be washed down at least once daily until swallows
cease trying to construct nests. This activity shall not result in
harm or death to adult swallows. This weekly inspection and
washing activity shall occur until April 1; after that period, no
washing activity shall occur to prevent harm or death to eggs or
nhestlings.

Swallow Nest Removal. Swallow nests on the Washington
Boulevard bridges shall be removed in the fall after nesting
season (February 15 to September 15), consistent with MM
BIO-2, to further discourage swallows from nesting on the
bridges during construction activities occurring within 100 feet
of the bridges and only after nests are confirmed to be inactive.

15, inspect bridge
weekly for nesting
and wash nesting
precursors daily
until April 1.
Remove inactive
nests after nesting
season during
construction within
100 feet of the
bridges.

MM BIO-5: Prior to construction, the contractor shall prepare an Invasive
Plant and Infectious Tree Disease Mitigation Plan to minimize the
introduction or migration of invasive plant species into other construction
areas. The plan shall be implemented where construction activities cross the
rivers and spreading grounds and shall include, at a minimum, the

following:

Construction vehicles and equipment shall be cleaned of
pathogens and/or invasive or diseased plants and/or seeds with
compressed water or air, or similar compression device, before
leaving the area of exposed soil during the course of construction.
Cleaning of equipment shall occur within a designated
containment area to avoid the spread of pathogens, invasive plant
seeds, or plant parts.

Prepare and
implement Invasive
Plant and Infectious
Tree Disease
Mitigation Plan for
construction across
rivers and
spreading

Construction
contractor

1. Metro

2. Construction
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Materials removed from construction equipment pursuant to this
measure shall be disposed of at an appropriate disposal facility in
accordance with applicable laws and regulations.

Trees removed during construction shall be inspected for
contagious tree diseases, and diseased trees shall not be
transported from the Project site without first being treated using
best available management practices relevant for each tree disease
observed.

MM BIO-6: In accordance with the Invasive Plant and Infectious Tree
Disease Mitigation Plan identified in MM BIO-s5 for construction across
rivers and spreading grounds, the contractor shall wash soil and plant
material off all equipment tires and treads or otherwise clean the
construction vehicles and equipment as specified in the Plan before moving
from one construction area, or area of exposed soil to another (or moving to
and from the staging area to the area of exposed soil).

Implement Invasive
Plant and Infectious
Tree Disease
Mitigation Plan for
construction across
rivers and
spreading grounds.

Construction
contractor

1. Metro

2. Construction

Cultural Resources

MM CUL-1: Protection Measures — Differential Settlement/Vibration/Tunnel
Boring Machine (TBM) Specifications for CVS/Golden Gate Theater. The
contractor shall conduct a pre-construction baseline survey and building
protection report, implement building protection measures as specified in
the building protection report, and conduct a post-construction survey of the
CVS/Golden Gate Theater in relation to Guideway Alignment construction
adjacent to the historical resource. Building protection measures shall be
implemented in conjunction with MM NOI-1 through MM NOI-15.
The contractor shall conduct a pre-construction survey to establish
baseline, preconstruction conditions and to assess the building
category and the potential for ground borne vibration to cause
damage. Geotechnical investigations shall be undertaken to
evaluate soil, groundwater, seismic, and environmental conditions
along the alignment. This analysis shall inform the development of
appropriate support mechanisms for cut and fill construction
areas or areas that could experience differential settlement as a
result of using a tunnel boring machine (TBM) in close proximity
to the historical resource. An architectural historian or historical

Prepare pre-
construction
baseline survey and
building protection
report. Final design
documents to be
reviewed by a
qualified historian
or historical
architect.
Implement building
protection
measures based on
results of the
building protection
report.

Construction
contractor

1. Metro

2. Pre-
construction [/
Construction /
Post-
construction

3/LPA
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architect who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualification Standards (36 CFR Part 61) shall review final design
documents prior to implementation of measures.

The contractor shall implement building protection measures as
identified in the building protection report to protect the structure
from vibration damage. This may include methods such as
underpinning, soil grouting, or other forms of ground
improvement, as well as lower vibration equipment and/or
construction techniques. If the building protection report
determines the historical resource has the potential to be
impacted by differential settlement caused by TBM construction,
appropriate building protection measures shall be identified and
implemented such as the use of an earth pressure balance or
slurry shield TBM. The implementation of the required measures
and their effectiveness shall be documented in a post-construction
survey.

A post-construction survey shall also be undertaken to ensure that
no significant impacts had occurred to historical resources. An
architectural historian or historical architect who meets the
Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards (36
CFR Part 61) shall prepare an assessment of the implementation
of the mitigation measures.

Conduct post-
construction survey
with a mitigation
measure
implementation
assessment
prepared by
qualified
architectural
historian or
historical architect.

MM CUL-4: Protection Measures — Avoidance for the Dal Rae Restaurant
Sign. If Alternative 1 is selected, the contractor shall conduct a pre-
construction baseline survey, implement building protection measures, and
conduct a post-construction survey of the Dal Rae Restaurant Sign in
relation to at-grade alignment construction with a sliver property acquisition
adjacent to the historical resource.

The contractor shall conduct a pre-construction survey to establish
baseline, preconstruction conditions and to assess the potential
for damage related to improvements within the sliver property
acquisition. An architectural historian or historical architect who
meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification

Conduct a pre-
construction
baseline survey that
identifies protection
measures to be
reviewed by a
qualified
architectural
historian or
historical architect.

Construction
contractor

1. Metro

2. Pre-
construction/
Construction /

Post-
construction
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Standards (36 CFR Part 61) shall review proposed protection
measures.

The contractor shall implement building protection measures such
as fencing or sensitive construction techniques based on final
project design.

A post-construction survey shall be undertaken to ensure that no
significant impacts had occurred to the historical resource. An
architectural historian or historical architect who meets the
Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualification Standards (36
CFR Part 61) shall prepare an assessment of the implementation
of the mitigation measure.

Implement building
protection
measures.

Conduct a post-
construction survey
with a mitigation
measure
implementation
assessment
prepared by a
qualified
architectural
historian or
historical architect.

MM CUL-7: Site of the Battle of Rio San Gabriel. Archaeological monitoring
during ground disturbance shall be conducted at the Site of the Battle of Rio
San Gabriel, in accordance with the project Cultural Resources Monitoring
and Mitigation Plan (CRMMP). The project alignment between Bluff Road in
the east and the eastern boundary of the Rio Hondo Spreading Grounds in
the west are within the territory through which the Battle of Rio San Gabriel
took place and are considered sensitive for cultural resources related to the
battle. If monitoring does not reveal any archaeological artifacts, then there
would be no effect on the Site of the Battle of Rio San Gabriel. If
archaeological artifacts are discovered, the qualified archaeologist shall
assess the significance of the find and then implement the treatment
measure plan, if necessary. Treatment measures typically include
development of avoidance strategies, capping with fill material, or
mitigation of impacts through data recovery programs such as excavation or
detailed documentation.

Monitor during Metro 1. Metro 1
ground disturbance
at the Site of the
Battle of Rio San
Gabriel in
accordance with the
CRMMP (MM CUL-
8). If artifacts are
encountered, halt
work until a
qualified
archaeologist
assesses find and
implements
treatment measures

plan if necessary.

2. Pre-
construction /
Construction

Construction
contractor

MM CUL-8: Unknown Archaeological Resources. Prior to any ground- Provide cultural Construction 1. Metro !
disturbing activities, all construction personnel involved in ground- resources training | contractor 3/LPA
disturbing activities shall be provided with appropriate cultural resources forle.rkerﬁ' . Qualified
ini ini ; ; including how to
training. The training shall instruct the personnel regarding the legal g archaeologist /
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framework protecting cultural resources, typical kinds of cultural resources
that may be found within the project area, and proper procedures and
notifications for if cultural resources are inadvertently discovered.

In addition, the contractor shall retain a qualified archaeologist to prepare a
project-wide Cultural Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (CRMMP)
that shall be implemented during construction. This document shall address
areas where potentially significant prehistoric and historic archaeological
deposits are likely to be located within the Area of Direct Impact (ADI) based
on background research and a geoarchaeological analysis. Preparation of the
CRMMP shall necessitate the completion of pedestrian survey of the private
property parcels in the ADI that were not accessible during the preparation
of the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Cultural Resources Impacts Report.
The CRMMP shall include a detailed prehistoric and historic context that
clearly demonstrates the themes under which any identified subsurface
deposits would be determined significant. Should significant deposits be
identified during earth-moving activities, the CRMMP shall address methods
for data recovery, anticipated artifact types, artifact analysis, report writing,
repatriation of human remains and associated grave goods, and curation.
The CRMMP shall also require that a qualified Archaeologist in prehistoric
and historical archaeology (36 CFR Part 61) be retained prior to ground-
disturbing activities. The CRMMP will be a guide for monitoring activities. If
buried cultural resources, such as flaked or ground stone, historic debris,
building foundations, or non-human bone, are discovered during ground-
disturbing activities, halt work in that area and within 5o feet of the find until
a qualified archaeologist can assess the significance of the find and, if
necessary, develop appropriate treatment measures. Treatment measures

2. Pre-
construction /
Construction

Native American
monitor

proceed if cultural
resources are
discovered.

Complete
pedestrian survey of
private property
parcels. Develop
and implement a
CRMMP as
specified in the
mitigation measure.
If artifacts are
encountered, halt
work until a
qualified
archaeologist
assesses and, if
necessary, develops
treatment
measures. If
treatment involves
work at a
prehistoric site,
retain Native
American monitor
(see also MM TCR-

typically include development of avoidance strategies, capping with fill 1)
material, or mitigation of impacts through data recovery programs such as
excavation or detailed documentation. As detailed in MM TCR-1, a Native
American monitor shall be retained if treatment involves work at a
prehistoric site, or to monitor ground disturbing activities at other locations
determined appropriate during tribal consultation. An archaeological
monitor will be retained for work at locations identified as sensitive during
tribal consultation that require a tribal monitor or other locations identified
as likely to contain archaeological resources. Identified areas shall be
April 2024 Final EIR 5-10
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monitored by, or under the supervision of, the qualified Archaeologist, in
accordance with the Project CRMMP. If during cultural resources
monitoring the qualified archaeologist determines that the sediments being
excavated are previously disturbed or unlikely to contain significant cultural
materials, the qualified archaeologist can specify that monitoring be reduced
or eliminated.

MM CUL-9: Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains. If human remains

Follow procedures Metro 1. Metro 1

are discovered, work in the immediate vicinity of the discovery shall be for consultation , ] 3/LPA
suspended and the Los Angeles County Coroner contacted. If the remains and treatment if Construction 2. Construction

are deemed Native American in origin, the Coroner shall contact the Native | human remains are | contractor
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and identify a Most Likely discovered,

Descendant (MLD) pursuant to PRC Section 5097.98 and CEQA Guidelines | including

Section 15064.5. The MLD may inspect the site within 48 hours of being suspending work in

notified and issue recommendations for scientific removal and the immediate

nondestructive analysis. If the MLD fails to make recommendations, then vicinity of the

Metro and/or the landowner may rebury the remains in a location not discovery.

subject to further disturbance at their discretion. Work may be resumed at
the discretion of Metro but will only commence after consultation and
treatment have been concluded. Work may continue on other parts of the

project while consultation and treatment are conducted.

Geology, Soils, Seismicity, and Paleontological Resources

MM GEO-1: The contractor shall retain a qualified paleontologist and a Retain qualified Construction 1. Metro 1
qualified paleontological monitor to carry out the following tasks: Prepare a | paleontologist and | contractor . 3/LPA
Paleontological Resource Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (PRMMP) that paleontological Qualified 2. Construction

ualifie

includes identification and mapping of the areas of high sensitivity to be
monitored during construction. These areas are defined as all areas within
the Older alluvium in the project site where planned excavation will exceed
three feet below the surface or three feet into undisturbed sediments and all
areas within the Younger alluvium in the project site where planned
excavation will exceed 10 feet below the surface or 10 feet into undisturbed
sediments. The qualified paleontologist shall supervise the qualified
paleontological monitor to monitor excavation in areas identified as likely to
contain paleontological resources with the exception of TBM excavation,
where monitoring is infeasible. The qualified paleontologist shall retain the

monitor to prepare
a PRMMP and
identify and
monitor excavation
areas where
paleontological
resources are likely
to occur, excluding
TBM excavation.

paleontologist /
paleontological
monitor

April 2024
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option to reduce monitoring if, in his or her professional opinion, sediments
being monitored are previously disturbed. Monitoring may also be reduced
if the potentially fossiliferous units are determined to have low potential to
contain fossil resources.

MM GEO-2: Monitoring for paleontological resources and salvage of fossils

Paleontological

Construction

1. Metro

shall occur in compliance with the Paleontological Resource Mitigation and | monitor to salvage | contractor ) 3/LPA
Monitoring Plan (PRMMP) required by mitigation measure MM GEO-1. The | fossils/sediment N 2. Construction

PRMMP shall specify that the qualified paleontologist and the qualified samples as they are Qualified

paleontological monitor are equipped to salvage fossils and samples of unearthed in paleontologist /

sediment as they are unearthed to avoid construction delays and compliance with paleontological

empowered to temporarily halt or divert equipment to allow removal of procedures monitor

abundant or large specimens. Since Older alluvium yields small fossil identified in the

specimens (microvertebrate fossils) likely to go unnoticed during typical PRMMP (MM GEO-

large-scale paleontological monitoring, the PRMMP shall identify that matrix | 1).

samples shall be collected and processed to determine the potential for

small fossils to be recovered prior to substantial excavations in those

sediments. If this sampling indicates that these units do possess small

fossils, a matrix sample of 6,000 pounds shall be collected at various

locations, to be specified by the paleontologist, within the construction area.

These matrix samples shall also be processed for small fossils.

MM GEO-3: The Paleontological Resource Mitigation and Monitoring Plan Prepare recovered Metro 1. Metro 1
(PRMMP) required under mitigation measure MM GEO-1 shall specify specimens for - ) 3/LPA
procedures for the discovery, recovery, preparation, and analysis of identification and Qualified 2. Construction

significant paleontological resources encountered during construction, in
accordance with standards for recovery, reporting, and curation established
by the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP). The qualified paleontologist
shall make certain that recovered specimens be prepared to a point of
identification and permanent preservation, including washing of sediments
to recover small invertebrate and vertebrate fossils.

preservation, in
compliance with
procedures
identified in the
PRMMP (MM GEO-

1).

paleontologist /
paleontological
monitor

| Post-
construction

April 2024
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MM GEO-4: Curation of specimens shall occur in compliance with the Catalogue and Metro 1. Metro 1
Paleontological Resource Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (PRMMP) submit recovered o ) 3/LPA
required by mitigation measure MM GEO-1. The PRMMP shall identify specimens to a Qualified 2. Construction
criteria for identifying specimens to be curated into a professional accredited | professional paleontologist / | / Post-
museum repository with permanent retrievable storage. A report of findings, | accredited museum paleontological | construction
with an appended itemized inventory of specimens, shall be prepared. The repository in monitor
report and inventory, when submitted to the professional accredited compliance with
museum repository, shall signify completion of the program to mitigate procedures
impacts to paleontological resources. identified in the
PRMMP (MM GEO-
1).
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
MM HAZ-1: Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment (ESA). Before any Metro to retain Metro 1. Metro 1
substantial ground disturbance occurs on or near the properties with qualified > Pre 3/LPA

documented releases, Metro shall hire a qualified environmental
professional to conduct a Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment to
determine the potential presence of petroleum hydrocarbons, metals (i.e.,
lead that was aerially deposited and lead chromate) that exceed thresholds
established by the California Health and Safety Code and Title 22, and VOCs
in soil and/or groundwater in accordance with the findings and
recommendations of the Draft Final Initial Site Assessment Report prepared
for Alternative 1 (Washington Alternative) (Kleinfelder 2021).

The Phase |1 ESA shall include sufficient soil and groundwater sampling and
laboratory analysis to identify the types of chemicals and their respective
concentrations. The Phase Il ESA shall compare soil and groundwater
sampling results against applicable environmental screening levels
developed by the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB) and/or the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC). If
the Phase Il ESA identifies contaminant concentrations above the screening
levels, a site-specific soil and groundwater management plan shall be
prepared and implemented as described in Mitigation Measure HAZ-2.
Metro shall consult with the Los Angeles RWQCB, DTSC, and/or other
appropriate regulatory agencies to ensure sufficient minimization of risk to
human health and the environment is completed.

professional to
conduct Phase I
Environmental Site
Assessment.

construction

April 2024

Final EIR
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MM HAZ-2: Soil and Groundwater Management Plan. Prior to excavation, a | Contractor to Construction 1. Metro / Los 1
site-specific soil and groundwater management plan shall be prepared by prepare a site- contractor Angeles RWQCB | 3/| pPA
Metro’s contractor to address handling and disposal of contaminated soil specific soil and / DTSC (if
and groundwater prior to demolition, excavation and construction activities. | groundwater warranted)
Metro shall consult with the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control management plan
Board (RWQCB), Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), and/or in consultation with 2. Pre- )
other appropriate regulatory agencies to ensure sufficient minimization of relevant agencies as construction /
risk to human health and the environment is completed. The soil and specified in the Construction
groundwater management plan shall specify all necessary procedures to mitigation measure.
ensure the safe handling and disposing of excavated soil, groundwater, Construction
and/or dewatering effluent in a manner that is protective of human health contractors to
and in accordance with federal and state hazardous waste disposal laws, develop safety
and with state and local stormwater and sanitary sewer requirements. At a manuals and
minimum, the shall include the following: construction work

Identification and delineation of contaminated areas and plans and

procedures for limiting access to such areas to properly trained implement training

personnel; requirements.

Step-by-step procedures for handling, excavating, characterizing, Stop work if

and managing excavated soils and dewatering effluent, including contaminated

procedures for containing, handling, and disposing of hazardous groundwater is

waste, procedures for containing, handling, and disposing of encountered, notify

groundwater generated from construction dewatering, the method | Los Angeles

used to analyze excavated materials and groundwater for RWQCB, sample

hazardous materials likely to be encountered at specific locations, groundwater

appropriate treatment and/or disposal methods; suspected of

Procedures for notification and reporting, including notifying and contamination, and

reporting to internal management and to local agencies; develop . .

Minimum requirements for site-specific health and safety plans, to remediation plan if

protect the general public and workers in the construction area. warranted.

Prior to excavation, the Contractor shall prepare the Soil and

Groundwater Management Plan and the results of environmental

sampling shall be provided to contractors who shall be responsible

for developing their own construction worker safety manuals and

April 2024 Final EIR 5-14
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construction work plans and training requirements, per MM HAZ-
4.

Metro’s contractor shall sample groundwater suspected of
contamination. If any contaminated groundwater is encountered
during construction, the contractor will stop work in the vicinity,
cordon off the area, and contact Metro and will immediately notify
RWQCB. In coordination with the RWQCB, an investigation and
remediation plan will be developed in order to protect public
health and the environment. Any hazardous or toxic materials will
be disposed according to local, state, and federal regulations.

MM HAZ-3: Contractor Specifications. Metro shall include in its contractor
specifications the following requirement relating to hazardous materials:

During all ground-disturbing activities, the contractor(s) shall
inspect the exposed soil and groundwater for obvious signs of
contamination, such as odors, stains, or other suspect materials.
Qualified personnel shall monitor for volatile organic compounds
and other subsurface gases for concentrations exceeding U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Regional Screening
Levels and/or Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC)
Screening Levels with a Photoionization Detector. Should signs of
unanticipated contamination be encountered, work shall be halted
and materials tested. An investigation shall be designed and
performed to verify the presence and extent of contamination at
the site, and a site-specific soil and groundwater management
plan, as described under Mitigation Measure HAZ-2 above, shall
be prepared and implemented.

Metro to include
hazardous
materials
requirements in
contractor
specifications.
Contractor to
inspect and
monitor soil and
groundwater for
signs of
contamination. If
contamination
detected, halt work
and test materials.
If necessary,
develop an
investigation and
site-specific
management plan.
(MM HAZ-2)

Metro

Construction
Contractor

1. Metro

2. Pre-
construction /
Construction

3/LPA

April 2024
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MM HAZ-4: Safety Manuals and Construction Work Plans. The contractor Contractor to Construction 1. Metro 1
shall prepare site-specific Safety Manuals and Construction Work Plans that | provide site-specific | contractor 3/LPA
address worker health and safety to protect the general public and workers Safety Manuals and 2. Pre- .
in the construction area for Metro’s review and approval. The Safety Construction Work construction
Manuals and Construction Work Plans shall be prepared in accordance with | Plans as specified
State and California Division of Occupational Safety and Health (Calf/OSHA) | in the mitigation
regulations. Copies of the plans shall be made available to construction measure.
workers for review during their orientation and/or regular health and safety
meetings. The plans shall identify chemicals of concern, potential hazards,
worker training requirements, personal protective equipment and devices,
decontamination procedures, the need for personal or area monitoring, and
emergency response procedures. The plans shall be amended, as necessary,
if new information becomes available that could affect implementation of
the plan.
MM HAZ-5: Hazardous Building Survey and Abatement. Prior to demolition | Metro to retain Metro 1. Metro / 1
activities of any structures, Metro shall retain a California Division of qualified contractor Relevant 3/LPA
Occupational Safety and Health (Cal/OSHA) certified contractor to to evaluate CaI/QSHA Oversight
determine the presence or absence of building materials or equipment that | hazardous building certified Agency (if
contains hazardous materials, including asbestos, lead-based paint, and materials. contractor required)
PCB-containing equipment. If such substances are found to be present, the | Contractor to L p

. Pre-

contractor shall prepare and submit a workplan to the relevant oversight
agency to demonstrate how these hazardous materials would be properly
removed and disposed of in accordance with federal and state law, including
South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) Rule 1403
(Asbestos Emissions from Renovation/Demolition Activities). Following
completion of removal activities, Metro shall submit documentation to the
relevant oversight agency verifying that all hazardous materials were
properly removed and disposed.

determine the
presence or
absence of
hazardous building
materials or
equipment, prepare
and submit a
workplan if
necessary, and
prepare and submit
documentation of
proper removal if
required.

construction /
Construction /
Post-
construction
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Hydrology and Water Quality

MM HWQ-1: If water is present in the Rio Hondo, Rio Hondo Spreading Isolate water Metro 1. Metro /
Grounds, or the San Gabriel River, the work area shall be isolated so that present in the work ) LACFCD
construction does not occur in water. The work area isolation method shall | area. Construction

be determined through an agreement between Metro and Los Angeles contractor 2. Pre-
County Flood Control District (LACFCD) and shall involve use of a coffer construction /
dam, a by-pass channel, management of the water in the system by Construction
LACFCD, or other means.

MM HWQ-2: To compensate for potential loss of flood storage due to Conduct hydraulic Metro 1. Metro / U.S.
placement of light rail transit (LRT) bridge piers or enhanced bridge analysis of impacts i Army Corps of
supports in federally authorized and Los Angeles County Department of of LRT bridge piers | Construction Engineers,
Public Works (LACDPW) flood control facilities, Metro shall construct or supports on contractor LACDPW /
compensatory mitigation within the impacted flood control facility based on | flood storage/flows. CDFW

the volume of the flood storage loss and hydraulic analysis in compliance Construct

with applicable Federal, state, and local requirements, such as the Rivers compensatory 2. Pre-

and Harbors Act Section 408 program. Exact compensatory mitigation
requirements shall be determined based on the volume of the loss of flood
storage and a hydraulic analysis of the impacts on flood storage and flood
flows. The compensatory storage must allow floodwaters to flow freely into
and out of the storage area in a similar manner as pre-Project conditions. In
general, the compensatory mitigation shall occur at or below the elevation of
the impact and the hydraulics of the mitigation design must function to
prevent any change in flood elevations upstream of the Detailed Study Area
(DSA) of Alternative 1. The area chosen for compensatory mitigation must
be free draining (e.g., pooled water must be able to flow out of the storage
area as floodwaters recede) and shall comply with drainage requirements of
LACDPW. A hydrology report to assess changes in hydrologic activity,
velocity of flows, and water availability onsite and downstream of the Project
and assess scour or erosion at the Project site will be prepared and
submitted to CDFW in conjunction with the Lake and Streambed Alteration
Notification for the Project.

mitigation within
impacted flood
control facilities as
required by federal,
state, and local
requirements.
Prepare hydrology
report and submit
to CDFW.

construction /
Construction
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Noise and Vibration

MM NOI-1: Metro shall require the Contractor to develop a construction Contractor to Metro 1. Metro 1
noise control plan and a construction noise monitoring plan to minimize prepare noise . 3/LPA
noise impacts. The construction noise plan shall include construction noise | control plan and Construction 2. Pre-
performance criteria. At a minimum, the performance criteria shall prohibit | construction noise | contractor construction /
construction noise from exceeding the FTA general assessment construction | monitoring plan Construction
noise criteria of 8o dBA for nighttime work and 9o dBA for daytime work at | with performance
residential properties, or 100 dBA at commercial or industrial properties for | criteria as specified
daytime or nighttime work. These criteria shall be measured at the boundary | in the mitigation
of any occupied property where the noise is being received. measure for Metro
review/approval.
MM NOI-2: Metro shall require the Contractor to use construction methods | Use CIDH or drilled | Metro 1. Metro 1
that avoid pile-driving at locations containing noise- and vibration-sensitive | piles at locations ) ) 3/LPA
receptors, such as residences, schools, and hospitals where practicable. containing noise- Construction 2. Construction
Metro’s Contractor shall use cast-in-drilled hole (CIDH) or drilled piles and vibration- contractor
rather than impact pile drivers if necessary to meet construction noise sensitive receptors
performance criteria established in the construction noise control plan and | where necessary to
construction noise monitoring plan. meet noise
performance
criteria (MM NOI-
1).
MM NOI-3: Metro shall require the Contractor to erect temporary noise Contractor to install | Metro 1. Metro 1
barriers between noisy activities and noise sensitive receptors as necessary temporary noise ] i 3/LPA
to ensure compliance with applicable construction noise performance barriers as Construction 2. Construction
criteria as specified in the construction noise monitoring plan developed specified. contractor
under MM NOI-1. During construction, Metro shall perform audits to
monitor the effectiveness of the noise barriers.
MM NOI-4: Metro shall require the Contractor to locate construction Locate construction | Metro 1. Metro 1
equipment and material staging areas away from sensitive receptors where equipment and 3/LPA

practicable.

material staging
areas away from
sensitive receptors.

Construction
contractor

2. Construction

April 2024

Final EIR



@ Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Chapter 5 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

1. Enforcement

S o : i Agenc Applicable
Mitigation Measures Monitoring Action Responsible d ) Y : PP :
Party 2. Monitoring  Alternative(s)
Phase

MM NOI-5: Metro shall require the Contractor to route construction traffic Route construction | Metro 1. Metro 1

and haul routes along roads in areas without receptors sensitive to noise traffic and haul . ) 3/LPA

and vibration, where practicable. routes through Construction 2. Construction

contractor

areas without noise-
sensitive receptors,
where practicable.
Obtain approval of
construction traffic
and haul routes
from Metro. Cross-
reference to
compliance with
MM TRA-1 traffic
management plan.

MM NOI-6: Metro shall require contractors to use best available control Use best available Metro 1. Metro 1
technologies to limit excessive noise when working near residences (e.g., noise control . ) 3/LPA
piling noise shrouds) where practicable. technologies where | Construction 2. Construction
practicable. contractor
MM NOI-7: (MM NOI-1 has been revised to clarify that FTA general Comply with MM Metro 1. Metro 1
construction noise criteria for nighttime construction work shall not be NOI-1 ) ) 3/LPA
exceeded). Construction 2. Construction
contractor
MM NOI-8: Metro shall notify the public, including schools, of construction | Notify public of Metro 1. Metro 1
operations and schedules. Metro shall provide a construction-alert construction 3/LPA
publication and set up a Construction Hotline that shall reply to complaints | activities/ 2. Pre- )
within 2 working days. schedules. construction /
Establish a Construction
Construction
Hotline and
respond to
complaints.
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MM NOI-9: Metro shall require the Contractor to comply with FTA
goundborne noise and vibration criteria confirmed in the construction noise
monitoring plan for tunnel construction, including spoil removal and

1. Metro 1
3/LPA

Use spoil removal Metro

conveyor for the

TBM. If a spoil 2. Construction

Construction

transport of segmental tunnel lining. This shall include, where necessary, removal conveyor is | contractor
methods such as installation of temporary tunnel track with smooth rail and | not practicable,
wheels, and/or car speeds that limit structure-borne noise and vibration, or | submita
use of spoil removal conveyor. justification to
Metro for approval.
Follow noise
reducing
specifications.
MM NOI-10: Metro shall require the Contractor to not stage trucks in Do not stage trucks | Metro 1. Metro 1
residential areas. in residential areas. ) ) 3/LPA
Construction 2. Construction
contractor
MM NOI-11: Metro shall require temporary and permanent tunnel vent fans | Place ventilation Metro 1. Metro 1
to be located away from residences. Metro shall require that noise from fans away from 3/LPA

these shall be attenuated to comply with the noise control plan and local

Construction 2. Construction

sensitive receptors.

code requirements for fixed stationary heating, ventilation, and air Implement contractor
conditioning (HVAC) or other machinery noise. measures to

attenuate noise

levels as specified.
MM NOI-12: Within the tunnel, Metro shall reduce operational vibration Within the tunnel, Metro 1. Metro 1
impacts through use of track support systems which incorporate resilience, | use track support ) ) 3/LPA
such as ballast mats, high resilience track fasteners, resiliently supported systems if Construction 2. Design /

ties or floating track slabs as necessary to be below FTA criteria for frequent
annoyance from operational vibration. FTA criteria for frequent annoyance is
an exceedance of 72 vibration decibels (VdB) at residential uses and 75 VdB
at daytime institutional uses, including schools, for more than 70 events per

contractor Construction

necessary to be
below FTA criteria
for frequent
annoyance from

day. operational
vibration.
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MM NOI-13: Metro shall reduce vibration impacts where necessary to be Use equipment that | Metro 1. Metro 1
below FTA criteria for frequent annoyance due to gaps at switches by reduces vibration at . . 3/LPA
methods such as installing ballast mats or other resilient fixings under switches if Construction 2. Design /
conventional switches to “decouple” the train vibration from the track necessary to be contractor Construction
supporting structure or using a monoblock frog or other low vibration below FTA criteria
switches. FTA criteria for frequent annoyance from operational vibration is for frequent
an exceedance of 72 vibration decibels (VdB) at residential uses and 75 VdB | annoyance from
at daytime institutional uses including schools for more than 70 events per | operational
day. vibration.
MM NOI-14: Metro shall identify selected properties that may be susceptible | Metro to identify Metro 1. Metro 1
to vibration damage within 100 feet of the alighment to determine the properties that may 3/LPA
baseline structural integrity and condition of walls and joints using methods | be susceptible to 2. Pre- )
such as photographic documentation of the interior walls and/or exterior vibration damage construction
facade as a basis for comparison after construction is completed. and determine
baseline conditions
for comparison
after construction is
completed.
MM NOI-15: Metro shall require the Contractor to develop a construction Contractor to Metro 1. Metro 1
vibration control plan and a construction vibration monitoring plan to develop a ) 3/LPA
minimize vibration impact and reduce the risk of damage to susceptible construction Construction 2. Pre-
structures. The construction vibration control plan shall specify vibration control contractor construction /
implementation of vibration control measures to ensure that vibration plan and a Construction
during construction activities shall not exceed peak particle velocity (ppv) construction
0.2 inches per section (ips) at any non-engineered timber and masonry vibration
building. monitoring plan for
Metro for review
and approval.
Transportation and Traffic
MM TRA-1: The contractor shall prepare a Traffic Management Plan as Prepare a traffic Metro 1. Metro 1
needed to facilitate the flow of traffic in and around construction zones. The | management plan 3/LPA

Traffic Management Plan shall include, at minimum, the following
measures:

to facilitate traffic
flow in and around

Construction
contractor

April 2024

Final EIR

5-21



@ Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Chapter 5 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Where feasible, schedule construction-related travel (i.e., construction zone 2. Pre-
deliveries) during off-peak hours and maintain two-way traffic that includes the construction /
circulation along affected roadways during peak hours. components Construction
Designated routes for project haul trucks shall be located along specified in the

the Project corridor ROW and/or major streets connecting to mitigation measure.

construction staging areas and the nearest freeways (e.g., SR-60, I-
5, and 1-605). Major streets may include Atlantic Boulevard,
Saybrook Avenue, Telegraph Road, Washington Boulevard,
Paramount Boulevard, Rosemead Boulevard, Slauson Avenue, and
Whittier Boulevard. In cooperation with the jurisdictions along the
alignment and implemented throughout the construction process,
these routes shall be consistent with local land use and mobility
plans and situated to minimize noise, vibration, and other
possible impacts.

Contractors shall maintain safe and convenient pedestrian routes
to school by ensuring project haul routes and construction traffic,
to the greatest extent possible, avoid any published school
pedestrian routes.

Develop detour routes to facilitate traffic movement through
construction zones without significantly increasing cut-through-
traffic in adjacent residential areas.

Develop and implement an outreach program and public
awareness campaign in coordination with transit agencies to
inform the general public about the construction process and
planned roadway closures, potential impacts, and mitigation
measures, including temporary bus stop relocation.

Develop and implement a program with business owners to
minimize effects to businesses during construction activity,
including but not limited to signage programs and identification of
detours (particularly for truck access).

Where feasible, temporarily restripe roadways to maximize the
vehicular capacity at locations affected by construction closures.
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Where feasible, temporarily remove on-street parking to maximize
the vehicular capacity at locations affected by construction
closures.

Traffic control officers at major intersections during peak hours
shall be provided as required by the Traffic Management Plan and
Worksite Traffic Control Plans if delays are related to construction
activities.

Provide wayfinding signage, lighting and access to specify
pedestrian safety amenities (such as handrails, fences, and
alternative walkways) during construction.

Where construction encroaches on sidewalks, walkways,
crosswalks, and multi-use trails, special pedestrian safety
measures shall be used, such as detour routes and temporary
pedestrian shelters.

Provide detour routes and signage to address temporary effects to
multi-use trails and bicycle circulation, and minimize
inconvenience (e.g., lengthy detours) as to minimize users
potentially choosing less safe routes if substantially rerouted.
Regular communication with school administrators shall be
maintained to ensure sufficient notice of construction activities
and/or detours, that could affect pedestrian routes to schools is
provided.

Construction flaggers shall be implemented any time a
construction ingress or egress is located within 200 feet of a
schools’ student entrance during school hours.

Metro's construction outreach efforts shall include reaching out to
local school district administrators to provide advanced
information regarding construction activities and/or detours if
construction activities will affect bus routes and stops to schools.
Access to adjacent businesses and schools (including access to
passenger loading areas for student drop-offs at schools) shall be
provided via existing or temporary driveways or loading zones
during business and school hours throughout the construction
period.
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Tribal Cultural Resources

MM TCR-1: Tribal Cultural Resources Training. Prior to any ground- Provide Tribal Construction 1. Metro 1
disturbing activities, all construction personnel involved in ground- Cultural Resources | contractor 3/LPA
disturbing activities shall be provided with appropriate Tribal Cultural training to all 2. Pre- )
Resources training. The training shall instruct the personnel regarding the construction construction
legal framework protecting Tribal Cultural Resources, typical kinds of Tribal | personnel involved
Cultural Resources that may be found within the project area, and proper in ground-
procedures and notifications if Tribal Cultural Resources are inadvertently disturbing
discovered. activities.
MM TCR-2: Retain a Native American Monitor. A Native American monitor Retain a Native Metro 1. Metro 1
shall be retained for work at locations identified as sensitive during tribal American monitor ) 3/LPA
consultation and agreed upon between the lead agency and the Gabrielefio | as specified in the 2. Construction
Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation Tribal Government. The monitor shall | mitigation measure
only be present on-site during the construction phases that involve ground for work at
disturbing activities where areas of ground disturbance and/or removed locations identified
spoils are visible for inspection. If during cultural resources monitoring the | as sensitive during
qualified archaeologist or Native American Monitor determines that the tribal consultation
sediments being excavated are previously disturbed or unlikely to contain and agreed upon
significant cultural materials, the qualified archaeologist or Native American | between the lead
Monitor can recommend that monitoring be reduced or eliminated. agency and the
Gabrielefio Band of
Mission Indians-
Kizh Nation Tribal
Government.
MM TCR-3: Unknown Tribal Cultural Resources. The contractor shall retain a | Complete Construction 1. Metro 1
qualified archaeologist to prepare a project-wide Cultural Resources pedestrian survey of | contractor 3/LPA
Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (CRMMP) that shall be implemented during | private property ) 2. Pre- )
construction. This document shall address areas where potentially parcels. Develop Qualified construction /

significant prehistoric and historic archaeological deposits, and Tribal
Cultural Resources are likely to be located within the Area of Direct Impact
(ADI) based on background research, a geoarchaeological analysis, and
Tribal consultation. The CRMMP shall encompass both archaeological and
Tribal Cultural Resources and shall be kept confidential. Preparation of the
CRMMP shall necessitate the completion of pedestrian survey of the private

and implement a
CRMMP as
specified in the
mitigation measure.
Retain qualified
Native American

archaeologist /
Native American
monitor

Construction
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property parcels in the ADI that were not accessible during the preparation
of this Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 EIR.

The CRMMP shall include a detailed prehistoric and historic context that
clearly demonstrates the themes under which any identified resources would
be determined significant. Should significant deposits be identified during
earth-moving activities, where feasible, the CRMMP shall address methods
for data recovery, anticipated artifact types, artifact analysis, report writing,
repatriation of human remains and associated grave goods, and curation or
other methods of disposition in consultation with the Tribe.

The CRMMP shall also require that an archaeologist qualified in prehistoric
and historical archaeology and a Native American monitor who is both
approved by the Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation Tribal
Government and is listed under the Native American Heritage Commission
(NAHC)’s Tribal Contact list for the area of the project location be retained
prior to ground-disturbing activities. The CRMMP shall be a guide for
monitoring activities. If buried Tribal Cultural Resources or cultural
resources, such as flaked or ground stone, historic debris, building
foundations, or non-human bone, are discovered during ground-disturbing
activities, work shall stop in that area and within 5o feet of the find until a
qualified archaeologist and Native American Monitor can assess the
significance of the find and, if necessary, develop appropriate treatment
measures. If resources are Native American in origin and may also be Tribal
Cultural Resources, treatment and curation of these resources shall be
determined in consultation with the Tribe. Treatment measures typically
include development of avoidance strategies, capping with fill material, or
mitigation of impacts through data recovery programs such as excavation or
detailed documentation.

monitor and
qualified
archaeologist with
authority to stop
work and develop
treatment measures
if buried resources
are discovered. (See
also MM CUL-8))
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5.3.2 Project Measures

As in Section 5.3, project measures are design features, BMPs, or other measures required by law
and/or permit approvals. Table 5-2 provides project measures for the Project. The column titled
“Applicable Alternative” identifies if the mitigation measures is applicable to Alternative 1 only or if it is
applicable to both Alternative 1 and Alternative 3.
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Geology, Seismicity, Soils, and Paleontological Resources

PM GEO-1: The Build Alternatives shall be designed and constructed per the | Ensure Project is Metro 1. Metro 1
Metro Rail Design Criteria (MRDC). The MRDC incorporates various design designed in 3/LPA
specifications from the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), California | compliance with 2. Pre-
Department of Transportation (Caltrans), the State of California, the County | MRDC, the construction

of Los Angeles, and other sources by reference. Key compliance sections of California Seismic

the MRDC relative to geology and soils are Section 5.3, Section 5.4, Section Hazards Mapping

5.6, and MRDC Section 5 Appendix, Metro Supplemental Seismic Design Act, industry

Criteria. Section 5.6 of the MRDC provides detailed requirements for planning | standards, and

and conducting a geotechnical investigation, geotechnical design recommendations

methodologies, and reporting. In addition, Caltrans and the County of Los contained in the

Angeles Building Code (based on the California Building Code [CBC]) have design level

independent design criteria for bridges and aerial structures (Caltrans) and geotechnical

building structures (County of Los Angeles) that are also required. In report.

accordance with the MRDC, geotechnical report recommendations shall be

incorporated into the project plans and specifications. These

recommendations shall be a product of final design and shall address

potential subsurface hazards. Without these report recommendations, the

project plans and specifications shall not be approved and the Build

Alternatives will not be allowed to advance into the final design stage or into

construction.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

PM HAZ-1: Operational BMPs for the Build Alternatives shall include but not | Label cleaning and | Construction 1. Metro 1
be limited to: maintenance contractor > Pre 3/LPA

Cleaning and maintenance products shall be required to be labeled
with appropriate cautions and instructions for handling, storage
and disposal. Staff shall be required to use, store, and dispose of
these materials properly in accordance with label directions.
Storage and disposal of hazardous materials and waste shall be
conducted in accordance with all applicable federal and state
regulatory requirements, such as the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA), Comprehensive Environmental Response,

products with
cautions and
instructions for
handling, storage
and disposal. Use,
store, and dispose
of these materials
in accordance with

Maintenance
contractor

construction /
Construction /
Post-construction
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Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA), the Hazardous
Materials Release Response Plans and Inventory Law, and the
Hazardous Waste Control Act, and if a spill does occur, it shall be
remediated in accordance with all applicable federal and state
regulatory requirements and in coordination with DTSC and/or
LARWQCB.

The contractor shall coordinate with fire and police protection
officials when designing grade crossings to ensure that emergency
access would be maintained. Metro shall be included in all
correspondence with third parties.

All new LRT guideway, stations, and crossings shall be designed in
accordance with Metro Rail Design Criteria (MRDC), including
Fire/Life Safety Design Criteria, to ensure safety and minimize
potential hazards at all locations.

Compliance with applicable Los Angeles County and city
requirements pertaining to emergency vehicle access as well as the
California Building Code and California Fire Code standards shall
ensure that sufficient ingress and egress routes are maintained and
provided to the new stations.

directions and
regulatory
requirements.
Comply with
regulations related
to proper
transportation,
use, and storage of
hazardous
materials. Design
all new LRT
guideway, stations,
and crossings in
accordance with
MRDC and
coordinate with
fire and police
protection officials
during design.

PM HAZ-2: Construction BMPs for the Build Alternatives shall include but
not be limited to:

Metro’s contractor shall be required to obtain permits and comply
with appropriate regulatory agency standards designed to avoid
hazardous waste releases in accordance with USEPA, SWRCB,
DTSC, Cal/OSHA, and the SCAQMD.

Development of a stormwater pollution prevent plan (SWPPP) in

Obtain permits
and comply with
appropriate
regulatory agency
standards.
Implement SWPPP
and associated

Metro
Construction
Contractor

1. Metro

2. Pre-
construction /
Construction

3/LPA

accordance with the State Water Resources Control Board BMPs in )
Construction Clean Water Act Section 402 General Permit accordance with
conditions, and subject to regular inspections by applicable the SWFCB
jurisdiction(s) to ensure compliance. The SWPPP shall include Genera .
specifications for the following but not limited to: COHSFFUCtIOH
Permit.
Transport
hazardous
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Maintain proper working conditions for vehicles and equipment
to minimize potential fugitive emissions of motor oil, antifreeze,
hydraulic fluid, grease, or other hazardous materials.

Conduct servicing, refueling, and staging of construction
equipment only at designated areas where a spill would not flow
to drainages. Conduct equipment washing, if needed, only in
designated locations where water would not flow into drainage
channels.

Implement drainage BMPs to protect water quality, such as

oil/water separators, catch basin inserts, storm drain inserts,
media filtration, and catch basin screens. Keep spill cleanup
materials (e.g., rags, absorbent materials, and secondary
containment) at the work site when handling materials.

Report hazardous spills to the designated Certified Unified
Program Agency (CUPA) (i.e., Los Angeles County Fire
Department Health Hazardous Materials Division or Santa Fe
Springs Department of Fire-Rescue) and implement clean up
immediately and proper disposal of contaminated soil at a
licensed facility.

Establish properly designed, centralized storage areas to keep
hazardous materials fully contained.

Keep spill cleanup materials (e.g., rags, absorbent materials, and
secondary containment) at the work site when handling
materials.

Implement monitoring program by the construction site
supervisor that includes both dry and wet weather inspections.

Transportation of hazardous materials shall comply with State
regulations governing hazardous materials transporting included in
the California Vehicle Code (Title 13 of the California Code of
Regulations), the State Fire Marshal Regulations (Title 19 of the
California Code of Regulations), and Title 22 of the California Code
of Regulations. This includes:

materials and
dispose of
contaminated soils
and hazardous
building materials
in accordance with
regulations.

Follow standard
practices and
prepare a Traffic
Management Plan
(see MM TRA-1).
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Require all motor carrier transporters of hazardous materials to
have a Hazardous Materials Transportation license issued by
the California Highway Patrol.

Require the transport of hazardous materials via routes with the
least overall travel time.

Prohibit the transportation of hazardous materials through

residential neighborhoods.

Require transporters to take immediate action to protect human

health and the environment in the event of spill, release, or

mishap.

Incorporate restrictions on haul routes into the construction

specifications according to local permitting requirements.
Contaminated soils and hazardous building materials and wastes
shall be disposed of in accordance with federal, state, and local
requirements at landfills serving the Los Angeles County region.
Traffic control during construction shall follow local jurisdiction
guidelines. For specialized construction tasks, it may be necessary
to work during nighttime hours to minimize traffic disruptions.
Standard practices shall be followed that include scheduling of lane
and/or road closures to minimize disruptions and preparation of a
Traffic Management Plan (see MM TRA-1) that is approved with
authorities having jurisdiction in coordination with local fire and
police departments prior to construction.

PM HAZ-3: Operational (post construction) BMPs for the MSF Site Options
shall include but not be limited to:

If the quantity of hazardous materials used, handled, or stored on-
site would exceed the regulatory thresholds of 55 gallons for a
hazardous liquid; 500 pounds of a hazardous solid; 200 cubic feet
for any compressed gas; or threshold planning quantities of an
extremely hazardous substance per Chapter 6.95 California Health
and Safety Code, Metro shall prepare a Hazardous Materials
Business Plan (HMBP) in accordance with all related requirements
of the California Health and Safety Code, chapter 6.95, Articles 1

If needed, prepare
and submit a
Hazardous
Materials Business
Plan (HMBP) in
accordance with
the California
Health and Safety
Code.

Construction
contractor

Maintenance
contractor

1. Metro

2. Pre-
construction /
Construction /
Post-construction

3/LPA
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and 2. The plan shall be reviewed and recertified every year and
amended as required by the Health and Safety Code, Chapter 6.9,
Articles 1 and 2.

Compliance with applicable City of Montebello design criteria (as
applicable) pertaining to emergency vehicle access as well as the
California Fire Code standards shall ensure that sufficient ingress
and egress routes are provided to the MSF site options.

Comply with
applicable city
design criteria
pertaining to
emergency vehicle
access as well as
California Fire
Code standards.

PM HAZ-4: Construction BMPs for the MSF Site Options shall include but
not be limited to:

Cal/OSHA regulates worker exposure during construction activities
that disturb LBP. Any ACMs, if present, require appropriate
abatement of identified asbestos prior to demolition pursuant to
the SCAQMD Rule 1403.

PCB-containing fluorescent light fixtures and electrical transformers
that are not labeled “No PCBs,” shall be assumed to contains PCBs,
and shall be removed prior to demolition activities and be disposed
of by a licensed and certified PCB removal contractor, in accordance
with local, State, and federal regulations. The removal and disposal
of the electrical transformers shall be the responsibility of the utility
owner.

Standard practices shall be followed that include scheduling of lane
and/or road closures and detours to minimize disruptions and
preparation of a Traffic Management Plan (see MM TRA-1) that is
approved with the authorities having jurisdiction in coordination
with local fire and police departments prior to construction.

Ensure any
asbestos-
containing
materials (ACMs),
are abated prior to
demolition, per
SCAQMD Rule
1403. Remove
items expected to
contain PCBs prior
to demolition and

dispose of property.

Ensure electrical
transformers are
removed by the
utility owners.

Follow standard
practices and
prepare a Traffic
Management Plan
(see MM TRA-1)
approved with
authorities having
jurisdiction and in
coordination with
fire and police

departments.

Metro

Construction
Contractor

Utility Owners

1. Metro

2. Pre-
construction /
Construction

3/LPA
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System (NPDES)
permits, low
impact
development
standards, and
local policies.

PM HAZ-5: Construction BMPs for the Commerce/Citadel station site may Sample soils Metro 1. Metro 1
include but not be limited to: suspected of i 3/LPA
, . N taminati d Construction 2. Pre-
Metro’s contractor shall sample soil suspected of contamination contamination an Contractor construction
(obvious signs of contamination includes indicators such as odors, if contaminated, Construction
stains, or other suspect materials) for the purpose of classifying segregate and
material and determining disposal requirements. If excavated soil is St_OCkP”ey spray
suspected or known to be contaminated, Metro’s contractor shall: with water or a
Segregate and stockpile the excavated material in a way that will | YaPO" J
facilitate measurement of the stockpile volume. zgssrressant, an
Spray the stockzlle with P\:vater okr aln SC.AhQI\f]D appérovedlvapor Allow existing
s.uppre.ssant and cover the stf)c pi eywt 1 a heavy- uty plastic groundwater
(i.e., Visqueen) to prevent soil volatilization in the atmosphere monitoring wells
or exposure to nearby workers. under ongoing
Existing groundwater monitoring wells shall remain under ongoing groundwater
groundwater investigations associated with off-site sources. investigations
associated with
off-site sources to
remain.
Hydrology and Water Quality
PM HWQ-1: Operational (post-Project) BMPs for the Build Alternatives (may | Install post-project | Construction 1. Metro 1
include but shall not be limited to): BMPs to minimize | contractor . 3/LPA
. . . 2. Pre-
Design to reduce impervious surfaces. stormwater : &
o . ollution. as Maintenance construction /
Treatment of stormwater runoff using infiltration BMPs such as pofiution, contractor Constructi
detention basins or tanks, infiltration basins, bioretention facilities .
o . . National Pollution Post-construction
media filters, porous pavement, or vegetated filter strips to remove k
particulate pollutants. Dl.sc.harg.e
Elimination
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PM HWQ-2: Construction BMPs for the Build Alternatives {may include but
shall not be limited to):
Establishment of an erosion and sediment control plan prior to the
initiation of construction activities that includes BMPs such as:

Use of natural drainage, detention ponds, sediment ponds, or
infiltration pits to allow runoff to collect and to reduce or
prevent erosion.

Use of barriers to direct and slow the rate of runoff and to filter
out large-sized sediments.

Use of downdrains or chutes to carry runoff from the top of a
slope to the bottom.

Control of the use of water for irrigation so as to avoid off-site
runoff.

Development of a SWPPP subject to regular inspections by
applicable jurisdictions to ensure compliance. The SWPPP shall
include specifications for the following, but shall not be limited to:

Properly designed, centralized storage areas to keep hazardous
materials fully contained.

Keeping spill cleanup materials (e.g., rags, absorbent materials,
and secondary containment) at the work site when handling
materials.

Monitoring program to be implemented by the construction site
supervisor that includes both dry and wet weather inspections.

Implementation of BMPs designed to reduce erosion of exposed
soil including, but not limited to, soil stabilization controls, water
for dust control, perimeter silt fences, placement of straw wattles,
and sediment basins.

If ground disturbing activities must take place during the rainy
season when the potential for erosion is greater, the BMPs
selected shall focus on erosion control and keeping soil and
sediment in place.

Prepare and
implement a
SWPPP and
erosion control
plan in compliance
with SWRCB’s
NPDES
Construction
General Permit.

Metro

Construction
Contractor

1. Metro

2. Pre-
construction /
Construction

3/LPA
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1. Enforcement
Monitoring Responsible | Agency Applicable

Project Measures Action Party 2. Monitoring  Alternative(s)

Phase

End-of-pipe soil/sediment control measures (e.g., basins and
traps) shall be used as secondary measures.

Ingress and egress from construction sites shall be carefully
controlled to minimize off-site tracking of soil.

Locating staging areas outside of the spreading grounds and rivers
where possible.

Implementation of drainage and grading plans and BMPs designed
to protect water quality such as oil/water separators, catch basin
inserts, storm drain inserts, media filtration, and catch basin
screens.

To protect fish and wildlife species, Metro shall prohibit the use of
erosion control materials potentially harmful to fish and wildlife
species, such as mono-filament netting or similar material, in
stream areas. Metro shall require the use of certified weed-free
material for erosion control when working in areas of exposed soil.
Metro shall not allow drill cuttings, drilling mud, and/or materials
or water contaminated with bentonite, or any other substance
deemed deleterious to fish or wildlife, to enter the stream or be
placed where they may be washed into the stream. Any
contaminated water/materials from the drilling and/or project
activities shall be pumped or placed into a holding facility and
removed for proper disposal. The contractor shall develop a frac-out
contingency plan, which will establish operational procedures and
responsibilities for the prevention, containment, and clean-up of
frac-outs associated with proposed drilling activities.
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1. Enforcement

’ Monitoring Responsible | Agency Applicable
Project Measures Action Party 2. Monitoring  Alternative(s)
Phase
PM HWQ-3: Avoidance of In-Water Work (Applies to Alternative 1 only) To the extent Metro 1. Metro 1
To the extent feasible, construction work within the Rio Hondo, Rio feasible, ensure .
Hondo Spreading Grounds, and San Gabriel River shall be construction work | Construction 2. Pre- .
within the Rio Contractor construction /

scheduled to occur in the dry season when there is no water. ‘
Hondo, Rio Construction

Hondo Spreading
Grounds, and San
Gabriel River is
scheduled during
the dry season.

PM HWQ-4: Flood Events (Applies to Alternative 1 Only) Cease operation of | Metro 1. Metro 1
If a flood event inundates LRT tracks within the DSA of Alternative 1 | the train system if Construction 5. Construction
during operation of the Project, operation of the train system shall tracks are ’ . /
not 6eewr. inundated by flood Contractor Post-construction

waters. If a flood
event occurs
during
construction,
cease construction
activities and
move equipment
and materials to a
safe location
outside of
floodwaters.

If a flood event occurs in the DSA of Alternative 1 during
construction of the Project, construction activities shall cease, and
equipment and materials shall be moved to a safe location outside
of the floodwaters.

Land Use and Planning

PM TRA-1, as detailed below, shall be implemented during construction of
the Build Alternatives.
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Noise

PM NOI-1: Operational (post-Project) design standards for the Build Design each TPSS | Construction 1. Metro 1
Alternative may include but are not limited to: in accordance with | contractor 3/LPA
Design per Metro Rail Design Criteria (MRDC) to reduce the MRDC to 2. Pre- )
operational noise of the TPSSs which would mandate the location ensure noise does constructlion /
of traction power substations (TPSS) to be 45 dBA at 5o feet or at not exceed 45 dBA Construction
the setback line of the nearest building or occupied area, whichever | at 50 feet or at the
is closer. setback line of the
nearest building or
occupied area.
PM NOI-2: Construction activities shall comply with Metro’s baseline Comply with Construction 1. Metro 1
specifications Section 01 56 19, Construction Noise and Vibration Control. Metro's baseline contractor > Pre 3/LPA

Although Metro, as a state-chartered transportation agency, is exempt from
local noise ordinances, the agency is committed to consistency with local
construction noise limits whenever feasible and reasonable in accordance
with its own construction specifications. Metro's contractor shall utilize
control measures from Metro's specifications that effectively minimize noise
and vibration impacts in the community. Some mitigation measures shown
in Section 3.11, Noise and Vibration, are based on the provisions set forth in
Section 01 56 19 and are refined to have more specificity towards the Project-
related impacts concerning noise and vibration. Under PM NOI-2, the Project
shall comply with the entirety of Metro’s baseline specifications Section 01 56
19 and Metro’s contractor would utilize control measures from its own
specifications that effectively minimize noise and vibration impacts in the
community, such as:

Conducting at-grade construction activities adjacent to residential

neighborhoods during the daytime whenever practicable.

Requiring special permits for construction within a specified

distance and a specified time period for residential zones during

the nighttime and weekends.

Using construction equipment with effective noise-suppression
devices whenever feasible.

specifications
Section 015619,
Construction
Noise and
Vibration Control.
Wherever feasible,
be consistent with
local construction
noise limits.
Utilize control
measures from
contractor
specifications that
effectively
minimize noise
and vibration.

construction /
Construction

April 2024
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Using noise control measures, such as enclosures and noise
barriers, as necessary to protect the public and achieve compliance
with Metro’s noise limits.

Conducting all operations in a manner that will minimize, to the
greatest extent practicable, disturbance to the public in areas
adjacent to the construction activities and to occupants of nearby
buildings.

Public Services and Recreation

PM PSR-1: Operational BMPs for the Build Alternatives (may include but Coordinate with Metro 1. Metro 1
would not be limited to): fire and police ) 3/LPA
The contractor shall coordinate with fire and police protection protection officials Construction 2. Pre- .
officials when designing grade crossings to ensure that access for when designing contractor Ic)onstructlon /
police and fire protection services is maintained. Metro shall be grade crossings. COSt- .
included in all correspondence with third parties. Su.pplemenF onstruction
Metro shall supplement existing police protection services by existing police
providing Transit Services Bureau officers and contracted police protection services
services at all new LRT facilities, as needed to ensure that adequate by providing
police protection services are provided. Transit Services
Bureau officers and
contracted police
services at all new
LRT facilities as
needed.
Transportation
Ensure Metro 1. Metro 1
PM TRA-1: Operational BMPs for the Build Alternatives shall include the implementation of 3/LPA
following: BMPs during Maintenance 2. Pre-

Sidewalks shall not be altered to the extent that pedestrian
circulation would be impaired or in violation of ADA standards.
Additional enhancements to the existing signalized crosswalks,
such as marked crosswalks, shall further improve pedestrian
circulation and non-motorized access to transit stations.

project operation
to ensure safety,
including maintain
safe pedestrian,
bicyclist, and
vehicular access,

contractor

construction /
Construction /
Post-
Construction
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Metro shall coordinate with local jurisdictions to enhance
walkability in the immediate vicinity of the proposed station areas.

Operation of the Project shall not conflict with any identified local
programs, plans, or policies for circulation elements in
coordination with local jurisdictions.

New traffic signals or modifications to existing traffic signals (e.g.,
signal phasing changes) to accommodate light rail movements,
traffic circulation patterns at intersections, grade crossings, and to
facilitate pedestrian access to/from stations (e.g., mid-block
crossings at stations) shall be designed in accordance with Metro
Rail Design Criteria (MRDC) and standards.

Bicycle circulation and access amenities shall be provided in the
immediate station areas. Amenities may include bike parking and
connections to existing nearby bike facilities within up to a 6oo-foot
radius to improve bicycle-to-transit connections and shall be
determined during preliminary engineering.

Proposed bicycle facilities that intersect the Build Alternatives at
applicable intersections shall remain accessible and allow bicyclists
and pedestrians to cross at those intersections.

Project operations shall not preclude vehicle or truck access along
Washington Boulevard and left-turn movements shall continue to
be allowed to and from major cross-streets (e.g., Garfield Avenue,
Greenwood Avenue) at signalized intersections.

Stations and grade crossings shall be designed in accordance with
Metro Rail Design Criteria (MRDC), including Fire/Life Safety
Design Criteria, to ensure safety and minimize potential hazards at
all locations.

The Project shall be operated per applicable State, Metro, and city
design criteria and standards, including adherence to design codes
and standards such as the California Division of Occupational
Safety and Health Administration (Cal/OSHA), California Public
Utilities Commission (CPUC), California Manual of Uniform Traffic
Control Devices (CA MUTCD), and Metro safety and security
programs and standards (i.e., MRDC and Metro Systemwide

compliance with
applicable criteria
and safety
standards such as
for traffic
circulation and
grade crossings,
and do not allow
uncontrolled mid-
block crossing of
tracks.

April 2024

Final EIR



@ Metro

Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Chapter 5 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Station Design Standards Policy), to ensure emergency vehicle
access and building standards ensure that response times are
maintained and at acceptable levels.

Best practice safety measures shall be implemented to minimize
potential conflicts between vehicles and pedestrians. Measures may
include mid-block crosswalks, signal-protected pedestrian
movements, channelization, barriers, high visibility curbs between
the guideway and roadway to prohibit vehicles from driving onto the
tracks, barriers to protect and route pedestrians, ADA-compliant
curb ramps, and warning signs to provide for convenient and safe
access to station platforms.

Uncontrolled mid-block vehicular crossings of tracks and mid-block
left-turns shall not be permitted and shall be physically prohibited
by a curb between the roadway and at-grade guideway with a fence
between the two tracks in the center of the guideway whenever
feasible.

Grade crossings shall include traffic signal coordination and
upgrades in accordance with MRDC to avoid conflicts between
LRVs and eastbound traffic along Washington Boulevard.

Vehicular and pedestrian crossings across the at-grade segments of
the alignment shall be limited to intersections controlled by traffic
signals.

PM TRA-2: Construction BMPs for the Build Alternatives shall include the
following:

Cooperation with the corridor cities and the County shall occur
throughout the construction process. Restrictions on haul routes
may be incorporated into the construction specifications according
to local permitting requirements.

Pedestrian access to adjacent properties along the Build
Alternatives shall be maintained during construction.
Construction-related traffic circulation changes shall generally be
localized to the work area.

Ensure
implementation of
BMPs during
project
construction that
includes ensuring
pedestrian,
bicyclist, and
vehicular access is
maintained, fire
and police station
access is

Metro

Construction
contractor

1. Metro

2. Pre-
construction [/
Construction

3/LPA
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Construction activities shall comply with California Division of
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (Cal/OSHA) and
Metro safety and security programs.

Safety for pedestrians, bicyclists, multi-use trail users (i.e., hikers,
bicyclists, equestrians), and motorists shall be maintained during
construction; methods may include signage, partial lane closures,
and construction barriers.

Access to the LACFD Fire Station 50 on Saybrook Avenue shall be
maintained during construction and the launch of the TBM.

Metro shall coordinate with staff of the East Los Angeles Sheriff
Station, LACFD Fire Station 50, and PIH Health Whittier Hospital in
advance of any construction activities to preserve station access.

Lane and/or road closures shall be scheduled to minimize
disruptions, including detour routes, in coordination with
authorities having jurisdiction and local fire and police departments
prior to construction. The nearest local first responders shall be
notified, as appropriate, of traffic control measures in the Traffic
Management Plan (see MM TRA-1) during construction to
coordinate emergency response routing.

The Project shall be designed and constructed per applicable State,
Metro, and city design criteria and standards, including adherence
to design codes and standards such as Cal/OSHA, California Public
Utilities Commission (CPUC), California Manual of Uniform Traffic
Control Devices (CA MUTCD), and Metro safety and security
programs and standards (i.e., MRDC and Metro Systemwide
Station Design Standards Policy).

maintained,
construction
complies with
applicable criteria
and safety
standards, and
roadway
disruption is
minimized to the
degree feasible.

PM TRA-3: Operational BMPs for the MSF include the following:

Access shall be maintained to properties to the west of the vacated
portion of Acco Street via Yates Avenue.

Minor changes to traffic circulation, such as new or modified
driveways shall be designed according to applicable State, Metro,
and city design criteria and standards.

Any roadway changes shall be designed according to applicable
MRDGC, state, and local design criteria and standards where

Implement BMPs
during MSF
operation to
ensure pedestrian,
bicyclist, and
vehicular access is
maintained during
MSF operations.

Metro

Maintenance
contractor

1. Metro

2. Pre-
construction [/
Construction /
Post-
Construction

3/LPA

April 2024

Final EIR
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applicable, including fire code and Fire/Life Safety Design Criteria
and standards, and shall provide adequate emergency access.

Design traffic
circulation and
roadway changes
in accordance with
applicable criteria
and standards.

PM TRA-4: Construction BMPs for the MSF (must include but not be limited | Ensure access to Metro 1. Metro 1
to): nearby properties c ) b 3/LPA
Access to nearby properties shall be maintained throughout the is maintained cs:tsrgrcut(:rlon ién:;uction /
course of construction, and alternative routes shall be available for during . Construction
any streets requiring a full closure (e.g., use of Acco Street shall be construction, ar!d
routed to Flotilla Street or Washington Boulevard for the provide alternative
Montebello MSF). routes for any
streets requiring a
full closure.
Growth-Inducing
PM GRW-1: Metro shall coordinate with local jurisdictions to develop new Coordinate with Metro 1. Metro 1
corridor-wide governance strategies and implement plans, policies, and local jurisdictions 5 Pre. 3/LPA

economic development strategies to transform station areas into equitable,
sustainable and safe areas for development in the Project corridor.

and Los Angeles
County on
governance
strategies, plans,
policies, and
economic
development
strategies in station
areas.

construction [/
Construction /
Post-
Construction

Key:

ACM = asbestos-containing material

ADA = Americans with Disabilities Act

ADI = Area of Direct Impact

BMPs = Best Management Practices

CA MUTCD = California Manual of Uniform Traffic Control
Devices

April 2024

dBA = A-weighted decibel

DSA = detailed study area

DTSC = Department of Toxic Substances Control
EIR = Environmental Impact Report

ESA = Environmental Site Assessment

FHWA = Federal Highway Administration

HMBP = Hazardous Materials Business Plan

Final EIR

NAHC = Native American Heritage Commission
NPDES = National Pollution Discharge Elimination System
PCB = polychlorinated biphenyls

PIH = Presbyterian Intercommunity Hospital

PRC = Public Resources Code
PRMMP = Paleontological Resource Mitigation and

Monitoring Plan

541
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Cal/OSHA = California Division of Occupational Safety and
Health Administration

Caltrans = California Department of Transportation

CBC = California Building Code

CDFW = California Department of Fish and Wildlife
CEQA =

CFR = Code of Federal Regulations

CIDH = cast-in-drilled hole

CPUC = California Public Utilities Commission

CRMMP = Cultural Resources Monitoring and Mitigation
Plan

CUPA = Certified Unified Program Agency

April 2024
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HVAC = heating, ventilation, and air conditioning
LACDPW = Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
LACFCD = Los Angeles County Flood Control District
LACFD = Los Angeles County Fire Department

LBP = Lead-Based Paints

LPA = Locally Preferred Alternative

LRT = Light Rail Transit

LRV = light rail vehicle

MLD = Most Likely Descendant

MMRP = Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
MRDC = Metro Rail Design Criteria

MSF = maintenance and storage facility

Final EIR

RCRA = Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
ROW = right-of-way

RWQCB = Regional Water Quality Control Board
SCAQMD = South Coast Air Quality Management District
SWRCB = State Water Resources Control Board
SWPPP = stormwater pollution prevent plan

SVP = Society of Vertebrate Paleontology

TBM = tunnel boring machine

TPSS = traction power substations

USEPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
VdB = vibration decibels
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Overview

This document presents the findings required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
(Public Resources Code [PRC], § 21000 et seq.) for each of the significant environmental effects
identified in the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) (SCH No. 2010011062) that was prepared
for the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) Eastside Transit Corridor
Phase 2 Project (Project). In this document, "the Project" refers to the locally preferred alternative
(LPA), which is Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option, the Montebello At-Grade
Option, and the Montebello maintenance and storage facility (MSF), as described in detail in the
Recirculated Draft EIR and refined in the Final EIR. The Project, including the refinements in the Final
EIR, is discussed in more detail in Section 1.6 and all alternatives analyzed in the Recirculated Draft
EIR and Final EIR are discussed in Section 3 of this document.

This document also includes a Statement of Overriding Considerations, pursuant to CEQA, which
states the reasons why the benefits of the Project outweigh the Project's unavoidable significant
adverse effects.

1.2 Statutory Requirements

CEQA (PRC Section 21081), and the CEQA Guidelines (Title 14 California Code Regulations Section
15091), require that:

a. No public agency shall approve or carry out a project for which an EIR has been certified which
identifies one or more significant environmental effects on the environment that would occur if the
project is approved or carried out unless the public agency makes one or more written findings for
each of those significant effects, accompanied by a brief explanation of the rationale for each
finding. The possible findings are:

1. Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the final EIR.

2. Such changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public
agency and not the agency making the finding. Such changes have been adopted by such other
agency or can and should be adopted by such other agency.

3. Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including provision of
employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make infeasible the mitigation measures
or project alternatives identified in the EIR.

b. The findings required by subdivision (a) shall be supported by substantial evidence in the record.
c. The finding in subdivision (a)(2) shall not be made if the agency making the finding has
concurrent jurisdiction with another agency to deal with identified feasible mitigation measures or

alternatives. The finding in subdivision (a) (3) shall describe the specific reasons for rejecting
identified mitigation measures and project alternatives.
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d. When making the findings required in subdivision (a) (1), the agency shall also adopt a program for
reporting on or monitoring the changes which it has either required in the project or made a
condition of approval to avoid or substantially lessen significant environmental effects. These
measures must be fully enforceable through permit conditions, agreements, or other measures.

e. The public agency shall specify the location and custodian of the documents or other material
which constitute the record of the proceedings upon which its decision is based.

f. A statement made pursuant to Section 15093 does not substitute for the findings required by this
section.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15093 (a) states that, “If the specific economic, legal, social, technological, or
other benefits of a Project outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, the adverse
environmental effects may be considered ‘acceptable.”” Section 15093(b) of the CEQA Guidelines
requires for those significant impacts that cannot be avoided or substantially lessened, the lead agency
is required to state in writing the specific reasons to support its action based on the Final EIR and/or
other information in the record. The statement of overriding considerations shall be supported by
substantial evidence in the record.

Section 21081.6 of CEQA also requires public agencies to adopt a mitigation monitoring and reporting
program (MMRP) for assessing and ensuring the implementation of proposed mitigation measures.
Pursuant to Section 21081.6, public agencies are required to provide that the measures to mitigate or
avoid significant effects on the environment are fully enforceable through permit conditions,
agreements, or other measures.

Pursuant to the requirements listed above, this Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding
Considerations presents the required findings which are supported by substantial evidence in the
record. Additionally, this Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations includes a
statement of overriding considerations that explains the specific reasons why the social, economic,
legal, technical, or other beneficial aspects of the Project outweigh the Project’s unavoidable adverse
environmental impact and why the Lead Agency is willing to accept such impact. This statement is
based on the Recirculated Draft EIR and Final EIR and/or other substantial evidence in the record.

The mitigation measures identified in the MMRP for the Project to avoid or reduce the significant
effects on the environment are identified within this Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding
Considerations. The Project MMRP is provided under separate cover.

1.3 Record of Proceedings

For purposes of CEQA and the findings set forth herein, the record of proceedings for Metro's
decision on the Project consists of: (a) matters of common knowledge to Metro, including, but not
limited to, federal, State, and local laws and regulations; and (b) the following documents which are in
the custody of Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Records Management, MS 99-PL-5, Los Angeles, CA goo12:

Notice of Preparation (NOP) and other public notices issued by Metro in conjunction with
the Project

The Recirculated Draft EIR dated June 2022, including all associated appendices and
documents that were incorporated by reference
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1.4

All testimony, documentary evidence, and all correspondence submitted in response to the
Project during the scoping meetings or by agencies or members of the public during the
public comment period on the Recirculated Draft EIR, and responses to those comments
(Chapter 4, Responses to Comments, of the Final EIR)

The Final EIR dated April 2024 including all associated appendices and documents that were
incorporated by reference

The MMRP (Chapter 5 of the Final EIR)

All findings and resolutions adopted by Metro in connection with the Project, and all
documents cited or referred to therein

All final technical reports and addenda, studies, memoranda, maps, correspondence, and all
planning documents prepared by Metro or the consultants relating to the Project

All documents submitted to Metro by agencies or members of the public in connection with
development of the Project

All actions of Metro with respect to the Project

Any other materials required by PRC Section 21167.6(e) to be in the record of proceedings

Document Organization

The CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations was prepared to meet the
latest CEQA Statutes and Guidelines. The document is organized into the following sections:

Section 1. Introduction

Section 1.1 Overview

Section 1.2 Statutory requirements
Section 1.3 Record of proceedings
Section 1.4 Document Organization
Section 1.5 Public and Agency Outreach
Section 1.6 Project Summary

Section 2. Statement of Significant Impacts and Required Findings

Section 2.1 Environmental Impacts Found to be Significant and Unavoidable
Section 2.2 Environmental Impacts Found to be Less Than Significant with Mitigation

Section 2.3 Environmental Impacts Found to be Less Than Significant
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Section 2.4 Environmental Resources Found Not to be Impacted
Section 2.5. Cumulative Impacts
Section 3. Alternatives and Mitigation Measures
Section 3.1 Alternatives
Section 3.2 Design Options and MSF Options
Section 3.3 Findings for the Environmentally Superior Alternative
Section 3.4 Findings for Mitigation Measures
Section 4. Findings on Changes to the Recirculated Draft EIR
Section 4.1. Changes to the Draft EIR
Section 4.2 Findings Regarding Changes to the Recirculated Draft EIR
Section 5. Statement of Overriding Considerations

Section 5.1. Significant and Unavoidable Impacts
Section 5.2. Overriding Considerations

Section 5.3. Conclusion

1.5 Public and Agency Outreach

Metro has complied with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines during the preparation of the EIR for the
Project. The Recirculated Draft EIR, dated June 2022, was prepared after soliciting input from the
public, responsible agencies, and affected agencies through the Recirculated Draft EIR scoping
process. The “scoping” of the Recirculated Draft EIR was conducted using several of the tools
available under CEQA. In accordance with Section 15063 of the CEQA Guidelines, a NOP was prepared
and distributed to the State Clearinghouse, responsible agencies, affected agencies, and other
interested parties on May 31, 2019. The NOP was posted in the Los Angeles County Clerk office for 30
days; and comments on the NOP were accepted through July 31, 2019. Metro conducted six public
Scoping Meetings in June 2019 to receive formal public comments on the Build Alternatives and their
potential impacts to the environment and quality of life. The NOP was also submitted to the California
Office of Planning and Research (State Clearinghouse) to officially solicit participation in determining
the scope of the Recirculated Draft EIR. Information requested and input provided during the NOP
comment period regarding the scope of the Recirculated Draft EIR are included in the Recirculated
Draft EIR.

The Recirculated Draft EIR was circulated for a 60-day public review and comment period starting on
Thursday, June 30, 2022, and concluding on Monday, August 29, 2022. The public review period was
conducted pursuant to CEQA and its implementing guidelines, which requires a 45-day review period.
The document and the Notice of Completion (NOC) were distributed to the California Office of
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Planning and Research (State Clearinghouse). Relevant agencies also received copies of the
document. A Notice of Availability (NOA) was distributed to agencies and community stakeholders.
The NOA informed them of where they could view the document and how to comment. Hard copies
of the Recirculated Draft EIR (and electronic copies of the supporting technical reports) were made
available for public review at the Metro Headquarters and local libraries. An electronic copy of the
document was also posted online, and hard copies were made available by request. The NOA was filed
with the County Clerks on June 30, 2022. A total of 297 written comment letters were received on the
Recirculated Draft EIR.

A Final EIR has been completed and includes the Recirculated Draft EIR, comments received on the
Recirculated Draft EIR, written responses to the comments received, a list of persons and agencies
commenting on the Recirculated Draft EIR, and revisions and changes to the Recirculated Draft EIR.

1.6  Project Summary

1.6.1  Project Location and Setting

The Project would extend the Metro E Line (formerly Metro L [Gold] Line) approximately 4.6 miles east
from the current terminus at Atlantic Boulevard to an at-grade terminal station at the Greenwood
station in the city of Montebello. The alignment is located in the unincorporated Los Angeles County
community of East Los Angeles and the cities of Commerce and Montebello.

For purposes of describing the Project, two study areas have been defined. The General Study Area
(GSA) is regional in scope and scale, whereas the Detailed Study Area (DSA) encompasses an area
approximately o.5-miles to 2-miles from the Project alignment’s centerline. The purpose of the GSA is
to establish the study area for environmental resources that are regional in scope and scale, such as
regional transportation, including vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and regional travel demands,
population, housing, and employment. The DSA establishes a study area to evaluate environmental
resources that are more sensitive to the physical location of the Project. The GSA and DSA are shown
in Figure 1.
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Source: Metro; CDM Smith/AECOM |V, 2024.
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Figure 1. Project Alignment and Study Areas
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1.6.2  Project Purpose and Objectives

East Los Angeles County faces an increasing number of mobility challenges due to high population,
employment growth, and a constrained transportation network. The existing terminus of Metro E Line
is located approximately four miles east of Downtown Los Angeles at Atlantic Boulevard and Pomona
Boulevard in the unincorporated community of East Los Angeles. There is no rail connection for
communities located to the east. Many residents within the GSA, defined in Section 1.6.1, encounter
long travel delays connecting to and from downtown Los Angeles and beyond. If unaddressed, these
mobility challenges pose a risk to future population and economic growth, including challenges for
transit dependent populations, pedestrian and bicycle safety, capacity constraints on existing
infrastructure, inefficiency of goods movement, poor air quality conditions, and other environmental
considerations. If no action is taken, these transportation challenges will continue to grow. In support
of the goals documented in Metro’s 2020 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) and Metro’s Vision
2028 Strategic Plan, the Project Objectives include the following:

Enhance regional connectivity and air quality goals by extending the existing Metro E Line
further east from the East Los Angeles terminus

Provide mobility options to increase accessibility and convenience to and from eastern Los
Angeles County

Improve transit access to activity centers and employment within eastern Los Angeles County
that would be served by the Project

Accommodate future transportation demand resulting from increased population and
employment growth

Enable jurisdictions in eastern Los Angeles County to address their transit-oriented
community goals and provide equitable development opportunities

Improve accessibility and connectivity to transit-dependent communities

Project Objectives are met to varying extents by creating benefits, both to the region and to local
communities. By extending the existing Metro E Line into eastern Los Angeles County, the Project will
enhance access and mobility and provide connectivity to other destinations along Metro’s regional
system. Further, the Project will reduce travel times and the need for transfers within the system by
providing a one-seat ride via the Regional Connector. By serving concentrated areas of employment,
activity centers and residential communities, the Project will support transit-oriented community goals
and address the mobility needs of transit-dependent populations. The Project will provide new and
faster transit options which will help lead to equitable development and in-fill growth opportunities
throughout eastern Los Angeles County.
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1.6.3  Project Description

1.6.3.1  Project

As shown in Figure 1, the Project would extend the Metro E Line approximately 4.6 miles and include a
relocated open-air shallow underground Atlantic station and three new stations: Atlantic/Whittier
(underground), Commerce/Citadel (underground), and Greenwood (at-grade). The Project would have
approximately 3.0 miles of underground, o.5 miles of aerial, and 1.1 miles of at-grade alignment.

An MSF in the city of Montebello and other ancillary facilities, including overhead catenary system
(OCS), tracks, cross passages, ventilation structures, traction power substations (TPSS), track
crossovers, emergency generators, radio tower poles and equipment shelters, and other facilities,
would also be constructed along the Project alignment.

1.6.3.2 Guideway Alignment

The guideway would begin at the eastern end of the existing East Los Angeles Civic Center Station,
transitioning from at-grade to underground at the intersection of South La Verne Avenue and East 3
Street. The guideway would then turn south and run beneath Atlantic Boulevard to approximately
Verona Street and Olympic Boulevard. The underground guideway would then curve southeast,
running under Smithway Street near the Citadel Outlets in the city of Commerce. After crossing
Saybrook Avenue, the guideway would daylight from underground to an aerial configuration to avoid
disrupting existing BNSF Railway tracks. The aerial guideway would continue east then merge into the
center median of Washington Boulevard at Gayhart Street. At Yates Avenue, the guideway would
transition from aerial to an at-grade configuration, run along Washington Boulevard to Carob Way,
and then continue east in an at-grade configuration. The alignment would terminate at the at-grade
Greenwood station in the city of Montebello with trail tracks that cross Montebello Boulevard and
extend just to the east of Carob Way.

1.6.3.3 Maintenance and Storage Facility

The Project includes an MSF in the city of Montebello shown in Figure 1. The MSF would provide
equipment and facilities to clean, maintain, and repair rail cars, vehicles, tracks, and other
components of the system. The MSF would enable storage of light rail vehicles (LRV) that are not in
service and would connect to the mainline with one lead track. Additionally, the MSF would provide
office space for Metro rail operation staff, administrative staff, and communications support staff and
would be the primary physical employment centers for rail operation employees, including train
operators, maintenance workers, supervisors, administrative personnel, security personnel and other
roles.

The MSF is north of Washington Boulevard and south of Flotilla Street between Yates Avenue and Vail
Avenue. The site is approximately 30 acres and is bounded by Vail Avenue to the east, a warehouse
structure along the south side of Flotilla Street to the north, Yates Avenue to the west, and a
warehouse rail line to the south. Additional acreage would be needed to accommodate the lead track
and construction staging. The lead tracks to the MSF would be in an at-grade configuration from
Washington Boulevard, paralleling Vail Avenue, and would remain at-grade to connect to the MSF.
Through-access on Acco Street to Vail Avenue would be eliminated and cul-de-sacs would be provided
on each side of the lead tracks to ensure that access to businesses in this area is maintained. Acco
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Street is an undivided two-lane road and is functionally classified as a local street under the California
Road System.

The MSF would require acquisition of several properties with commercial and industrial uses. The
parcels within the MSF and in the vicinity are classified as Heavy Manufacturing under the city of
Montebello zoning code. A significant portion of the MSF is occupied by an industrial/commercial
paving business.

1.6.3.4 Ancillary Facilities

The Project would require a number of additional elements to support vehicle operations, including
but not limited to the OCS, tracks, crossovers, cross passages, ventilation structures, TPSS, train
control houses, electric power switches and auxiliary power rooms, communications rooms, radio
tower poles and equipment shelters, and the MSF. The Project would have an underground alignment
of approximately 3 miles in length between La Verne and Saybrook Avenue. Per Metro's Fire Life Safety
Criteria, ventilation shafts and emergency fire exits would be installed along the tunnel portion of the
alignment. These would be located at the underground stations or public right-of-way (ROW). The
Project alignment would travel along the median of the roadway for most of the route. The precise
location of ancillary facilities would be determined in a subsequent design phase.

1.6.3.5 Proposed Stations

The following stations would be constructed under the Project:

Atlantic/Pomona station — The Atlantic/Pomona station would relocate the existing at-grade
Atlantic Station to a shallow underground open-air station with two side platforms and a
canopy. This station would be located beneath the existing triangular parcel bounded by
Atlantic Boulevard, Pomona Boulevard, and Beverly Boulevard. The existing parking structure
located north of the 31 Street and Atlantic Boulevard intersection would continue to serve this
station. In coordination with Metro Art, efforts would be made, as feasible, to relocate the
artwork from the existing Atlantic Station to the new Atlantic/Pomona station.

Atlantic/Whittier — This station would be underground with a center platform located beneath
the intersection of Atlantic and Whittier Boulevards in East Los Angeles. Parking would not be
provided at this station. Access to the station would be provided via an entrance located on
the northwest corner of the Whittier Boulevard and Atlantic Boulevard intersection.

Commerce/Citadel — This station would be underground with a center platform located
beneath Smithway Street near the Citadel Outlets in the city of Commerce. Parking would not
be provided at this station. Access to the station would be provided via an entrance located
south of Smithway Street west of Gaspar Avenue.

Greenwood — This station would be at-grade with a center platform on Washington Boulevard
located just west of Greenwood Avenue in the city of Montebello. This station would provide
a surface parking facility near the intersection of Greenwood Avenue and Washington
Boulevard.

Station public area designs and amenities would comply with the Systemwide Station Design
Standards and the Metro Art Program Policy as contained in the Metro Rail Design Criteria (MRDC)

and Architectural Standard and Directive Drawings, as required by the Metro Systemwide Station
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Design Standards Policy. Design elements include, but are not limited to, station pin signs, entrance
portal canopies, platform canopies, plaza paving and landscaping, station interior architectural
finishes and furnishings, lighting, passenger telephones, sound attenuation features, customer
information panels, real-time information digital screens, fare gates, fare vending machines, integrated
public art, security cameras, and bike racks and lockers. Escalators and elevators would be located in
aerial and underground stations. Station entry portals would be implemented at underground stations.
Station access would be compliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and would also
have bicycle and pedestrian connections. Bicycle and pedestrian connections to the stations would
comply with the requirement for a seamless project boundary as described in the Metro First/Last
Mile Guidelines and in the MRDC. Details regarding most of these items, including station area
planning and urban design, would be determined at a later phase in compliance with Metro design
standards as referenced above.

1.6.3.6  Design Refinements

Following the Metro Board of Directors’ selection of the LPA (Project) in December 2022 and receipt
and review of public comments on the Recirculated Draft EIR, the conceptual engineering of the
Project continued to progress. This has resulted in the consideration of refinements to the overall
project design and performance that are identified and analyzed in Final EIR, including new project
components and optional changes that will be further considered as the engineering advances. The
Design Refinements which are evaluated in Chapter 2 of the Final EIR are not considerably different
from the Project (Alternative 3 and the design options) analyzed in the Recirculated Draft EIR. The
Design Refinements would not result in any new significant impact or a substantial increase in the
severity of a significant impact than identified for Alternative 3 and the design options in the
Recirculated Draft EIR.

The Design Refinements consist of the following:

Guideway Refinement — This is an optional refinement of the aerial and at-grade guideway
configurations. Under the optional Guideway Refinement, the aerial tracks would transition from aerial
to an at-grade configuration further east than the base Project between Vail Avenue and Maple
Avenue. The lead tracks to the MSF would be in an aerial configuration from Washington Boulevard
and then would transition to at-grade as the track approaches the MSF. This would result in 0.9 miles
of aerial alignment as opposed to 0.5 miles under the base Project.

Crossover Refinements — Crossovers are mechanical track installations along a double-track alignment
that allow trains traveling in either direction on either track to move to the other track and continue
traveling in the same direction without stopping. The operation and construction of crossovers were
considered in the evaluation of the guideway alignment in the Recirculated Draft EIR. The Crossover
Refinements consist of three new or adjusted crossover locations that were not previously evaluated.
Two locations are project components and one is an optional refinement. One additional new
crossover was evaluated in the Final EIR for Alternative 1 that is south of the Alternative 1 terminus at
Lambert station that is not applicable to the Project.

Atlantic/Whittier Station crossover (Project component) — a new underground crossover just
north of the proposed Atlantic/Whittier station. This crossover increases the size of the
underground station footprint compared to the station as analyzed in the Recirculated Draft
EIR.
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Greenwood crossovers (Project component) — at-grade crossover west of Greenwood station
and crossover east of Greenwood station that is west of the crossover location analyzed in the
Recirculated Draft EIR.

Maravilla crossover (Optional) — a new at-grade crossover in the existing Line E tracks on 3
Street between Arizona Avenue and Kern Avenue, west of East L.A. Civic Center Station. The
Maravilla crossover is located outside of the alignment but within the DSA studied in the
Recirculated Draft EIR.

1.6.3.7  Description of Construction

Construction of the Project would include a combination of elements. The major construction
activities include guideway construction (at-grade, aerial, underground); decking and tunnel boring for
the underground guideway; station construction; demolition; utility relocation and installation work;
street improvements including sidewalk reconstruction and traffic signal installation; retaining walls;
light rail transit (LRT) operating systems installation including TPSS and OCS; parking facilities; the
MSF; and construction of other ancillary facilities.

In addition to adhering to regulatory requirements, the development of the Project would employ
conventional construction methods, techniques, and equipment. All work for development of the LRT
system would conform to accepted industry specifications and standards, including Best Management
Practices (BMP). Project engineering and construction would, at minimum, be completed in
conformance with applicable regulations, guidelines, and criteria, including, but not limited to, MRDC
(Metro 2018), Architectural Standard and Directive Drawings, California Building Code, Metro
Operating Rules, and Metro Sustainability Principles.

Project construction is expected to last approximately 6o to 84 months. Construction activities would
shift along the corridor so that construction activities should be relatively short in duration at any one
point, although construction of the open-air and each underground station would last approximately
12 to 18 months and construction of the at-grade station would last approximately 6 months. Most
construction activities would occur during daytime hours. For specialized construction tasks, it may be
necessary to work during nighttime hours to minimize traffic disruptions. Traffic control and
pedestrian control during construction would follow local jurisdiction guidelines and the Manual of
Uniform Traffic Control Devices standards. Typical roadway construction traffic control methods and
devices would be employed including the use of signage, roadway markings, flagging, and barricades
to regulate, warn, or guide road users. Properties adjacent to the Project’s alignment would be used
for construction staging. The laydown and storage areas for construction equipment and materials
would be established in the vicinity of the Project within parking facilities, and/or on parcels that
would be acquired for the proposed stations and the MSF. Construction staging areas would be used
to store building materials and construction equipment, assemble the tunnel boring machine (TBM),
provide temporary storage of excavated materials, and locate temporary field offices for the contractor.

1.6.3.8  Description of Operations

The operating hours and schedules for the Project would be comparable to the weekday, Saturday and
Sunday, and holiday schedules for the Metro E Line (effective 2019). It is anticipated that trains would
operate every day from 4 am to 1:30 am. On weekdays, trains would operate approximately every 5 to
10 minutes during peak hours, every 10 to 12 minutes mid-day and until 8 pm, and every 15 minutes in
the early morning and after 8 pm. On weekends, trains would operate every 10 minutes from g am to
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6:30 pm, every 15 minutes from 7 am to 9 am and from 6:30 pm to 7:30 pm, and every 20 minutes
before 7 am and after 7:30 pm. These operational headways are consistent with Metro design
requirements for future rail services.

2. STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANT
IMPACTS AND REQUIRED FINDINGS

This section discusses the significant impacts and mitigation measures identified for the Project and
makes findings for all significant impacts identified in the Final EIR. The Recirculated Draft EIR and
Final EIR focus on the Project’s effect on the environment that Metro, as the CEQA Lead Agency and
project proponent, has determined to be significant in accordance with CEQA regulations. As
described in Chapters 3 and 4 of the Recirculated Draft EIR and Chapter 2 of the Final EIR, the Project
could result in significant environmental impacts in the following issue areas, prior to mitigation:

Biological Resources

Cultural Resources

Geology, Seismicity, Soils, and Paleontological Resources

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Hydrology and Water Quality

Noise and Vibration

Transportation and Traffic

Tribal Cultural Resources

The impacts for all resource areas analyzed in the Final EIR are presented based on the following
impact determinations:

Significant and Unavoidable
Less than Significant with Mitigation
Less than Significant
Not to be impacted
The following information is provided for each topic:
Impact — specific description of the environmental effects identified in the Final EIR.

Reference — notation of the specific section in the Recirculated Draft EIR, Final EIR, or other
information source that support the findings.
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Mitigation Measures — mitigation measures (if any) identified in the Final EIR to avoid or
reduce impacts determined to be significant.

Findings — the findings made in accordance with Section 21081 of CEQA which identifies the
significance of the environmental impacts after mitigation (as applicable) and identifies the
applicable of the three possible findings for each significant impact, as provided in Section
15091 of the CEQA Guidelines.

In the making the findings, Metro has considered the project measures identified in the Recirculated
Draft EIR and as revised in the Final EIR, which are components of the project, including design
features, best management practices, or other measures required by law and/or permit approvals. The
impacts, the mitigation measures, and Metro’s findings identified herein would be the same for the
base Project and the Project with optional Guideway Refinement and/or the Project the optional
Maravilla Crossover. The only difference between the base Project and the Project with the optional
Guideway Refinement is a 0.4 mile difference in aerial and at-grade guideway configuration, the
configuration of the lead tracks to the MSF, and the location of the aerial to at-grade guideway
transition. The only difference between the base Project and the Project with the optional Maravilla
crossover is a slightly larger area of construction/disturbance, a slight increase in temporary
disruption of traffic, transit, bicycle and pedestrian accesses, and reconstruction of a small portion of
existing track.

2.1 Environmental Impacts Found to be
Significant and Unavoidable

2.1.1  Geology, Seismicity, Soils, and
Paleontological Resources

2.1.1.1  Paleontological Resources

The Project would have a significant impact related to geology, seismicity, soils, and paleontological
resources with respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact GEO-5: Would the Project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

Impact

The Project is located in paleontologically sensitive geologic units where paleontological resources are
likely to be present. The loss of these resources could occur during Project construction from soil
disturbance, including excavation, tunneling, and construction of underground stations.

Monitoring for paleontological resources can be implemented during excavation where the excavation
site is reasonably accessible and visible, where soil spoils can be reasonably observed, and where
construction methods do not completely destroy any potential specimen. However, monitoring is not
feasible during tunnel boring activities because the tunnel boring machine (TBM) operates by grinding
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material as it moves forward, making it impossible to preserve fossils or bones. The tunnel boring for
the Project would occur in sediments with a high sensitivity for paleontological resources, and thus,
construction using the TBM would result in significant direct impacts on paleontological resources.
The impact would be the same for the Project with the optional Guideway Refinement and/or the
Project with the optional Maravilla crossover.

Reference

Section 3.6.6.5, Impact GEO-5: Paleontological Resources, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.6-42
through 3.6-43. Section 2.4.6.5 and Section 3.2.8 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation measures listed below would reduce impacts on paleontological resources to less than
significant in areas that can be monitored. However, there is no known way to monitor or mitigate
tunnel boring impacts on paleontological resources because of how the TBM operates.
Implementation of the Project would result in significant and unavoidable impacts related to
paleontological resources. There are no feasible measures that would mitigate these impacts to less
than significant.

MM GEO-1:  The contractor shall retain a qualified paleontologist and a qualified paleontological
monitor to carry out the following tasks: Prepare a Paleontological Resource Mitigation
and Monitoring Plan (PRMMP) that includes identification and mapping of the areas
of high sensitivity to be monitored during construction. These areas are defined as all
areas within the Older alluvium in the project site where planned excavation will
exceed three feet below the surface or three feet into undisturbed sediments and all
areas within the Younger alluvium in the project site where planned excavation will
exceed 10 feet below the surface or 10 feet into undisturbed sediments. The qualified
paleontologist shall supervise the qualified paleontological monitor to monitor
excavation in areas identified as likely to contain paleontological resources with the
exception of TBM excavation, where monitoring is infeasible. The qualified
paleontologist shall retain the option to reduce monitoring if, in his or her professional
opinion, sediments being monitored are previously disturbed. Monitoring may also be
reduced if the potentially fossiliferous units are determined to have low potential to
contain fossil resources.

MM GEO-2:  Monitoring for paleontological resources and salvage of fossils shall occur in
compliance with the Paleontological Resource Mitigation and Monitoring Plan
(PRMMP) required by mitigation measure MM GEO-1. The PRMMP shall specify that
the qualified paleontologist and the qualified paleontological monitor are equipped to
salvage fossils and samples of sediment as they are unearthed to avoid construction
delays and empowered to temporarily halt or divert equipment to allow removal of
abundant or large specimens. Since Older alluvium yields small fossil specimens
(microvertebrate fossils) likely to go unnoticed during typical large-scale
paleontological monitoring, the PRMMP shall identify that matrix samples shall be
collected and processed to determine the potential for small fossils to be recovered
prior to substantial excavations in those sediments. If this sampling indicates that
these units do possess small fossils, a matrix sample of 6,000 pounds shall be
collected at various locations, to be specified by the paleontologist, within the
construction area. These matrix samples shall also be processed for small fossils.
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MM GEO-3:  The Paleontological Resource Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (PRMMP) required
under mitigation measure MM GEO-1 shall specify procedures for the discovery,
recovery, preparation, and analysis of significant paleontological resources
encountered during construction, in accordance with standards for recovery, reporting,
and curation established by the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP). The qualified
paleontologist shall make certain that recovered specimens be prepared to a point of
identification and permanent preservation, including washing of sediments to recover
small invertebrate and vertebrate fossils.

MM GEO-4:  Curation of specimens shall occur in compliance with the Paleontological Resource
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (PRMMP) required by mitigation measure MM GEO-1.
The PRMMP shall identify criteria for identifying specimens to be curated into a
professional accredited museum repository with permanent retrievable storage. A
report of findings, with an appended itemized inventory of specimens, shall be
prepared. The report and inventory, when submitted to the professional accredited
museum repository, shall signify completion of the program to mitigate impacts to
paleontological resources.

Finding

Significant impacts on paleontological resources in areas that can be monitored would be mitigated
through implementation of mitigation measures MM GEO-1 through MM GEO-4 requiring a qualified
paleontologist to monitor excavation in areas identified as likely to contain paleontological resources
and making certain that recovered specimens be prepared for permanent preservation and curated
into an appropriate repository in compliance with the PRMMP. However, for the reasons stated above
regarding use of a TBM, there is no known way to monitor tunnel boring impacts on paleontological
resources. Metro finds that the impact on paleontological resources during tunnel boring would be
significant and no feasible mitigation measures exist to mitigate these impacts. Thus, for areas that
can be monitored, as identified in Section 1.2 above and in Section 15091(a) (1) of the CEQA
Guidelines, Metro adopts CEQA Finding 1 that changes or alterations that have been required in, or
incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect
on paleontological resources; for areas where the TBM would be used and monitoring is not feasible,
Metro adopts CEQA Finding 3 that specific technological considerations make mitigating the impact
on paleontological resources from the TBM infeasible.

2.2  Environmental Impacts Found to be
Less Than Significant with Mitigation

2.2.1 Biological Resources

2.2.1.1  Protected Species

The Project would have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures related to biological
resources with respect to the following significance threshold:
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Impact BIO-1: Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status
species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by CDFW or USFWS?

Impact

The Project is located in an area where migratory birds could nest in street trees. Potential impacts on
nesting birds could result from increased noise or vibration associated with ongoing operations, such
as increased concentration of human activity at stations. However, the Project would run under and
along existing roads in a highly urbanized environment, which already experiences noise and vibration
levels that likely discourage birds from nesting close to the proposed alignment. Therefore, the Project
would not likely alter existing nesting behavior within the Biological Resource Study Area (BRSA).

However, disturbances to vegetation and structures providing bird nesting habitat during the bird
nesting season could adversely affect migratory birds. Disturbances to vegetation and structures
providing bird nesting habitat during the bird nesting season, without mitigation, could result in
significant impacts on migratory birds.

The analysis found that the Project would not impact special-status species or bats under Impact BIO-
1. Special status species would not be impacted because of the developed nature of the BRSA and lack
of suitable habitat along the alignment.

Reference

Section 3.3.6.1, Impact BIO-1: Protected Species, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.3-20 through
3.3-21; Section 2.4.3.1 and Section 3.2.5 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures
The following mitigation measure reduce impacts related to migratory birds to less than significant.

MM BIO-4: Prior to the implementation of construction activities (e.g., demolition of structures,
excavation, grading, construction of access roads) that would result in removal of or
disturbances to vegetation and structures providing bird nesting habitat, prior to pile
driving near active bird nests, and prior to tree trimming during the maintenance
period, the following shall occur:

If construction is scheduled to occur during the bird nesting season (generally
February 15 through September 15, and as early as January 1 for some raptors),
vegetation that will be impacted by the Project shall be removed in advance of the
construction activities and outside the nesting season, if feasible, to avoid take of
birds, raptors, or their eggs. If this is not feasible, prior to the implementation of
construction activities, one nesting bird survey shall be conducted 72 hours prior
to construction or maintenance that shall remove or disturb suitable nesting
habitat during the breeding season. The survey shall be performed by a biologist
with experience conducting breeding bird surveys. The biologist shall prepare a
survey report within 24 hours of conducting the survey, documenting the
presence or absence of any active nest of a migratory bird. If an active nest is
located, an appropriate no-work buffer shall be established and vegetation
removal within the buffer shall be postponed until the nest is vacated and
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juveniles have fledged (minimum of six weeks after egg-laying) and when there is
no evidence of a second attempt at nesting. Buffers may be as large as 300 feet
for migratory bird nests and 500 feet for raptor nests.

Finding

Significant impacts on migratory birds would be mitigated by requiring nesting bird surveys to be
performed prior to implementation of construction and maintenance activities that disturb areas
providing bird nesting habitat, and by requiring that, if any active nests are located, a no-work buffer
would be established until the nest is vacated. For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that, through
implementation of mitigation measure MM BI1O-4, the Project’s impacts related to migratory birds,
would be reduced to less than significant levels. Thus, as identified in Section 1.2 above and in Section
15091(a) (1) of the CEQA Guidelines, Metro adopts CEQA Finding 1, that changes or alterations that
have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen the
significant environmental effect on biological resources with respect to Impact BIO-1.

2.2.2 Cultural Resources

2.2.2.1 Historical Resources

The Project would have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures related to cultural
resources with respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact CUL-1: Would the Project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource pursuant to 15064.5?

Impact

Construction of the Project has the potential to cause vibrations and ground settlement adjacent to
the Golden Gate Theater, is a historic property, which could result in a significant impact. Vibration
levels from construction activities along the proposed alignment would include the use of a TBM,
bulldozers, dump trucks, and vibratory rollers. The use of impact pile drivers would be avoided
whenever possible to eliminate the potential of vibration impacts (such as minor cosmetic structural
damage) at nearby sensitive receptors. As a result of the preliminary construction vibration estimates,
construction activities are predicted to exceed the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) vibration
damage impact criteria at the closest residences and commercial properties. Therefore, without
mitigation, a significant impact on the Golden Gate Theater would occur.

The analysis found that the Project would result in less than significant impacts or no impacts on the
following historic resources: the Vail Field Industrial Addition, Pacific Metals Company, Goodyear
Warehouse, Greenwood Elementary School, South Montebello Irrigation District Building, and the
William and Florence Kelly House.

Construction of the Project would acquire six contributing resources to the Vail Field Industrial
Addition, which is potential historic district, resulting in the physical demolition of these district
contributors and would impair the significance of the potential historic district, by removing in an
adverse manner some of the physical characteristics of the historical resource that conveys its
significance. The six contributing resources would be acquired primarily as ROW acquisition to enable
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construction of the guideway. However, the demolition of these peripheral contributors would leave
the core of the potential historic district intact with a sufficient number of contributors with
characteristics to still convey its historical significance and would be eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources (CRHR). The Project would not have a substantial adverse change on
the Vail Field Industrial Addition and would result in a less than significant impact.

The alignment would be aerial near two historic properties located in an industrial setting, the Pacific
Metals Company building and the Goodyear Warehouse. The new aerial structure would introduce a
new visual element but would not limit views or change the historic character of the buildings. The
alteration of the setting with the new visual element of the aerial structure would not materially impair
its significance and would result in a less than significant impact.

The alignment and Greenwood station would be at-grade near three historic properties: the
Greenwood Elementary School, the South Montebello Irrigation District Building and William and
Florence Kelly House. These resources would not be physically demolished, destroyed, relocated, or
altered. Due to the considerable distance between the Greenwood Elementary School and Washington
Boulevard, no visual impacts on this historical resource or its setting are anticipated from the at-grade
alignment or station and there would be no impact. The at-grade alighment would introduce new
visual, audible, and atmospheric elements within the immediate surroundings of the South
Montebello Irrigation District Building and William and Florence Kelly House. The setting of the
buildings is modern and adjacent to a major road. Therefore, the setting of these buildings has already
been extensively modified and includes modern infrastructure and uses. Although the Greenwood
station would introduce a permanent visual element directly in front of the South Montebello
Irrigation District Building and the William and Florence Kelly House, the relative height of the raised
platform will not block any significant views of these historical resources, such as the view of the
facades from the sidewalk or the westbound side of Washington Boulevard. The existing setting would
be left largely intact. Because the setting of the building is already compromised by modern
development and activities, the significance of the South Montebello Irrigation District Building and
the William and Florence Kelly House would not be materially impaired.

Reference

Section 3.4.6.1, Impact CUL-1: Historical Resources, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.4-38
through 3.4-40; Section 2.4.4.1 and Section 3.2.6 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measure reduce impacts on the Golden Gate Theater to less than significant.

MM CUL-: Protection Measures — Differential Settlement/Vibration/Tunnel Boring Machine
(TBM) Specifications for CVS/Golden Gate Theater. The contractor shall conduct a
pre-construction baseline survey and building protection report, implement building
protection measures as specified in the building protection report, and conduct a post-
construction survey of the CVS/Golden Gate Theater in relation to Guideway
Alignment construction adjacent to the historical resource. Building protection
measures shall be implemented in conjunction with MM NOI-1 through MM NOI-15.
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The contractor shall conduct a pre-construction survey to establish baseline,
preconstruction conditions and to assess the building category and the potential
for ground borne vibration to cause damage. Geotechnical investigations shall be
undertaken to evaluate soil, groundwater, seismic, and environmental conditions
along the alignment. This analysis shall inform the development of appropriate
support mechanisms for cut and fill construction areas or areas that could
experience differential settlement as a result of using a tunnel boring machine
(TBM) in close proximity to the historical resource. An architectural historian or
historical architect who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualification Standards (36 CFR Part 61) shall review final design documents
prior to implementation of measures.

The contractor shall implement building protection measures as identified in the
building protection report to protect the structure from vibration damage. This
may include methods such as underpinning, soil grouting, or other forms of
ground improvement, as well as lower vibration equipment and/or construction
techniques. If the building protection report determines the historical resource
has the potential to be impacted by differential settlement caused by TBM
construction, appropriate building protection measures shall be identified and
implemented such as the use of an earth pressure balance or slurry shield TBM.
The implementation of the required measures and their effectiveness shall be
documented in a post-construction survey.

A post-construction survey shall also be undertaken to ensure that no significant
impacts had occurred to historical resources. An architectural historian or
historical architect who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualification Standards (36 CFR Part 61) shall prepare an assessment of the
implementation of the mitigation measures.

Finding

Significant impacts associated with vibrations and ground settlement during construction would be
mitigated by building protection measures to be put in place, such as ground improvements and/or
use of lower vibration-generating construction equipment, as identified in a pre-construction survey
and building protection report. For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that, through
implementation of MM CUL-1, the Project’s impacts related to a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource pursuant to 15064.5, would be reduced to less than significant
levels. Thus, as identified in Section 1.2 above and in Section 15091(a) (1) of the CEQA Guidelines,
Metro adopts CEQA Finding 1, that changes or alterations that have been required in, or incorporated
into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect on cultural
resources with respect to Impact CUL-1.

2.2.2.2 Archaeological Resources

The Project would have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures related to cultural
resources with respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact CUL-2: Would the Project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
unique archaeological resource pursuant to 15064.5?
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Impact

The California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) records search, additional archival
research, outreach, and field survey failed to identify any archaeological sites within the Area if Direct
Impact (ADI) for archaeological resources. However, it is possible that unknown archaeological
resources lay buried within the ADI. The project DSA has been used by Native American peoples for
thousands of years and was used with increasing intensity throughout the historic period. Significant
buried archaeological resources may exist within the ADI, and it is possible these archaeological
materials could be unearthed during project excavation activities. The alignment is largely within the
public ROW that has been disturbed with utility and street construction, but these disturbances are
relatively shallow. Shallow construction work, such as for the at-grade portions of the alignment, has
limited potential to encounter intact archaeological resources due to prior disturbance, but other
proposed construction activities have the potential to encounter intact archaeological resources.
Tunnel boring would occur through areas that may have unknown archaeological resources. The TBM
does not allow for discovery of intact archaeological resources because the method of construction
limits observation of impacted soils. However, the TBM would only be used at depths containing soils
deposited prior to human occupation, and thus archaeological resources are not anticipated to be
present where the TBM would be operated. However, other proposed construction activities have the
potential to encounter intact archaeological resources. Deeper impacts within Holocene soils, such as
the installation of piles for aerial structures and the excavation required for the TBM launch pit and
extraction pit, have the potential to encounter deeply buried resources. Therefore, construction of the
Project has the potential to disturb and destroy a significant archaeological resource, which, without
mitigation, would result in a significant impact.

Reference

Section 3.4.6.2, Impact CUL-2: Archaeological Resources, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.4-43
through 3.4-44; Section 2.4.4.2 and Section 3.2.6 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measure reduce impacts on unknown archaeological resources to less than
significant.

MM CUL-8  Unknown Archaeological Resources. Prior to any ground-disturbing activities, all
construction personnel involved in ground-disturbing activities shall be provided with
appropriate cultural resources training. The training shall instruct the personnel
regarding the legal framework protecting cultural resources, typical kinds of cultural
resources that may be found within the project area, and proper procedures and
notifications for if cultural resources are inadvertently discovered.

In addition, the contractor shall retain a qualified archaeologist to prepare a project-
wide Cultural Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (CRMMP) that shall be
implemented during construction. This document shall address areas where
potentially significant prehistoric and historic archaeological deposits are likely to be
located within the Area of Direct Impact (ADI) based on background research and a
geoarchaeological analysis. Preparation of the CRMMP shall necessitate the
completion of pedestrian survey of the private property parcels in the ADI that were
not accessible during the preparation of the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Cultural
Resources Impacts Report.
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The CRMMP shall include a detailed prehistoric and historic context that clearly
demonstrates the themes under which any identified subsurface deposits would be
determined significant. Should significant deposits be identified during earth-moving
activities, the CRMMP shall address methods for data recovery, anticipated artifact
types, artifact analysis, report writing, repatriation of human remains and associated
grave goods, and curation.

The CRMMP shall also require that a qualified Archaeologist in prehistoric and
historical archaeology (36 CFR Part 61) be retained prior to ground-disturbing
activities. The CRMMP will be a guide for monitoring activities. If buried cultural
resources, such as flaked or ground stone, historic debris, building foundations, or
non-human bone, are discovered during ground-disturbing activities, halt work in that
area and within 5o feet of the find until a qualified archaeologist can assess the
significance of the find and, if necessary, develop appropriate treatment measures.
Treatment measures typically include development of avoidance strategies, capping
with fill material, or mitigation of impacts through data recovery programs such as
excavation or detailed documentation. As detailed in MM TCR-1, a Native American
monitor shall be retained if treatment involves work at a prehistoric site, or to monitor
ground disturbing activities at other locations determined appropriate during tribal
consultation. An archaeological monitor will be retained for work at locations identified
as sensitive during tribal consultation that require a tribal monitor or other locations
identified as likely to contain archaeological resources. Identified areas shall be
monitored by, or under the supervision of, the qualified Archaeologist, in accordance
with the Project CRMMP. If during cultural resources monitoring the qualified
archaeologist determines that the sediments being excavated are previously disturbed
or unlikely to contain significant cultural materials, the qualified archaeologist can
specify that monitoring be reduced or eliminated.

Finding

Significant impacts associated with the potential for Project construction to disturb and destroy a
significant unknown archaeological resource would be mitigated by requiring that construction
workers receive training on how to proceed if cultural resources are inadvertently discovered and that a
Cultural Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (CRMMP) be prepared, which would establish
protections for unanticipated discoveries of archaeological resources. For the reasons stated above,
Metro finds that, through implementation of MM CUL-8, the Project’s impacts related to a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a unique archaeological resource pursuant to 15064.5, would be
reduced to less than significant levels. Thus, as identified in Section 1.2 above and in Section

15091(a) (1) of the CEQA Guidelines, Metro adopts CEQA Finding 1, that changes or alterations that
have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project which avoid or substantially lessen the
significant environmental effect on cultural resources with respect to Impact CUL-2.

2.2.2.3 Disturbance of Human Remains

The Project would have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures related to cultural
resources with respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact CUL-3: Would the Project disturb any human remains, including those interred
outside of formal cemeteries?
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Impact

There are no known cemeteries or archaeological sites including human remains within the ADI.
However, unknown human burials may exist within the ADI, and it is possible these burials could be
unearthed during project excavation activities. Therefore, construction of the Project has the potential
to disturb and destroy an unknown burial which, without mitigation, could result in a significant
impact.

Reference

Section 3.4.6.3, Impact CUL-3: Disturbance of Human Remains, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages
3.4-46 through 3.4-47; Section 2.4.4.3 and Section 3.2.6 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measure reduce impacts related to the disturbance of human remains to less
than significant.

MM CUL-9:  Unanticipated Discovery of Human Remains. If human remains are discovered, work
in the immediate vicinity of the discovery shall be suspended and the Los Angeles
County Coroner contacted. If the remains are deemed Native American in origin, the
Coroner shall contact the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) and identify
a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) pursuant to PRC Section 5097.98 and CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5. The MLD may inspect the site within 48 hours of being
notified and issue recommendations for scientific removal and nondestructive
analysis. If the MLD fails to make recommendations, then Metro and/or the
landowner may rebury the remains in a location not subject to further disturbance at
their discretion. Work may be resumed at the discretion of Metro but will only
commence after consultation and treatment have been concluded. Work may continue
on other parts of the project while consultation and treatment are conducted.

Finding

Significant impacts associated with the potential for Project construction to disturb and destroy an
unknown burial would be mitigated by requiring the establishment of procedures for consultation and
proper treatment if human remains are discovered. For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that,
through implementation of MM CUL-g, the Project’s impacts related to the disturbance of any human
remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries, would be reduced to less than
significant levels. Thus, as identified in Section 1.2 above and in Section 15091(a) (1) of the CEQA
Guidelines, Metro adopts CEQA Finding 1, that changes or alterations that have been required in, or
incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect
on cultural resources with respect to Impact CUL-3.
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2.2.3 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

2.2.3.1 Release of Hazardous Materials

The Project would have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures related to hazards and
hazardous materials with respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact HAZ-2: Would the Project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?

Impact

During ground preparation and construction activities, construction workers and the public could
come in contact with and be exposed to the hazardous materials. Effects could include the potential
exposure of construction workers and/or the public to chemical compounds in soils, soil gases, and
groundwater; potential localized spread of contamination; potential exposure of workers, the public,
and the environment to airborne chemical compounds migrating from the construction or demolition
areas; and potential accidents during transportation of contaminated slurry or soils or groundwater.

Parcels within one-quarter mile of the Project’s alignment have confirmed releases of hazardous
materials, including petroleum hydrocarbons, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), and metals. In
addition, other potentially affected parcels within one-quarter mile of the Project’s alignment may have
subsurface contamination from undocumented releases associated with current and/or historical use
of the property(ies) (e.g., railroad corridors, gas stations, dry cleaners, or industrial properties).
Elevated concentrations of lead and chromium may be present in the striping paint used on the
existing roadways. There is the potential during construction to encounter, dewater, and dispose of
contaminated groundwater during ground disturbing activities, shallow excavation, tunnel boring or
excavation for the underground guideway, and relocation of utilities. In addition, utility relocation
could result in treated wood waste (TWW) that requires disposal. Exposure to documented or
undocumented hazardous materials conditions could expose construction workers and the public to
hazardous conditions, which, without mitigation, would be a significant impact.

Construction of the MSF would require demolition of existing structures. Demolition of structures
could potentially expose construction workers and the public to hazardous conditions through the
disturbance or improper handling and/or disposal of hazardous building materials such as asbestos-
containing materials, lead-based paints, or polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs).Thus, construction of the
MSF would potentially create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials, which, without
mitigation would be a significant impact.

Reference

Section 3.8.6.2, Impact HAZ-2: Release of Hazardous Materials, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages
3.8-39 through 3.8-43; Section 2.4.8.2 and Section 3.2.9 of the Final EIR.
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Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measures reduce impacts related to reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials to less than significant.

MM HAZ-1:

MM HAZ-2:

April 2024

Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment (ESA). Before any substantial ground
disturbance occurs on or near the properties with documented releases, Metro shall
hire a qualified environmental professional to conduct a Phase Il Environmental Site
Assessment to determine the potential presence of petroleum hydrocarbons, metals
(i.e., lead that was aerially deposited and lead chromate) that exceed thresholds
established by the California Health and Safety Code and Title 22, and VOCs in soil
and/or groundwater in accordance with the findings and recommendations of the
Draft Final Initial Site Assessment Report prepared for Alternative 1 (Washington
Alternative) (Kleinfelder 2021).

The Phase Il ESA shall include sufficient soil and groundwater sampling and laboratory
analysis to identify the types of chemicals and their respective concentrations. The
Phase Il ESA shall compare soil and groundwater sampling results against applicable
environmental screening levels developed by the Los Angeles Regional Water Quiality
Control Board (RWQCB) and/or the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC).
If the Phase Il ESA identifies contaminant concentrations above the screening levels, a
site-specific soil and groundwater management plan shall be prepared and
implemented as described in Mitigation Measure HAZ-2. Metro shall consult with the
Los Angeles RWQCB, DTSC, and/or other appropriate regulatory agencies to ensure
sufficient minimization of risk to human health and the environment is completed.

Soil and Groundwater Management Plan. Prior to excavation, a site-specific soil and
groundwater management plan shall be prepared by Metro’s contractor to address
handling and disposal of contaminated soil and groundwater prior to demolition,
excavation and construction activities. Metro shall consult with the Los Angeles
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), Department of Toxic Substances
Control (DTSC), and/or other appropriate regulatory agencies to ensure sufficient
minimization of risk to human health and the environment is completed. The soil and
groundwater management plan shall specify all necessary procedures to ensure the
safe handling and disposing of excavated soil, groundwater, and/or dewatering
effluent in a manner that is protective of human health and in accordance with federal
and state hazardous waste disposal laws, and with state and local stormwater and
sanitary sewer requirements. At a minimum, this shall include the following:

Identification and delineation of contaminated areas and procedures for limiting
access to such areas to properly trained personnel;

Step-by-step procedures for handling, excavating, characterizing, and managing
excavated soils and dewatering effluent, including procedures for containing,
handling, and disposing of hazardous waste, procedures for containing, handling,
and disposing of groundwater generated from construction dewatering, the
method used to analyze excavated materials and groundwater for hazardous
materials likely to be encountered at specific locations, appropriate treatment
and/or disposal methods;
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MM HAZ-3 :

MM HAZ-4:

April 2024

Procedures for notification and reporting, including notifying and reporting to
internal management and to local agencies;

Minimum requirements for site-specific health and safety plans, to protect the
general public and workers in the construction area.

Prior to excavation, the Contractor shall prepare the Soil and Groundwater
Management Plan and the results of environmental sampling shall be provided to
contractors who shall be responsible for developing their own construction
worker safety manuals and construction work plans and training requirements,
per MM HAZ-4.

Metro’s contractor shall sample groundwater suspected of contamination. If any
contaminated groundwater is encountered during construction, the contractor
will stop work in the vicinity, cordon off the area, and contact Metro and will
immediately notify RWQCB. In coordination with the RWQCB, an investigation
and remediation plan will be developed in order to protect public health and the
environment. Any hazardous or toxic materials will be disposed according to
local, state, and federal regulations.

Contractor Specifications. Metro shall include in its contractor specifications the
following requirement relating to hazardous materials:

During all ground-disturbing activities, the contractor(s) shall inspect the exposed
soil and groundwater for obvious signs of contamination, such as odors, stains,
or other suspect materials. Qualified personnel shall monitor for volatile organic
compounds and other subsurface gases for concentrations exceeding U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Regional Screening Levels and/or
Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) Screening Levels with a
Photoionization Detector. Should signs of unanticipated contamination be
encountered, work shall be halted and materials tested. An investigation shall be
designed and performed to verify the presence and extent of contamination at the
site, and a site-specific soil and groundwater management plan, as described
under Mitigation Measure HAZ-2 above, shall be prepared and implemented.

Safety Manuals and Construction Work Plans. The contractor shall prepare site-
specific Safety Manuals and Construction Work Plans that address worker health and
safety to protect the general public and workers in the construction area for Metro’s
review and approval. The Safety Manuals and Construction Work Plans shall be
prepared in accordance with State and California Division of Occupational Safety and
Health (Cal/OSHA) regulations. Copies of the plans shall be made available to
construction workers for review during their orientation and/or regular health and
safety meetings. The plans shall identify chemicals of concern, potential hazards,
worker training requirements, personal protective equipment and devices,
decontamination procedures, the need for personal or area monitoring, and
emergency response procedures. The plans shall be amended, as necessary, if new
information becomes available that could affect implementation of the plan.
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MM HAZ-5:  Hazardous Building Survey and Abatement. Prior to demolition activities of any
structures, Metro shall retain a California Division of Occupational Safety and Health
(Cal/OSHA) certified contractor to determine the presence or absence of building
materials or equipment that contains hazardous materials, including asbestos, lead-
based paint, and PCB-containing equipment. If such substances are found to be
present, the contractor shall prepare and submit a workplan to the relevant oversight
agency to demonstrate how these hazardous materials would be properly removed and
disposed of in accordance with federal and state law, including South Coast Air Quality
Management District (SCAQMD) Rule 1403 (Asbestos Emissions from
Renovation/Demolition Activities). Following completion of removal activities, Metro
shall submit documentation to the relevant oversight agency verifying that all
hazardous materials were properly removed and disposed.

Finding

Significant impacts associated with the potential for Project construction to expose the public or
environment to a hazard involving the release of hazardous materials would be mitigated by requiring
a Phase Il ESA prior to ground disturbing activities, preparation of a Soil and Groundwater
Management Plan to identify and delineate contaminated areas, requiring contractors to inspect soil
and groundwater for signs of contamination and to take appropriate site-management measures when
warranted, requiring preparation and implementation of site-specific worker health and safety plans,
and requiring testing for and abatement of hazardous building materials. For the reasons stated
above, Metro finds that, through implementation of MM HAZ-1 through MM HAZ-5, the Project’s
impacts related to creating a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment, would be reduced to less than significant levels. Thus, as identified in Section 1.2 above
and in Section 15091(a) (1) of the CEQA Guidelines, Metro adopts CEQA Finding 1, that changes or
alterations that have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially
lessen the significant environmental effect related to hazards and hazardous materials with respect to
Impact HAZ-2.

2.2.3.2 Hazardous Materials Sites (Government Code
Section 65962.5)

The Project would have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures related to hazards and
hazardous materials with respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact HAZ-4: Would the Project be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, and, as a result,
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

Impact

Two parcels on the proposed MSF site identified as Site 17 (APNs 6336-003-071 and 6336-003-050),
would be located on hazardous materials sites included on the Cortese list. The parcels are on the
Cortese List as a Closed LUST Cleanup site. Additionally, three parcels listed as Site 15 (APNs 6336-
002-018, 6336-002-019) and Site 16 (APN 6336-002-020) are identified on the Cortese list as a closed
Land Disposal site and listed as the Vail Avenue Land Reclamation Project for a non-municipal landfill.
Construction activities that disturb existing soil contamination from hazardous materials release sites
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or other sources, could pose a health risk to construction workers, the public, and/or the environment
if not characterized, handled, and disposed of properly. Ground-disturbing activities occurring on sites
included on a list of hazardous materials sites could potentially encounter soil or groundwater
contamination during construction of the Project, which, without mitigation, could result a significant
impact.

The analysis found that the Project would have less than significant impact at the Commerce/Citadel
station site. This site (APN 6336-019-031), identified as Site 10, would be located on hazardous
materials site included on the Cortese list. The parcel is listed as a Closed Leaking Underground
Storage Tank (LUST) Cleanup site. Soil cleanup was overseen and deemed completed by the Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) as of December 18, 1996. The RWQCB indicated that no
further action/remediation was required at the Citadel property. However, the RWQCB shall be
notified if additional soil/groundwater contamination is encountered during future activities on the
property, and existing groundwater monitoring wells should remain to cooperate in ongoing
groundwater investigations associated with off-site sources. Thus, the impact would be less than
significant without mitigation.

Reference

Section 3.8.6.4, Impact HAZ-4: Hazardous Materials Sites (Government Code Section 65962.5), of the
Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.8-54 through 3.8-57; Section 2.4.8.4 and Section 3.2.9 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

Implementation of MM HAZ-1 through MM HAZ-5, as presented in Section 2.2.3.1 above, would
reduce impacts related to Hazardous Material Sites (Government Code Section 65962.5) to less than
significant.

Finding

Significant impacts associated with the potential for Project construction to expose the public or
environment to a hazard involving the release of hazardous materials would be mitigated by requiring
a Phase Il ESA prior to ground disturbing activities, preparation of a Soil and Groundwater
Management Plan to identify and delineate contaminated areas, requiring contractors to inspect soil
and groundwater for signs of contamination and to take appropriate site-management measures when
warranted, requiring preparation and implementation of site-specific worker health and safety plans,
and requiring testing for and abatement of hazardous building materials. For the reasons stated
above, Metro finds that, with implementation of MM HAZ-1 through MM HAZ-5, the Project’s impacts
related to sites which are included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5, would be reduced to less than significant levels. Thus, as identified
in Section 1.2 above and in Section 15091(a) (1) of the CEQA Guidelines, Metro adopts CEQA Finding 1,
that changes or alterations that have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect related to hazards and hazardous materials
with respect to Impact HAZ-4.
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2.2.4 Hydrology and Water Quality
2.2.4.1 Water Quality

The Project would have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures related to hydrology
and water quality with respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact HWQ-1: Would the Project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality?

Impact

The Project has the potential to encounter, dewater, and dispose of groundwater during ground
disturbing construction activities, tunnel boring or excavation for the underground guideway, and
relocation of utilities. If groundwater needs to be dewatered, a significant impact would occur if the
groundwater is contaminated. While construction of the Project would not occur directly within any of
the known contaminated sites identified in the area, construction could encounter groundwater
contaminated with hazardous materials from sources such as underground storage tanks. Thus,
construction of the Project may release contaminated groundwater into nearby surface water and
groundwater, which, without mitigation, would be a significant impact.

The analysis found that the Project would have less than significant impact related to erosion,
sedimentation and pollutants from construction sites. Construction activities that disturb the ground,
such as excavation and grading, have the potential to increase erosion and sedimentation around
proposed construction and staging areas, and could potentially result in a temporary increase in
suspended solids running off construction sites. In a storm event, construction site runoff could result
in sheet erosion of exposed soil. If not adequately controlled, contaminated water runoff from these
areas would have the potential to degrade surface water quality in surface water bodies near the
alignment. To reduce any potential impacts related to stormwater runoff, a Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would be prepared to comply with the Construction General Permit.
Implementation of the SWPPP would ensure that the applicable provisions of the Clean Water Act
(CWA) and Urban Runoff Pollution Control from the Los Angeles County Municipal Code would be
met, and pollutant discharges would be properly controlled. Los Angeles Regional Water Quality
Control Board (LARWQCB) MS4 permit also specifies that permittees must implement a program to
control runoff from construction activities. As part of this, an erosion and sediment control plan would
be established prior to the initiation of construction activities. Thus, impacts would be less than
significant.

Reference

Section 3.9.6.1, Impact HWQ-1: Water Quality, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.9-26 through 3.9-
29; Section 2.4.9.1 and Section 3.2.10 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

Implementation of MM HAZ-2 and MM HAZ-3, identified in Section 2.2.3.1 above, would reduce
impacts on water quality to less than significant.

April 2024 28



@ Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Consideration

Finding

Significant impacts associated with the potential for Project construction to result in dewatering of
contaminated groundwater would be mitigated by requiring preparation of a Soil and Groundwater
Management Plan to identify and delineate contaminated areas and requiring contractors to inspect
soil and groundwater for signs of contamination and to take appropriate site-management measures
when warranted. For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that, with implementation of MM HAZ-2
and MM HAZ-3, the Project’s impacts related to violating any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements or otherwise substantially degrading surface or groundwater quality, would be
reduced to less than significant levels. Thus, as identified in Section 1.2 above and in Section
15091(a) (1) of the CEQA Guidelines, Metro adopts CEQA Finding 1, that changes or alterations that
have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen the
significant environmental effect on hydrology and water quality with respect to Impact HWQ-1.

2.2.4.2 Water Management

The Project would have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures related to hydrology
and water quality with respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact HWQ-5: Would the Project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality
control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan?

Impact

The groundwater basin underlying the Project is not subject to a sustainable groundwater
management plan and, thus, no conflict with a sustainable groundwater management plan would
oceur.

However, construction of the Project would conflict with the LA Basin Plan if it were to degrade
beneficial uses of the Rio Hondo or San Gabriel River or result in an exceedance of a Total Maximum
Daily Load (TMDL) established for those rivers. Construction of the Project has the potential to
encounter, dewater, and dispose of groundwater during ground disturbing activities, tunnel boring or
excavation for the underground guideway, or relocation of utilities. If groundwater needs to be
dewatered, a significant impact would occur if the groundwater is contaminated. While construction of
the Project would not occur directly within any of the known contaminated sites identified in the area,
construction could encounter groundwater contaminated with hazardous materials from sources such
as underground storage tanks. Thus, construction of the Project may release contaminated
groundwater into nearby surface water and groundwater, which could conflict with the LA Basin Plan
and, without mitigation, result in a significant impact.

Reference

Section 3.9.6.5, Impact HWQ-5: Water Management, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.9-58
through 3.9-61; Section 2.4.9.5 and Section 3.2.10 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

Implementation of MM HAZ-2 and MM HAZ-3, identified in Section 2.2.3.1 above, would reduce
impacts related to conflicts with water quality and management plans to less than significant.
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Finding

Significant impacts associated with the potential for Project construction to result in dewatering of
contaminated groundwater would be mitigated by requiring preparation of a Soil and Groundwater
Management Plan to identify and delineate contaminated areas and requiring contractors to inspect
soil and groundwater for signs of contamination and to take appropriate site-management measures
when warranted. For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that, with implementation of MM HAZ-2
and MM HAZ-3, the Project’s impacts related to conflicting with or obstructing implementation of a
water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan, would be reduced to less
than significant levels. Thus, as identified in Section 1.2 above and in Section 15091(a) (1) of the CEQA
Guidelines, Metro adopts CEQA Finding 1, that changes or alterations that have been required in, or
incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect
on hydrology and water quality with respect to Impact HWQ-s.

2.2.5 Noise and Vibration

2.2.5.1  Ambient Noise

The Project would have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures related to noise with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact NOI-1: Would the Project result in generation of a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies?

Impact

Construction of the Project would result in a significant noise impact from general construction
activities, the use of pile drivers, nighttime noise, tunnel ventilation, tunneling activities, and on-road
truck traffic. Construction noise estimates for construction activities are predicted to exceed the FTA
daytime noise limits at 29 noise sensitive receptors. Construction at night is not expected to occur
under typical conditions; however, unforeseen schedule or operational limitations may require certain
construction activities to occur at night at points along the alignment. If construction at night must
occur, construction noise activities would be predicted to exceed the FTA nighttime noise limits of 8o
dBA at nearby residential receptors. Therefore, without mitigation, a significant impact would occur.

Without mitigation, construction staging areas for the Atlantic/Pomona Open-Air Station, connection
to the existing Metro system, and the TBM receiving pit would have a significant construction noise
impact on 10 residential properties if the staging area is located to the west of the alignment and a
significant construction noise impact on nine residential properties if the staging area is located to the
east of the alignment. Construction staging areas for Greenwood station would be located to the south
of Washington Boulevard would, without mitigation, have a significant construction noise impact on
two adjacent properties if the staging area is located to the west of the alignment and construction
noise impacts on three residential properties if the staging area is located to the east of the alignment.

The MSF is located in an industrial area with the nearest sensitive receptors (such as residences,
schools, churches, or parks) being more than 1,000 feet away with intervening buildings. Noise levels
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from construction would not exceed the FTA criteria for residential receivers of go dBA through the
day or 80 dBA at night. However, noise levels would exceed the FTA criteria for commercial or
industrial receivers of 100 dBA through the day or 100 dBA at night at one industrial building
immediately adjacent to the site. Therefore, without mitigation, a significant impact would occur.

Reference

Section 3.11.6.1, Impact NOI-1: Ambient Noise, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.11-28 through
3.11-32; Section 2.4.11.1 and Section 3.2.12 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measures reduce impacts on ambient noise to less than significant.

MM NOI-1:  Metro shall require the Contractor to develop a construction noise control plan and a
construction noise monitoring plan to minimize noise impacts. The construction
noise plan shall include construction noise performance criteria. At a minimum, the
performance criteria shall prohibit construction noise from exceeding the FTA general
assessment construction noise criteria of 8o dBA for nighttime work and 9o dBA for
daytime work at residential properties, or 100 dBA at commercial or industrial
properties for daytime or nighttime work. These criteria shall be measured at the
boundary of any occupied property where the noise is being received.

MM NOI-2:  Metro shall require the Contractor to use construction methods that avoid pile-driving
at locations containing noise- and vibration-sensitive receptors, such as residences,
schools, and hospitals where practicable. Metro’s Contractor shall use cast-in-drilled
hole (CIDH) or drilled piles rather than impact pile drivers if necessary to meet
construction noise performance criteria established in the construction noise control
plan and construction noise monitoring plan.

MM NOI-3:  Metro shall require the Contractor to erect temporary noise barriers between noisy
activities and noise sensitive receptors as necessary to ensure compliance with
applicable construction noise performance criteria as specified in the construction
noise monitoring plan developed under MM NOI-1. During construction, Metro shall
perform audits to monitor the effectiveness of the noise barriers.

MM NOI-4:  Metro shall require the Contractor to locate construction equipment and material
staging areas away from sensitive receptors where practicable.

MM NOI-5:  Metro shall require the Contractor to route construction traffic and haul routes along
roads in areas without receptors sensitive to noise and vibration, where practicable.

MM NOI-6:  Metro shall require contractors to use best available control technologies to limit
excessive noise when working near residences (e.g., piling noise shrouds) where
practicable.

MM NOI-7: (MM NOI-1 has been revised to clarify that FTA general noise criteria for nighttime
construction work shall not be exceeded)
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MM NOI-8:  Metro shall notify the public, including schools, of construction operations and
schedules. Metro shall provide a construction-alert publication and set up a
Construction Hotline that shall reply to complaints within 2 working days.

MM NOI-g:  Metro shall require the Contractor to comply with FTA goundborne noise and vibration
criteria confirmed in the construction noise monitoring plan for tunnel construction,
including spoil removal and transport of segmental tunnel lining. This shall include,
where necessary, methods such as installation of temporary tunnel track with smooth
rail and wheels, and/or car speeds that limit structure-borne noise and vibration, or
use of spoil removal conveyor.

MM NOI-10:  Metro shall require the Contractor to not stage trucks in residential areas.

MM NOI-11:  Metro shall require temporary and permanent tunnel vent fans to be located away
from residences. Metro shall require that noise from these shall be attenuated to
comply with the noise control plan and local code requirements for fixed stationary
heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) or other machinery noise.

Finding

Significant noise impacts associated with Project construction would be mitigated by reducing
construction noise levels experienced by sensitive receptors through means such as the use of noise
buffers, maximizing the distance between noise generating activities and sensitive receptors to the
degree feasible, minimizing noise generation such as through the use of equipment mufflers to the
degree feasible, and establishing a Construction Hotline to resolve noise issues. For the reasons
stated above, Metro finds that, with implementation of MM NOI-1 through MM NOI-11, the Project’s
impacts related to increases in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies,
would be reduced to less than significant levels. Thus, as identified in Section 1.2 above and in Section
15091(a) (1) of the CEQA Guidelines, Metro adopts CEQA Finding 1, that changes or alterations that
have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen the
significant environmental effect on noise with respect to Impact NOI-1.

2.2.5.2 Ground-Borne Vibration or Ground-Borne Noise

The Project would have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures related to noise with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact NOI-2: Would the Project result in generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or
ground-borne noise levels?

Impact

Corridor-wide vibration levels are predicted to exceed the FTA frequent criterion of 72 vibration
decibels (VdB) at 54 residences during operations. These impacts are due to the proximity of
residences to proposed switches, and proximity to the tunnel section of the alighment. One vibration
impact is predicted to reach 8o VdB at Kipp Raices Academy, 668 Atlantic Boulevard close to the
alignment, exceeding an FTA Category 3 receptor (institutional land uses such as schools, libraries,
and museums), which, without mitigation, would result in a significant impact.
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Use of construction related equipment and heavy-machinery such as TBMs, bulldozers, dump trucks,
vibratory rollers, pile drivers, and machinery to remove excavation spoils from the TBM could result in
vibration damage to structures and annoyance to residences and other FTA Category 2 land uses
(buildings used for sleeping such as residences, hotels, and hospitals). As a result of the preliminary
construction vibration estimates, construction activities are predicted to exceed the FTA impact
criteria at the closest residences and commercial properties. Construction activities would be carried
out in compliance with Metro's baseline specifications Section 015619, Construction Noise and
Vibration Control would reduce impacts, however additional measures would be required to reduce
impacts to less than significant.

Reference

Section 3.11.6.2, Impact NOI-2: Ground-Borne Vibration or Ground-Borne Noise, of the Recirculated
Draft EIR, pages 3.11-43 through 3.11-47; Section 2.4.11.2 and Section 3.2.12 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measures, discussed in Section 1.8.5.1, would be implemented: MM NOI-2,
MM NOI-4, MM NOI-5, MM NOI-7, MM NOI-8, and MM NOI-g. Additionally, the following
mitigation measures would be implemented to reduce impacts related to ground-borne vibration and
noise.

MM NOI-12:  Within the tunnel, Metro shall reduce operational vibration impacts through use of
track support systems which incorporate resilience, such as ballast mats, high
resilience track fasteners, resiliently supported ties or floating track slabs as necessary
to be below FTA criteria for frequent annoyance from operational vibration. FTA
criteria for frequent annoyance is an exceedance of 72 vibration decibels (VdB) at
residential uses and 75 VdB at daytime institutional uses, including schools, for more
than 70 events per day.

MM NOI-13:  Metro shall reduce vibration impacts where necessary to be below FTA criteria for
frequent annoyance due to gaps at switches by methods such as installing ballast mats
or other resilient fixings under conventional switches to “decouple” the train vibration
from the track supporting structure or using a monoblock frog or other low vibration
switches. FTA criteria for frequent annoyance from operational vibration is an
exceedance of 72 vibration decibels (VdB) at residential uses and 75 VdB at daytime
institutional uses including schools for more than 70 events per day.

MM NOI-14:  Metro shall identify selected properties that may be susceptible to vibration damage
within 100 feet of the alignment to determine the baseline structural integrity and
condition of walls and joints using methods such as photographic documentation of
the interior walls and/or exterior facade as a basis for comparison after construction is
completed.

MM NOI-15:  Metro shall require the Contractor to develop a construction vibration control plan and
a construction vibration monitoring plan to minimize vibration impact and reduce the
risk of damage to susceptible structures. The construction vibration control plan shall
specify implementation of vibration control measures to ensure that vibration during
construction activities shall not exceed peak particle velocity (ppv) 0.2 inches per
section (ips) at any non-engineered timber and masonry building.
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Finding

Significant vibration impacts associated with Project operation would be mitigated by reducing
vibratory impacts caused by steel wheels rolling over steel rails at rail joints during the passby of LRT
vehicles at sensitive receptors and by reducing the width of gaps at joints when steel wheels roll over
steel rails at rail joints. Significant vibration impacts associated with Project construction would be
mitigated by reducing construction vibration levels experienced by sensitive receptors through means
such as limiting the use of impact pile drivers, maximizing the distance between vibration generating
activities and equipment from sensitive receptors to the degree feasible, routing haul routes away from
sensitive receptors as feasible, collecting baseline data for monitoring vibration impacts and
developing a construction vibration control plan to minimize vibration impact and reduce the risk of
damage to susceptible structures. For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that, with
implementation of MM NOI-2, MM NOI-4, MM NOI-5, MM NOI-7, MM NOI-8, MM NOI-g, and MM
NOI-12 through MM NOI-15, the Project’s impacts to ground-borne vibration or ground-borne noise
related to the generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or ground-borne noise levels, would be
reduced to less than significant levels. Thus, as identified in Section 1.2 above and in Section

15091(a) (1) of the CEQA Guidelines, Metro adopts CEQA Finding 1, that changes or alterations that
have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen the
significant environmental effect of noise and vibration with respect to Impact NOI-2.

2.2.6 Transportation and Traffic

2.2.6.1  Conflict with Programs, Plans, and Policies

The Project would have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures related to
transportation and traffic with respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact TRA-1: Would the Project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy addressing
the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

Impact

The Project would include construction of bored tunnels, cut-and-cover underground segments,
transition structures, and aerial and at-grade segments. At locations with cut-and-cover underground
segments and aerial segments, temporary closures of some intersections, lanes, or sidewalks may be
necessary during construction, which may disrupt bus service. As the Project would be constructed in
segments, these temporary lane closures and turn restrictions would not affect all intersections
simultaneously. However, due to the temporary roadway closures, lane closures, and sidewalk
closures, the Project would result in significant impacts related to transit during construction.

Construction activities would require temporary closures and detours that would cause a reduction in
capacity along affected roads, particularly along Washington Boulevard, which is an important truck
route. Trucks using Washington Boulevard would be affected due to these closures and associated
detours. At the proposed Commerce/Citadel station, industrial properties that rely on Smithway Street
as their only access point for trucks would also be affected during project construction if access is
unable to be maintained during construction. Prohibiting access to these properties would be
considered a significant impact.
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Temporary sidewalk closures would be required along construction areas, including during
construction of at-grade and aerial segments and along 3 Street during construction of the transition
from the existing at-grade alignment to an underground configuration. For the aerial segment, the
erection of falsework (temporary support structures) and the installation of the aerial guideway
columns may affect sidewalk access. Temporary sidewalk closures may also occur at other locations
along the alignment such as constructing the transition from aerial to at-grade. Although temporary,
the potential disruptions to pedestrian circulation would, without mitigation, result in a significant
impact to pedestrian conditions during project construction.

Temporary lane closures may affect existing and proposed bike routes along the alignment and
proposed station locations. Bicycle traffic movements would be maintained during construction, but
lane reductions and street closures would inhibit the flow of bicycle traffic and may require detours.
Montebello Bus Line 50, which operates on Washington Boulevard, would require temporary rerouting
and relocation of bus stops during construction of the MSF. Construction of the MSF would require
the permanent closure of Acco Street to through traffic and cul-de-sacs would be constructed on either
side of the lead tracks. Proposed bicycle facilities along Flotilla Street and Vail Avenue could interfere
with and could require temporary closures during construction activities of the MSF. Therefore,
without mitigation, construction of the Project would result in a significant impact related to bicycle
and pedestrian circulation.

Reference

Section 3.14.6.1, Impact TRA-1: Conflict with Programs, Plans, and Policies, of the Recirculated Draft
EIR, pages 3.14-22 through 3.14-29; Section 2.4.14.1 and Section 3.2.15 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measure reduce impacts on transportation and traffic to less than significant.

MM TRA-1: The contractor shall prepare a Traffic Management Plan as needed to facilitate the flow
of traffic in and around construction zones. The Traffic Management Plan shall
include, at minimum, the following measures:

Where feasible, schedule construction-related travel (i.e., deliveries) during off-
peak hours and maintain two-way traffic circulation along affected roadways
during peak hours.

Designated routes for project haul trucks shall be located along the Project
corridor ROW and/or major streets connecting to construction staging areas and
the nearest freeways (e.g., SR-60, I-5, and 1-605). Major streets may include
Atlantic Boulevard, Saybrook Avenue, Telegraph Road, Washington Boulevard,
Paramount Boulevard, Rosemead Boulevard, Slauson Avenue, and Whittier
Boulevard. In cooperation with the jurisdictions along the alignment and
implemented throughout the construction process, these routes shall be
consistent with local land use and mobility plans and situated to minimize noise,
vibration, and other possible impacts.

Contractors shall maintain safe and convenient pedestrian routes to school by

ensuring project haul routes and construction traffic, to the greatest extent
possible, avoid any published school pedestrian routes.
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Develop detour routes to facilitate traffic movement through construction zones
without significantly increasing cut-through-traffic in adjacent residential areas.

Develop and implement an outreach program and public awareness campaign in
coordination with transit agencies to inform the general public about the
construction process and planned roadway closures, potential impacts, and
mitigation measures, including temporary bus stop relocation.

Develop and implement a program with business owners to minimize effects to
businesses during construction activity, including but not limited to signage
programs and identification of detours (particularly for truck access).

Where feasible, temporarily restripe roadways to maximize the vehicular capacity
at locations affected by construction closures.

Where feasible, temporarily remove on-street parking to maximize the vehicular
capacity at locations affected by construction closures.

Traffic control officers at major intersections during peak hours shall be provided
as required by the Traffic Management Plan and Worksite Traffic Control Plans if
delays are related to construction activities.

Provide wayfinding signage, lighting and access to specify pedestrian safety
amenities (such as handrails, fences, and alternative walkways) during
construction.

Where construction encroaches on sidewalks, walkways, crosswalks, and multi-
use trails, special pedestrian safety measures shall be used, such as detour routes
and temporary pedestrian shelters.

Provide detour routes and signage to address temporary effects to multi-use trails
and bicycle circulation, and minimize inconvenience (e.g., lengthy detours) as to
minimize users potentially choosing less safe routes if substantially rerouted.

Regular communication with school administrators shall be maintained to ensure
sufficient notice of construction activities and/or detours, that could affect
pedestrian routes to schools is provided.

Construction flaggers shall be implemented any time a construction ingress or
egress is located with 200 feet of a schools’ student entrance during school
hours.

Metro's construction outreach efforts shall include reaching out to local school
district administrators to provide advanced information regarding construction
activities and/or detours if construction activities will affect bus routes and stops
to schools.

Access to adjacent businesses and schools (including access to passenger
loading areas for student drop-offs at schools) shall be provided via existing or
temporary driveways or loading zones during business and school hours
throughout the construction period.
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Finding

Significant impacts associated with temporary disruptions to transit and traffic, pedestrian, and bicycle
circulation during construction would be mitigated by requiring preparation of a Traffic Management
Plan that specifies measures to minimize disruption of transit and traffic, pedestrian, and bicycle
circulation during construction. For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that, with implementation
of MM TRA-1, the Project’s impacts related to conflicting with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy
addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, would
be reduced to less than significant levels. Thus, as identified in Section 1.2 above and in Section
15091(a) (1) of the CEQA Guidelines, Metro adopts CEQA Finding 1, that changes or alterations that
have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen the
significant environmental effect on transportation and traffic with respect to Impact TRA-1.

2.2.7 Tribal Cultural Resources

2.2.7.1  Historical Tribal Cultural Resources

The Project would have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures related to tribal cultural
resources with respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact TCR-1: Would the Project cause a substantial adverse change in a TCR that is listed or
eligible for listing in the CRHR, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in PRC
Section 5020.1(k)?

Impact

Construction of the Project would require ground-disturbing activities, including grading and
excavation of Holocene deposits. These activities would have the potential to disturb and destroy
Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs) that are currently unknown. Although the Area of Direct Impact (ADI)
is heavily disturbed and urbanized, some of the construction activities would extend below the
disturbed surface and into undisturbed Holocene deposits which have the potential to preserve buried
cultural resources. If present, these undisturbed soils would lie below artificial fill, pavement, and
other recent disturbances and would overlie older Quaternary, pre-human occupation soils. Cultural
resources may be buried in these Holocene soils beneath natural alluvial deposits near watercourses
or hidden beneath pavement and other development at unknown locations. No precontact
archaeological sites were identified in the ADI, so precise locations with a higher potential to contain
such resources cannot be identified. However, tribal consultation findings indicate that the entire
alignment is sensitive for potential buried, unidentified TCRs. If unmitigated, this potential
disturbance of TCRs during construction of Project would result in a significant impact.

Reference

Section 3.15.6.1, Impact TCR-1: Historical Resources, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.15-9
through 3.15-10; Section 2.4.15.1 and Section 3.2.16 of the Final EIR.
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Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measures reduce impacts on tribal cultural resources with respect to
potential disturbances to TCRs to less than significant.

MM TCR-1:

MM TCR-2

MM TCR-3

April 2024

Tribal Cultural Resources Training. Prior to any ground-disturbing activities, all
construction personnel involved in ground-disturbing activities shall be provided with
appropriate Tribal Cultural Resources training. The training shall instruct the
personnel regarding the legal framework protecting Tribal Cultural Resources, typical
kinds of Tribal Cultural Resources that may be found within the project area, and
proper procedures and notifications if Tribal Cultural Resources are inadvertently
discovered.

Retain a Native American Monitor. A Native American monitor shall be retained for
work at locations identified as sensitive during tribal consultation and agreed upon
between the lead agency and the Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation
Tribal Government. The monitor shall only be present on-site during the construction
phases that involve ground disturbing activities where areas of ground disturbance
and/or removed spoils are visible for inspection. If during cultural resources
monitoring the qualified archaeologist or Native American Monitor determines that
the sediments being excavated are previously disturbed or unlikely to contain
significant cultural materials, the qualified archaeologist or Native American Monitor
can recommend that monitoring be reduced or eliminated.

Unknown Tribal Cultural Resources. The contractor shall retain a qualified
archaeologist to prepare a project-wide Cultural Resources Monitoring and Mitigation
Plan (CRMMP) that shall be implemented during construction. This document shall
address areas where potentially significant prehistoric and historic archaeological
deposits, and Tribal Cultural Resources are likely to be located within the Area of
Direct Impact (ADI) based on background research, a geoarchaeological analysis, and
Tribal consultation. The CRMMP shall encompass both archaeological and Tribal
Cultural Resources and shall be kept confidential. Preparation of the CRMMP shall
necessitate the completion of pedestrian survey of the private property parcels in the
ADI that were not accessible during the preparation of this Eastside Transit Corridor
Phase 2 EIR.

The CRMMP shall include a detailed prehistoric and historic context that clearly
demonstrates the themes under which any identified resources would be determined
significant. Should significant deposits be identified during earth-moving activities,
where feasible, the CRMMP shall address methods for data recovery, anticipated
artifact types, artifact analysis, report writing, repatriation of human remains and
associated grave goods, and curation or other methods of disposition in consultation
with the Tribe.

The CRMMP shall also require that an archaeologist qualified in prehistoric and
historical archaeology and a Native American monitor who is both approved by the
Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation Tribal Government and is listed
under the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC)’s Tribal Contact list for the
area of the project location be retained prior to ground-disturbing activities. The
CRMMP shall be a guide for monitoring activities. If buried Tribal Cultural Resources
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or cultural resources, such as flaked or ground stone, historic debris, building
foundations, or non-human bone, are discovered during ground-disturbing activities,
work shall stop in that area and within 5o feet of the find until a qualified archaeologist
and Native American Monitor can assess the significance of the find and, if necessary,
develop appropriate treatment measures. If resources are Native American in origin
and may also be Tribal Cultural Resources, treatment and curation of these resources
shall be determined in consultation with the Tribe. Treatment measures typically
include development of avoidance strategies, capping with fill material, or mitigation
of impacts through data recovery programs such as excavation or detailed
documentation.

Finding

Significant impacts associated with the potential for Project construction to disturb TCRs would be
mitigated by ensuring that construction workers have a clear understanding of TCRs that may be
present in the construction area, retaining a Native American monitor for work locations identified as
sensitive through consultation and establishment of a project-wide Cultural Resources Monitoring and
Mitigation Plan (CRMMP), and by identifying procedures and plans for safely handling TCRs. For the
reasons stated above, Metro finds that, with implementation of MM TCR-1 through MM TCR-3, the
Project’s impacts related to causing a substantial adverse change in a TCR that is listed or eligible for
listing in the CRHR, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in PRC Section 5020.1(k),
would be reduced to less than significant levels. Thus, as identified in Section 1.2 above and in Section
15091(a) (1) of the CEQA Guidelines, Metro adopts CEQA Finding 1, that changes or alterations that
have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen the
significant environmental effect on tribal cultural resources with respect to Impact TCR-1.

2.2.7.2 Native Tribal Significance

The Project would have less than significant impacts with mitigation measures related to tribal cultural
resources with respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact TCR-2: Would the Project cause a substantial adverse change in a TCR that is
determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be
significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of PRC Section 5024.1. In applying
the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of PRC Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider
the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe?

Impact

Construction activities that cause ground disturbance, including grading and excavation in Holocene
deposits, would have the potential to disturb and destroy TCRs that are currently unknown. Although
the ADI is heavily disturbed and urbanized, some of these construction activities would extend below
the disturbed surface and into undisturbed Holocene deposits which have the potential to preserve
buried cultural resources. If present, these undisturbed soils would lie below artificial fill, pavement,
and other recent disturbances and would overlie older Quaternary, pre-human occupation soils.
Cultural resources may be buried in these Holocene soils beneath natural alluvial deposits near
watercourses or hidden beneath pavement and other development at unknown locations. No
precontact archaeological sites were identified in the ADI, so precise locations with a higher potential
to contain such resources cannot be identified. Tribal consultation findings indicate that the entire
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alignment is sensitive for potential buried, unidentified TCRs. If unmitigated, this potential
disturbance of TCRs during construction of the Project would result in a significant impact.

Reference

Section 3.15.6.2, Impact TCR-2: Native Tribal Significance, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.15-14
through 3.15-15. Section 2.4.15.2 and Section 3.2.16 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

Implementation of MM TCR-1 through MM TCR-3, as identified in Section 2.2.7.1 above, would reduce
impacts related to disturbance of tribal cultural resources to less than significant.

Finding

Significant impacts associated with the potential for Project construction to disturb TCRs would be
mitigated by ensuring that construction workers have a clear understanding of TCRs that may be
present in the construction area, retaining a Native American monitor for work locations identified as
sensitive through consultation and establishment of a project-wide Cultural Resources Monitoring
and Mitigation Plan (CRMMP), and by identifying procedures and plans for safely handling TCRs. For
the reasons stated above, Metro finds that, with implementation of MM TCR-1 through MM TCR-3, the
Project’s impacts related to causing a substantial adverse change in a TCR that is determined by the
lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of PRC Section 5024.1, would be reduced to less than significant
levels. Thus, as identified in Section 1.2 above and in Section 15091(a) (1) of the CEQA Guidelines,
Metro adopts CEQA Finding 1, that changes or alterations that have been required in, or incorporated
into, the project which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect on tribal
cultural resources with respect to Impact TCR-2.

2.3 Environmental Impacts Found to be
Less Than Significant

2.3.1  Aesthetics

2.3.1.1  Vistas

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to aesthetics with respect to the following
significance threshold:

Impact AES-1: Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
Impact
Operation of the Project would not substantially obstruct views of the surrounding landscapes and
topography, including the San Gabriel Mountains, former Operating Industries, Inc. (Oll) landfill, and

downtown Los Angeles skyline because the surrounding industrial and commercial development
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already prevents clear views of the mountains and skyline. The aerial alignment would not
substantially obstruct views of the San Gabriel Mountains or the Los Angeles skyline because existing
views are currently limited by flat topography and existing development. The addition of LRT vehicles
would be comparable to the roadway traffic along Washington Boulevard and the overhead wires and
catenary poles would not diminish long-range views of these natural landscapes, which are readily
visible from many points along Washington Boulevard. Construction of the Project would introduce
visually disruptive elements but would not substantially obstruct views of the San Gabriel Mountains
or downtown Los Angeles skyline, because activities would be temporary and intermittent and limited
to the immediate area.

Reference

Section 3.1.6.1, Impact AES-1: Vistas, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.1-29 through 3.1-31; Section
2.4.1.1 and Section 3.2.4 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to having a substantial adverse
effect on a scenic vista would be less than significant.

2.3.1.2  Visual Character

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to aesthetics with respect to the following
significance threshold:

Impact AES-3: Would the Project in non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing
visual character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are
those that are experienced from publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an
urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations
governing scenic quality?

Impact

Certain elements that would be located on properties outside of the public ROW (e.g., station plazas
and TPSS) would comply with applicable zoning and design requirements, including the MRDC
(2018), Metro’s Transit Service Policies and Standards, Metro Art Program Policy, Systemwide Station
Design Standards Policy, and Architectural Standard/Directive Drawings (2018). These Metro
standards, design criteria, policies, and directives include design elements for LRT infrastructure.
Construction of the Project would comply with applicable regulations governing scenic quality,
including SCAQMD Rule 403, and would occur mostly underground with a short at-grade segment
and short aerial segment. Construction activities would be a visual nuisance, however, they would be
temporary and intermittent and limited to the immediate area. In addition, the perimeter of
construction staging associated with station and station plaza construction would be fenced for a
variety of purposes, including screening views, security, and noise control, and could incorporate
artwork, Metro-branded designs, and/or community relevant messaging.
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Reference

Section 3.1.6.3, Impact AES-3: Visual Character, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.1-46 through 3.1-
48; Section 2.4.1.3 and Section 3.2.4 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to substantially degrading the
existing visual character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings or conflicting with
applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality, would be less than significant.

2.3.1.3  Light and Glare

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to aesthetics with respect to the following
significance threshold:

Impact AES-4: Would the Project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Impact

New nighttime light would primarily emanate from aboveground station areas, which would not
substantially increase the amount of lighting in the immediate area because similar light sources and
levels currently exist. Light from headlights on LRT vehicles are also not expected to extend beyond the
public transportation-related ROW and its light intensity is expected to be comparable to existing
vehicular traffic along surrounding roads. Operations would follow the MRDC and Metro’s
Systemwide Station Design Standards Policy. Compliance with these requirements would ensure that
permanent operations-related light sources at the proposed station areas would be directed
downwards or feature directional shielding to minimize spillover onto adjacent properties, including
residential uses and other light-sensitive uses. Additionally, several elements that would create new
sources of glare at proposed station areas during the day would be included. However, per Metro
design criteria and standards, these sources would be dulled to ensure they are not substantial.

Nighttime construction lighting, if any, would be directed toward the construction areas and/or
shielded with temporary screening to minimize light spillover and glare onto adjacent areas.
Additionally, construction-related illumination would be temporary and limited to safety and security
purposes. Construction would not be a substantial source of light and glare as several nighttime
lighting sources already exist around the construction areas (e.g., streetlights, building illumination).

Reference

Section 3.1.6.4, Impact AES-4: Light and Glare, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.1-51 through 3.1-
52; Section 2.4.1.4 and Section 3.2.4 of the Final EIR.
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Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to creating a new source of

substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area, would be less
than significant.

2.3.2 Air Quality
2.3.2.1  Air Quality Plan

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to air quality with respect to the following
significance threshold:

Impact AQ-1: Would the Project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?

Impact

Operation and construction of the Project would not introduce new population or housing growth,
disproportionately contribute to the growth projections in the Connect SoCal 2020-2045 Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2020-2045 RTP/SCS) or 2016-2040 RTP/SCS,
or delay the timely attainment of air quality standards or interim emission reductions specified in the
Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). Emissions would remain below applicable Southern California
Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) thresholds for all criteria pollutants during both
construction and operation of the Project and would therefore not contribute to new air quality
violations or an increase in the frequency or severity of existing air quality violations. The construction
and subsequent operation of the Project would result in a reduction to regional passenger vehicle VMT
of approximately 2,544,000 miles annually. The reduction in regional passenger vehicle VMT and
associated criteria pollutants would be consistent with the VMT-reducing objectives of the AQMP.

Reference

Section 3.2.6.1, Impact AQ-1: Air Quality Plan, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.2-22 through 3.2-
23; Section 2.4.2.1 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures
These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts to air quality related to conflicting with or
obstructing implementation of the applicable air quality plan, would be less than significant.
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2.3.2.2 Regional Criteria Pollutant Emissions

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to air quality with respect to the following
significance threshold:

Impact AQ-2: Would the Project result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is nonattainment under an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality standard?

Impact

Operation of the Project would result in a net reduction in operational regional criteria air pollutant
emissions. There would be a net reduction in operational regional emissions of carbon monoxide
(CO), nitrogen oxides (NOx), sulfur dioxide (SO:), inhalable particulate matter (PMo), and fine
particulate matter (PM=.s) and a slight increase in emissions of volatile organic compounds (VOC).
However, emissions of VOCs would be less than the SCAQMD threshold and impacts with respect to
operational regional criteria pollutant emissions would be less than significant. Implementation of the
Project would result in no meaningful change to operational regional criteria air pollutant emissions.
Emission reductions would be driven by the reduction in motor vehicle VMT associated with ridership
of the Metro E Line extension. Construction of the Project would result in peak daily regional
emissions that would be less than the SCAQMD regional significance thresholds. Additional
construction BMPs set forth in Metro’s Green Construction Policy would further reduce construction-
related emissions.

Reference

Section 3.2.6.2, Impact AQ-2: Regional Criteria Pollutant Emissions, of the Recirculated Draft EIR,
pages 3.2-28 through 3.2-31; Section 2.4.2.2 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that impacts related to a cumulatively considerable net

increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is nonattainment under an applicable
federal or state ambient air quality standard, would be less than significant.

2.3.2.3 Localized Pollutant Concentrations

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to air quality with respect to the following
significance threshold:

Impact AQ-3: Would the Project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?
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Impact

Operation of the Project would reduce regional VMT, and therefore reduce traffic volumes at roadway
intersections in the DSA. Certain local roadway intersections would see increased traffic volumes as a
result of the Project. The highest-volume intersections identified in the DSA are the intersection of
Pioneer Boulevard and Washington Boulevard with 6,070 vehicles per hour, and the intersection of
Norwalk Boulevard and Washington Boulevard with 6,046 vehicles per hour. Since the highest-volume
intersections identified in the DSA would have traffic volumes below that of the Bay Area Air Quality
Management District (BAAQMD) screening threshold, the operation of the Project would not expose
sensitive receptors to substantial CO concentrations and impacts with respect to operational localized
criteria pollutant concentrations. Construction of the Project would result in localized criteria air
pollutant emissions that would be less than the SCAQMD thresholds and impacts with respect to
construction regional criteria pollutant emissions would be less than significant.

Reference

Section 3.2.6.3, Impact AQ-3: Localized Pollutant Concentrations, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages
3.2-35 through 3.2-37; Section 2.4.2.3 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to exposing sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations would be less than significant.

2.3.2.4 Other Emissions

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to air quality with respect to the following
significance threshold:

Impact AQ-4: Would the Project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors)
adversely affecting a substantial number of people?

Impact

Other operational emission sources with the potential to adversely affect a substantial number of
people include waste from passengers accessing the stations. SCAQMD has established Rule 402
(Nuisance), which prevents nuisance odor conditions through the establishment of odor complaint
tracking systems and other requirements. Trash receptacles at stations would be a relatively
unsubstantial source of odors and would be subject to regular servicing, maintenance, and cleaning as
to prevent unpleasant odors at the stations, and operations would not result in unpleasant odors that
would affect a substantial number of people. Construction of the Project would occur over a broad
area and would be completed in sequential segments; therefore, a receptor’s exposure to potential
unpleasant construction-related near-field odors, such as diesel vehicle exhaust, would be temporary
and short-term and would not affect a substantial number of people.
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Reference

Section 3.2.6.4, Impact AQ-4: Other Emissions, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.2-39 through 3.2-
40; Section 2.4.2.4 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts to air quality related to emissions (such
as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of people, would be less than
significant.

2.3.2.5 Human Health Risks

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to air quality with respect to the following
significance threshold:

Impact HR-1: Would the Project expose sensitive receptors to TAC that would be likely to
cause a substantial increase in human health risks?

Impact

Although emissions of VOCs would increase from the operation of the Project, exposure to toxic air
contaminants (TAC) from VOCs for residents living and working within the DSA would not
substantially increase. VOC emission increases would be driven by the use of low-TAC content
consumer products, including cleaners, adhesives, and paints at the MSF. Additionally, the MSF site
would be in an industrial areas away from residences and other sensitive receptors. High TAC-content
VOC emissions, such as those from vehicle exhaust, would be decreased alongside PM:o emissions
proportional to the regional reductions in VMT. Construction of the Project would result in local
exposure to TAC that would be less than the SCAQMD Tier 2 screening criteria for acute, chronic, and
carcinogenic exposure and impacts with respect to construction human health risk. Therefore,
operation and construction of the Project would not expose sensitive receptors to TAC that would be
likely to cause a substantial increase in human health risks.

Reference

Section 3.2.6.5, Impact HR-1: Human Health Risks, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.2-44 through
3.2-46; Section 2.4.2.5 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
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Finding
For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts to human health risks related to

exposing sensitive receptors to TAC that would be likely to cause a substantial increase in human
health risks, would be less than significant.

2.3.3 Biological Resources

2.3.3.1  Riparian Habitat/Sensitive Natural Community

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to biological resources with respect to the
following significance threshold:

Impact BIO-2: Would the Project have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or
by CDFW or USFWS?

Impact

The majority of areas that could be affected by the Project are developed and consist of structures,
roads, parking lots, driveways, sidewalks, and other hardscaped areas. Further, the Project would not
affect the rivers or spreading grounds where vegetation communities (e.g., trees grouped together to
form a canopy) exist. Because construction would occur in developed or paved areas and would not

affect vegetation communities, it is unlikely that construction of the Project would introduce or spread
invasive plants or tree disease pathogens; the impact would be less than significant.

Reference

Section 3.3.6.2, Impact BIO-2: Riparian Habitat/Sensitive Natural Communities, of the Recirculated
Draft EIR, pages 3.3-24 through 3.3-25; Section 2.4.3.2 and Section 3.2.5 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to the Project having a

substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in
local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by CDFW or USFWS would be less than significant.

2.3.3.2 Policies and Ordinances

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to biological resources with respect to the
following significance threshold:
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Impact BIO-4: Would the Project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

Impact

Trees along the proposed alignment and within proposed stations would be protected by local tree
protection policies. No impacts on locally protected trees would occur during operation. Construction
of the Project may require tree removal or trimming; however, it is not expected that all the trees along
the alignment or within station footprints would be affected by construction. This work would be
conducted in accordance with the LA Metro Tree Policy and local policies and municipal codes that
protect both native trees and street trees. Additionally, any maintenance of LRT facilities that entails
tree trimming would be conducted in accordance with the LA Metro Tree Policy and local policies and
municipal codes that protect native trees and street trees. Therefore, no conflict with tree preservation
policy or other local polices or ordinances protecting biological resources would occur.

Reference

Section 3.3.6.4, Impact BIO-4: Policies and Ordinances, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.3-30
through 3.3-31; Section 2.4.3.4 and Section 3.2.5 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to conflicting with any local

policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance,
would be less than significant.

2.3.4 Energy
2.3.4.1  Energy Consumption

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to energy with respect to the following
significance threshold:

Impact ENG-1: Would the Project result in potentially significant environmental impact due to
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project
construction or operation?

Impact

Operation of the Project would result in a net annual reduction in non-renewable energy consumption
of 7.1 billion British thermal units (BTUs) relative to 2042 without Project Conditions. The Project
would result in long-term beneficial impacts to energy resources through decreased reliance on non-
renewable fossil fuels and increased reliance on the renewable grid energy supplies. Regional energy
demand under the Project would be less than that under the 2019 existing conditions.
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Construction of the Project would not cause a meaningful change to the consumption of energy
resources. Specific energy conservation measures would be confirmed in final design consistent with
Metro’s 2011 Energy Conservation and Management Plan (ECMP) and 2013 Sustainable Rail Plan, as well
as Metro’s energy and environmental policies. Additional BMPs set forth in Metro’s Green
construction policy would further reduce energy consumption during construction. These BMPs
include, but are not limited to: the required use of renewable diesel fuel in construction equipment;
the required use of Tier 4 off-road emission standard equipment as regionally available; the required
use of United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) 2007 on-road emission standard
compliant trucks; the limitation of vehicle idling to 5 minutes or fewer when not in use; and the use of
grid-power in lieu of diesel generators where available.

Reference

Section 3.5.6.1, Impact ENG-1: Energy Consumption, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.5-27
through 3.5-34; Section 2.4.5.1 and Section 3.2.7 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources during project construction or operation, would be less
than significant.

2.3.4.2 Energy Plans

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to energy with respect to the following
significance threshold:

Impact ENG-2: Would the Project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable
energy or energy efficiency?

Impact

The Project would contribute to a regional shift in transportation energy demand away from fossil fuels
toward grid power. Stations, lighting in parking lots, and the MSF would be designed and constructed
to achieve energy efficiency consistent with or exceeding Metro’s and California Code of Regulations
(CCR) Title 24 efficiency requirements. Further, the Project would, by its nature, enhance community
access to public transit through the operation of the LRT. The Project would facilitate broader adoption
of mass transit and contribute to regional VMT reductions, as projected in the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS.
Therefore, the Project would not conflict with or obstruct the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS.

The Project would be constructed in a manner consistent with the regulations and efficiency
requirements at the time of construction and would not conflict with Title 24. Metro’s 2011 Green
Construction Policy addresses the air quality implications of construction from Metro projects. From a
construction energy perspective, the policy encourages the limiting of idling and the use of grid-
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electric power when feasible during construction. Construction would be consistent with Metro's
Green Construction Policy during construction.

Reference

Section 3.5.6.2, Impact ENG-2: Energy Plans, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.5-38 through 3.5-39;
Section 2.4.5.2 and Section 3.2.7 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures
These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to conflicting with or obstructing
a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency, would be less than significant.

2.3.5 Geology, Seismicity, and Soil Resources

2.3.5.1  Exposure to Seismic Hazards

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to geology, seismicity, and soil resources
with respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact GEO-1: Would the Project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault (refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42)

Strong seismic ground shaking
Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction

Landslides

Impact

The Project would be designed in compliance with regulatory requirements, industry standards, and
the MRDC; compliance with these regulatory and design requirements would reduce impacts by
ensuring that development is designed to withstand seismic or other geologic hazards. Operation and
construction of the Project would not cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death from known earthquake fault rupture, strong seismic ground shaking, seismic-
related ground failure including liquefaction, and landslides.
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Reference

Section 3.6.6.1, Impact GEO-1: Exposure to Seismic Hazards, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.6-
23 through 3.5-26; Section 2.4.6.1 and Section 3.2.8 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to directly or indirectly causing
potential substantial adverse effects including the risk of loss, injury, or death from known earthquake
fault rupture, strong seismic ground shaking, seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction,
and landslides, during project construction or operation, would be less than significant.

2.3.5.2  Soil Erosion

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to geology, seismicity, and soil resources
with respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact GEO-2: Would the Project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Impact

The Project is located in an urbanized area that is primarily impervious with no exposed soil.
Operations would not result in ground disturbance or a change in the amount of exposed soil as
compared to existing conditions. The Project would comply with post-construction measures in
applicable National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permits and low impact
development (LID) standards required by Los Angeles County and other local jurisdictions, which aim
to minimize erosion impacts from development projects.

Ground disturbing activities occurring during construction of the Project would temporarily expose
surficial soils to wind and water erosion and have the potential to temporarily increase erosion and
loss of topsoil. However, construction activities would be required to comply with existing regulatory
requirements, including implementation of BMPs and other erosion and sedimentation control

measures that would ensure grading, excavation, and other earth-moving activities would avoid a
significant impact.

Reference

Section 3.6.6.2, Impact GEO-2: Soil Erosion, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.6-29 through 3.6-
30; Section 2.4.6.2 and Section 3.2.8 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
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Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil during project construction or operation, would be less than significant.

2.3.5.3 Unstable Geologic Units or Soils

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to geology, seismicity, and soil resources
with respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact GEO-3: Would the Project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

Impact

The Project would be located on stable soils where no liquefaction zones are present. Operations
would not occur on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable, and
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse.
The Project would be designed in compliance with MRDC, the California Seismic Hazards Mapping
Act, industry standards and recommendations contained in the design level geotechnical report.

Construction activities, such as ground excavation, tunneling, and dewatering, could affect soil
stability leading to ground movements (both lateral movements and settlements) or subsidence.
However, the Project would be designed and constructed in compliance with regulatory requirements,
the MRDC, and recommendations contained in the design level geotechnical report. This would

include incorporating recommendations on engineering and design considerations identified in the
geotechnical report to ensure soil stability during construction.

Reference

Section 3.6.6.3, Impact GEO-3: Exposure to Seismic Hazards, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.6-
34 through 3.6-36; Section 2.4.6.3 and Section 3.2.8 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts to related to potentially resulting in on-

or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse, during project
construction or operation, would be less than significant.

2.3.5.4 Expansive Soils

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to geology, seismicity, and soil resources
with respect to the following significance threshold:
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Impact GEO-4: Would the Project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Section 1803.5.3
of the CBC, creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?

Impact

Clay-rich soils that could swell and shrink with wetting and drying may exist locally within alluvial soils
present along the Project. The change in soil volume is capable of exerting enough force on structures
to damage foundations, structures, and underground utilities. Damage can also occur as these soils
dry out and contract. Expansive soils could have an impact on project components, including the
stations, guideway, tunnel, and other fixed structures; expansive soils do not have distinct
construction or operational impacts and are addressed through project design. The Project would be
designed and constructed in compliance with regulatory requirements. This includes the MRDC and
recommendations contained in the design level geotechnical report.

Reference

Section 3.6.6.4, Impact GEO-4: Expansive Soils, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, page 3.6-38; Section
2.4.6.4 and Section 3.2.8 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to the Project being located on
expansive soil, as defined in Section 1803.5.3 of the CBC, and therefore creating substantial direct or

indirect risks to life or property, during project construction or operation, would be less than
significant.

2.3.6 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

2.3.6.1 Emission Generation

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact GHG-1: Would the Project generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that
may have a significant impact on the environment?

Impact

The Project is a component of the RTP/SCS and contributes to California’s goal to increase mass
transit under the Assembly Bill (AB) 32 Scoping Plan. Operation of the Project would enhance regional
transportation systems and contribute to planning efforts to reduce VMT and GHG emissions from
transportation sources and would not alter the contribution to the state and regional mass transit
climate strategies. Consistent with SCAQMD guidance, construction GHG emissions are amortized
over the project lifetime, assumed to be 30 years, to be combined with annual operational emissions.
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When amortized over 30 years, construction emissions would contribute an additional 192 metric tons
carbon dioxide equivalent (CO:e) per year. The Project’s would be consistent with state and regional
climate strategies to increase mass transit and the incremental contribution to climate change with
amortized construction emissions would not have a significant impact on the environment.

Reference

Section 3.7.6.1, Impact GHG-1: Emission Generation, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.7-29
through 3.7-39; Section 2.4.7.1 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to generating GHG emissions,

either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment, during project
construction or operation, would be less than significant.

2.3.6.2 Conflicts

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to greenhouse gas emissions with respect
to the following significance threshold:

Impact GHG-2: Would the Project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Impact

At the project-level, the implementation the Project would reduce regional VMT by 2,544,000 miles
annually. The Project would support a larger regional effort to facilitate and enhance mass transit in
the South Coast Air Basin (SoCAB). The Project is identified in the 2020 RTP/SCS as a major transit
capital project and is included in the plan’s regional growth and transportation projections. The
Project would be consistent with the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS and other relevant GHG reduction plans in
that it would support the VMT reduction strategies of those plans. Additionally, the Project, alongside
other transit improvement projects planned to be implemented throughout the region, would facilitate
broader adoption of mass transit and contribute to regional VMT reductions, and the associated GHG
emission reductions, as projected in the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS.

Reference

Section 3.7.6.2, Impact GHG-2: Conflicts, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.7-41 through 3.7-42;
Section 2.4.7.2 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
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Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to conflicting with an applicable
plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases,
during project construction or operation, would be less than significant.

2.3.7 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

2.3.7.1  Transport, Storage, Use, or Disposal of Hazardous
Materials

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact HAZ-1: Would the Project create a significant hazard to the public or environment
through the routine transport, storage, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Impact

Operation of the proposed stations and LRT guideway would involve the use of small amounts of
hazardous substances such as oil, grease, solvents, paints, common cleaning materials, and
pesticides. None of these substances would be acutely hazardous. Cleaning and maintenance
products are required to be labeled with appropriate cautions and instructions for handling, storage
and disposal, and do not represent a significant threat to human health and the environment. Staff
would be required to use, store, and dispose of these materials properly in accordance with label
directions. Maintenance of LRT trains, vehicles, and equipment would occur at the MSF site.
Compliance with existing regulations would ensure proper transportation, use, and storage of
hazardous materials.

Construction of the Project would require use of typical construction equipment (e.g., gasoline- or
diesel-powered machinery) and vehicles containing fuel, oil, and grease, as well as use and transport
of these materials. Limited quantities of certain hazardous materials such as paints, solvents, and
glues would be used during construction. As required by law, Metro would be required to obtain
permits and comply with appropriate regulatory agency standards designed to avoid hazardous waste
releases. By implementing the SWPPP and associated BMPs, construction-related hazardous
substances, such as oil and grease, would be managed through appropriate material handling and
BMPs.

Transportation of hazardous materials, such as contaminated soils; hazardous building materials,
including asbestos, lead, and PCBs; and other hazardous wastes would occur along designated truck
routes within the Project corridor ROW and/or major streets connecting to construction staging areas
and the nearest freeways. Given compliance with existing regulations, operation and construction of
the Project would not create of significant hazards to the public through routine transport, storage,
use, and disposal of hazardous materials.
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Reference

Section 3.8.6.1, Impact HAZ-1: Transport, Storage, Use, or Disposal of Hazardous Materials, of the
Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.8-31 through 3.8-33; Section 2.4.8.1 and Section 3.2.9 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to creating a significant hazard to
the public or environment through the routine transport, storage, use, or disposal of hazardous
materials, would be less than significant.

2.3.7.2 Hazardous Materials Within One-Quarter Mile of a
School

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact HAZ-3: Would the Project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed
school?

Impact

Twelve schools have been identified as being located within one-quarter mile from the Project
alignment and no schools are located with one-quarter mile of the MSF. Operation of the proposed
stations and LRT guideway would involve the use of small amounts of hazardous substances such as
oil, grease, solvents, paints, common cleaning materials, and pesticides. None of these substances
would be acutely hazardous and staff would be required to use, store, and dispose of these materials
properly in accordance with label directions.

Parcels proposed for construction staging and construction easements would occur on sites with
known hazardous materials releases within one-quarter mile of Greenwood Elementary School (APNs
6352-007-059 and 6352-007-060 [Site 18]), KIPP Promesa Prep and KIPP Raices Academy (APN 6340-
001-001 [Site 5] and APN 6340-001-002 [Site 6]), and 4th Street Elementary, Arts in Action Community
Charter Elementary School, 4th Street Primary Center, and Esperanza College Prep (APNs 5248-004-
040 and 5248-004-043 [Site 1], APN 6341-001- 038 [Site 2], APN 6341-001-017 [Site 3], and APN 5248-
008-046 [Site 4]). By implementing the SWPPP and associated BMPs, construction-related hazardous
substances, such as oil and grease, would be managed through appropriate material handling and
BMPs as mandated by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Construction General
Permit. In addition, transportation of hazardous materials would comply with State regulations
governing hazardous materials transport included in the California Vehicle Code (Title 13 of the
California Code of Regulations), the State Fire Marshal Regulations (Title 19 of the California Code of
Regulations), and Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations. Cooperation with the corridor cities
would occur throughout the construction process. Adherence to federal and state regulations reduces
the risk of exposure to hazardous materials. With compliance with existing regulations, operation and
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construction of the Project would not create a risk related to the transportation, use, storage, and
handling of hazardous materials within one-quarter mile of an existing school.

Reference

Section 3.8.6.3, Impact HAZ-3: Hazardous Materials Within One-Quarter Mile of A School, of the
Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.8-48 through 3.8-49; Section 2.4.8.3 and Section 3.2.9 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to emitting hazardous emissions
or handling hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of
an existing or proposed school, would be less than significant.

2.3.7.3 Emergency Response or Emergency Evacuation Plan

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact HAZ-6: Would the Project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Impact

The Project would have four at-grade crossings at signalized intersections and one pedestrian only at-
grade crossing at Greenwood station. Emergency vehicles traveling on streets that cross the tracks at
the at-grade crossings would experience short delays at intersections if emergency vehicles arrive at a
crossing at the same time as a passing train. However, such delays would be brief due to the short
length of the LRT trainsets and the short time required for LRT vehicles to enter and exit the crossings
would reduce any delays. As standard practice, Metro would coordinate with fire and police protection
officials when designing grade crossings to ensure that emergency access would be maintained. The
Project would not impede with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan,
and it would not affect emergency evacuation plans and roadway conditions as the roadway width and
configuration would be kept accessible to emergency vehicles and fire equipment.

Construction of the Project could result in temporary lane closures, increased truck traffic, and other
roadway effects that could slow emergency vehicles, temporarily increasing response times and
impeding existing services. Construction activities would shift along the corridor so that overall
construction activities should be of relatively short duration within each segment. For specialized
construction tasks, it may be necessary to work during nighttime hours to minimize traffic disruptions.
Additional specialized construction activities may require full street closures and therefore the
development of detour routes, such as decking activities at Atlantic Boulevard for underground
construction. Traffic control during construction would follow local jurisdiction guidelines. Metro
standard practices require that lane and/or road closures are scheduled to minimize disruptions and
that a Traffic Management Plan is prepared and approved in coordination with local fire and police
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departments prior to construction including the development of detour routes to facilitate traffic
movement. The nearest local first responders would be notified, as appropriate, of traffic control plans
during construction to coordinate emergency response routing. Construction of the Project would not
impair implementation of or physically interfere with any adopted emergency response or evacuation
plans.

Reference

Section 3.8.6.6, Impact HAZ-6: Emergency Response or Emergency Evacuation Plan, of the
Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.8-62 through 3.8-63; Section 2.4.8.6 and Section 3.2.9 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts to related to impairing implementation
of or physically interfering with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan,
would be less than significant.

2.3.8 Hydrology and Water Quality

2.3.8.1  Groundwater Supplies and Recharge

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to hydrology and water quality with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact HWQ-2: Would the Project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable
groundwater management of the basin?

Impact

The Project would notably change the amount of pervious surfaces that could interfere with
groundwater recharge and it would not cross the Rio Hondo, Rio Hondo Spreading Grounds, or the
San Gabriel River. The underground alignment would not affect groundwater movement or infiltration
as it would likely be above the groundwater table. During project construction, dewatering activities
have the potential to lower the groundwater table and contaminate groundwater resources.
Dewatering activities have the potential to lower the groundwater table and contaminate groundwater
resources. The majority of groundwater wells are located 0.4 miles or farther away from the Project.
Thus, dewatering would not be expected to affect these groundwater wells. The closest groundwater
well is approximately 200 feet west of the underground guideway. The depth of this well is
approximately 200 feet below ground surface (bgs), which is well below the depth of the tunnel at 6o
feet. Additionally, groundwater depths are relatively deep near the underground alignment, which
would reduce the likelihood that groundwater would be encountered during construction of the tunnel.
Since the water table would likely be below or at the lower level of construction activities, the amount
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of water that would need to be extracted, cleaned, and disposed of during construction would be
minimal.

Reference

Section 3.9.6.2, Impact HWQ-2: Groundwater Supplies and Recharge, of the Recirculated Draft EIR,
pages 3.9-33 through 3.9-34; Section 2.4.9.2 and Section 3.2.10 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to substantially decreasing
groundwater supplies or interfering substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project may
impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin, would be less than significant.

2.3.8.2 Drainage Patterns

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to hydrology and water quality with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact HWQ-3: Would the Project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the
addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:

i) Result in a substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

ii) Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result
in flooding on- or off-site?

iii) Exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?

Impact

Operation and construction of the Project would not cross the Rio Hondo, Rio Hondo Spreading
Grounds, or the San Gabriel River and would not alter the course of any streams or river or require a
Section 1602 Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement with the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife (CDFW).

The Project would result in a minimal increase in impervious surface, which could increase the rate or
amount of stormwater runoff, and a minimal increase in impervious surface that could affect
stormwater drainage by reducing the area that allows for infiltration and concentrating pollutants,
which can be transferred into nearby waterbodies via stormwater runoff. Operations would comply
with post-construction measures in applicable NPDES permits, LID standards, and local policies
protecting water quality, and would be operated in compliance with Los Angeles County Department
of Public Works and Metro drainage standards (MRDC 3.3.2 and 3.8).
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Construction of the Project could increase erosion and sedimentation around construction and
staging areas, particularly during ground disturbing activities, such as excavation and grading. To
reduce potential impacts related to erosion and siltation, a SWPPP would be prepared in compliance
with SWRCB’s Construction General Permit, and an erosion and sediment control plan would be
prepared in compliance with LARWQCB’s MS4 permit. Further, the topography is relatively flat, which
would minimize the risk of erosion and siltation impacts. Storm drains affected by the Project would
be connected to municipal systems per MRDC 3.3.2 and 3.8. Drainage systems for the Project,
including storm drains, would be constructed per MRDC Section 8.2.5. The contractor would be
responsible for preparing the drainage and grading plans and obtaining approval of the plans prior to
the start of construction.

Reference

Section 3.9.6.3, Impact HWQ-3: Drainage Patterns, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.9-45 through
3.9-49; Section 2.4.9.3 and Section 3.2.10 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to substantially altering the
existing drainage pattern of the site or area in a manner which would result in a substantial erosion or
siltation on- or off-site, substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which
would result in flooding on- or off-site, or exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater
drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff, would be less than
significant.

2.3.9 Land Use and Planning

2.3.9.1 Established Community

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to land use and planning with respect to
the following significance threshold:

Impact LUP-1: Would the Project physically divide an established community?
Impact

The Project would primarily operate within or below the transportation ROW and acquired commercial
and industrial property. During Project operations, adjacent land uses would continue to have access
to the surrounding roadway, bicycle, and sidewalk network, and would continue to be accessible to
users. Property acquisition would be generally limited to properties currently zoned for commercial or
industrial uses, and only one sliver take along the frontage of a residential property would occur. The
new uses would be materially consistent with existing commercial and industrial uses and the land use
characteristics of the transportation corridor and the addition of permanent infrastructure associated
with aboveground components of the Project would not physically divide existing neighborhoods,
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communities, or land uses to the extent to which they would be disrupted or isolated. The MSF site
would not require the closure of any primary vehicle routes critical to circulation within a community
or between communities and it would be located primarily on existing parcels designated for industrial
uses.

Street and sidewalk closures during construction would result in temporary limitations on movement
for pedestrians, cyclists, and vehicles within and between local communities. However, closures would
be temporary, periodic, and would not restrict access to or from any established communities. A
Traffic Management Plan would be prepared to reduce the disruption caused by construction work
zones. The property acquisition for construction under the Project would not affect vehicular, bicycle,
or pedestrian access, and would not physically divide an established community.

Reference

Section 3.10.6.1, Impact LUP-1: Established Community, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.10-12
through 3.10-14; Section 2.4.10.1 and Section 3.2.11 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures
These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to physically dividing an
established community, during project construction or operation, would be less than significant.

2.3.9.2 Plan, Policy, or Regulation Conflicts

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to land use and planning with respect to
the following significance threshold:

Impact LUP-2: Would the Project cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict
with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating
an environmental effect?

Impact

The Project would not conflict with local land use plans, policies, or regulations and would help
achieve regional and local goals to improve transit and mobility in East Los Angeles and the cities of
Commerce and Montebello. The Project would be supportive of plans, policies, and regulations
encouraging circulation improvements, community access and development, and air pollutant
emissions and GHG reductions. Construction would also be conducted in compliance with local land
use plans and codes. No conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purposes
of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect would occur.

Reference

Section 3.10.6.2, Impact LUP-2: Plan, Policy, or Regulation Conflicts, of the Recirculated Draft EIR,
pages 3.10-22 through 3.10-24; Section 2.4.10.2 and Section 3.2.11 of the Final EIR.
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Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to causing a significant
environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect, during project construction or operation,
would be less than significant.

2.3.10 Population and Housing

2.3.10.1 Unplanned Population Growth

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to population and housing with respect to
the following significance threshold:

Impact PPH-1: Would the Project induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area,
either directly or indirectly?

Impact

Operation and construction of the Project would not result in substantial changes to the existing
population in the GSA or DSA as it would not include development of new housing or businesses that
would directly induce population growth. Implementation of the Project could indirectly affect growth
and development in the DSA by providing enhanced transit connections that would make station areas
more desirable locations for residences and businesses. This, in turn, could encourage growth and
economic development in the surrounding communities. However, the Project would not
independently stimulate development or change property values without enabling policy factors like
public plans and policies that encourage development and control zoning. Housing and business
development growth would be contingent upon local city zoning regulations and approval, which
would consider consistency with local general plans and transit-oriented development (TOD) policies.

Reference

Section 3.12.6.1, Impact PPH-1: Unplanned Population Growth, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages
3.12-10 through 3.12-11; Section 2.4.12.1 and Section 3.2.13 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
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Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to inducing substantial
unplanned population growth in an area, either directly or indirectly, during project construction or
operation, would be less than significant.

2.3.11  Public Services and Recreation

2.3.11.1  Public Services

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to public services and recreation with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact PSR-1: Would the Project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, the need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities (the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts), in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for any of the public services, including fire protection, police
protection, schools, parks, or other public facilities?

Impact

The Project would primarily operate within or below the transportation ROW and acquired commercial
and industrial property and would not increase fire and police protection response times beyond
acceptable levels or require new or physically altered fire or police protection facilities to maintain
adequate service levels. Grade crossings could potentially delay fire and police protection vehicles if
they arrive at a crossing at the same time as a passing train. However, such delays would be brief due
to the short length of the LRT trainsets and the short time required for LRT vehicles to enter and exit
the crossings. As standard practice, Metro would coordinate with fire and police protection officials
when designing grade crossings to ensure that access for police and fire protection services is
maintained. No physical alterations or disruptive impacts to the schools, parks, or public libraries on
would occur. There would be no acquisitions or reduction of access to such facilities that would
require alteration or new construction of parks and recreational facilities in order to maintain access.
Further the Project would not result in substantial changes to the existing population that could alter
the demand for public services.

Construction of the Project would potentially temporarily increase fire and police protection response
times as a result of periodic construction-related street closures or detours. Metro would coordinate
with staff of the East Los Angeles Sheriff Station in advance of any construction activities to preserve
station access. Metro standard practices shall require that lane and/or road closures are scheduled to
minimize disruptions and that a Traffic Management Plan is prepared and approved in coordination
with local fire and police departments prior to construction. The nearest local first responders would
be notified, as appropriate, of traffic control measures in the plan during construction to coordinate
emergency response routing. With implementation of a construction Traffic Management Plan, fire
and police protection response times during the construction period would be maintained at
acceptable levels and would not require new or physically altered fire or police protection facilities.

April 2024 63



@ Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Consideration

During construction, no physical alterations would occur at nearby schools and parks and recreational
facilities, nor would construction activities result in any loss of access to the parking lots and/or
building entrance of these facilities. There would be no need for new or physically altered public
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service levels.

Reference

Section 3.13.6.1, Impact PSR-1: Public Services, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.13-17 through
3.13-20; Section 2.4.13.1 and Section 3.2.14 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the need for new or physically altered governmental facilities
(the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts), in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public
services, including fire protection, police protection, schools, parks, or other public facilities, during
project construction or operation, would be less than significant.

2.3.11.2 Increased Recreation

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to public services and recreation with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact PSR-2: Would the Project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility
would occur or be accelerated?

Impact

The Project would not include residential uses that would result in increased demand for use of parks
and recreational facilities, and therefore operational activities would not directly lead to the substantial
physical deterioration of parks and recreational facilities. Construction activities would require
intermittent sidewalk and lane closures and detours which could inhibit access to nearby park and
associated recreational facilities. Metro standard practices include timing closures to minimize
disruptions and developing a Traffic Management Plan for construction activities. It is anticipated that
access to parks would be maintained during construction. Additionally, construction would not
increase use of the parks and recreational facilities through population growth as a result of
construction job opportunities.

Reference

Section 3.13.6.2, Impact PSR-2: Increased Recreation, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.13-23
through 3.13-24; Section 2.4.13.2 and Section 3.2.14 of the Final EIR.
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Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to increasing the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated, during project construction or operation,
would be less than significant.

2.3.12 Transportation and Traffic

2.3.12.1 Conflict with CEQA Guidelines

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to transportation and traffic with respect
to the following significance threshold:

Impact TRA-2: Would the Project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section
15064.3, subdivision (b)?

Impact

Operation of the Project would result in reduced VMT (approximately 8,000 daily) compared to the No
Project Alternative. Streamlining transit and active transportation projects aligns with each of the three
statutory goals contained in SB 743 by reducing GHG emissions, increasing multimodal
transportation networks, and facilitating mixed use development. Additionally, components of the
Project would include new or modifications to existing traffic signals to accommodate light rail
movements and traffic circulation patterns at intersections, enhancements to existing signalized
crosswalks, and bicycle circulation and access amenities in immediate station areas. Thus, these
changes would not lead to a substantial or measurable increase in vehicle travel.

Construction of Project would temporarily generate additional VMT related to construction work
activities and the transport of excavated materials and construction equipment and supplies. This
additional VMT would terminate upon completion of construction and would not be in effect during
operation. Given the temporary nature of construction-related VMT and that construction-related

traffic circulation changes (e.g., detours) would generally be localized to the work area, the Project
construction would not conflict with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b).

Reference

Section 3.14.6.2, Impact TRA-2: Conflict with CEQA Guidelines, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages
3.14-32 through 3.14-33; Section 2.4.14.2 and Section 3.2.15 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
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Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to conflicting or being
inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b), would be less than significant.

2.3.12.2 Design Hazards or Incompatible Uses

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to transportation and traffic with respect
to the following significance threshold:

Impact TRA-3: Would the Project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

Impact

The Project would be constructed and operated within the existing street alighment and ROW for
aerial and at-grade segments and would not substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design
feature. Additionally, the short 0.1-mile at-grade segment east of the underground tunnel portal would
not introduce a new hazard as the existing Metro E Line is already at-grade along this segment of 3
Street. The Project would be designed, constructed, and operated per applicable State, Metro, and city
design criteria and standards, including adherence to design codes and standards such as the
California Division of Occupational Safety and Health Administration (Cal/OSHA), California Public
Utilities Commission (CPUC), California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CA MUTCD),
and Metro safety and security programs and standards (i.e., MRDC and Metro Systemwide Station
Design Standards Policy).

During construction, pedestrians, bicyclists, and motorists would experience temporary safety hazards
in the DSA localized around construction activities. This would result from temporary lane closures
and the number and proximity of people and vehicles adjacent to the construction activities around
station location staging areas and aerial and at-grade guideway segments. The Project would comply
with Cal/OSHA and Metro safety and security programs, which are designed to reduce potential
impacts during construction to less than significant levels. Safety for pedestrians, multi-use trail users
(i.e., hikers, bicyclists, equestrians), and motorists would be maintained during construction using
signage, partial lane closures, and construction barriers.

Reference

Section 3.14.6.3, Impact TRA-3: Design Hazards or Incompatible Uses, of the Recirculated Draft EIR,
pages 3.14-37 through 3.14-39; Section 2.4.14.3 and Section 3.2.15 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
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Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to substantially increasing
hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment), would be less than significant.

2.3.12.3 Inadequate Emergency Access

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to transportation and traffic with respect
to the following significance threshold:

Impact TRA-4: Would the Project result in inadequate emergency access?
Impact

Operation of the Project would potentially increase fire and police protection response times as a
result of response delays at new grade crossings. Grade crossings could potentially delay fire and
police protection vehicles if they arrive at a crossing at the same time as a passing train. However,
such delays would be less than delays from high traffic volumes due to the short length of the LRT
trainsets and the short time required for LRT vehicles to enter and exit the crossings. Given that trains
would be operating in exclusive street-running ROW at these locations, trains would clear signaled and
unsignalized intersections more quickly to allow emergency vehicles to pass, as compared to vehicles
in the thru-lanes which may not be able to clear the intersection as quickly due to traffic delays.

Although the transition from an at-grade to underground alignment along 37 Street between La Verne
Avenue and Woods Avenue is located directly in front of the East Los Angeles Sheriff Station and the
Kaiser Permanente East Los Angeles Medical Offices, the Metro E Line already operates at-grade along
this segment of 37 Street and operation of the Project is unlikely to impact existing response times
to/from the station or the Kaiser Permanente offices. As standard practice, Metro would coordinate
with fire and police protection officials when designing grade crossings to ensure that access for police
and fire protection services would be maintained. In addition, all new LRT facilities and crossings
would be designed in accordance with MRDC, including Fire/Life Safety Criteria, to ensure safety and
minimize potential hazards at all locations. Further, compliance with code requirements pertaining to
emergency vehicle access and building standards also ensure that response times are maintained at
acceptable levels.

A temporary construction easement on part of the Los Angeles County Fire Department (LACFD) Fire
Station 50 parcel would be acquired for the purposes of general construction activities. However,
access to the LACFD Fire Station 50 on Saybrook Avenue would be maintained during construction
and the launch of the TBM. Metro would coordinate with staff of the East Los Angeles Sheriff Station
and LACFD Fire Station 50 in advance of any construction activities to preserve station access. Metro
standard practices require that lane and/or road closures are scheduled to minimize disruptions and
that a Traffic Management Plan, including detours, is prepared and approved in coordination with
local fire and police departments prior to construction.

Reference

Section 3.14.6.4, Impact TRA-4: Inadequate Emergency Access, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages
3.14-43 through 3.14-44; Section 2.4.14.4 and Section 3.2.15 of the Final EIR.
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Mitigation Measures
These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts to transportation and traffic related to
inadequate emergency access, would be less than significant.

2.3.13 Utilities and Service Systems

2.3.13.1 Relocation or Construction

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to utilities and service systems with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact UTL-1: Would the Project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or
expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

Impact

The Project elements would result in a slight increase in water use; however, the amount consumed
would be significantly less than the projected future capacity and would not have any substantial effect
on the water supply. The Project would not have public restrooms and, as a result, would not generate
wastewater. Elevators would have emergency ejector pits and underground stations and control rooms
at at-grade stations would be equipped with sump pumps/clarifiers that would drain to the sewer in
the event of a flood. Any discharges associated with these connections would be subject to a
wastewater discharge permit and would be intermittent and irregular. Such irregular discharges,
should they be necessary, would not exceed capacity. The Project would result in a minimal increase in
impervious surfaces, but not to an extent that would lead to increased runoff. The Project elements
(e.g., station entrance canopy) would include drainage facilities with adequate slopes to facilitate
adequate drainage flow and help avoid localized ponding or flooding during storm events. The amount
of electricity consumed would be significantly less than the projected future capacity, and the Project
would not consume natural gas, and would not include telecommunication features that would require
expansion of existing telecommunications facilities that could result in an environmental impact.

Reference

Section 3.16.6.1, Impact UTL-1: Relocation or Construction, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.16-20
through 3.16-25; Section 2.4.16.1 and Section 3.2.17 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
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Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to requiring or resulting in the

relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm water drainage,
electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which

could cause significant environmental effects, would be less than significant.

2.3.13.2 Water Supplies

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to utilities and service systems with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact UTL-2: Would the Project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project
and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years?

Impact

The Project would result in a minimal increase in municipal water use that would require long-term,
permanent sources of water use that may include, but would not be limited to, fire water systems and
landscape irrigation. This water demand would be a slight increase and would not affect water
supplies. Further, any water use would comply with Metro’s Water Use and Conservation Policy, which
specifies that water efficiency and conservation methods would be adopted and maintained.
Operational activities would not significantly deplete municipal water supplies during normal, dry, or
multiple dry years. The amount of water used during construction would be highly variable; however,
overall short-term use would require minimal water supplies when compared to regional water use
associated with land use developments. Further, any water use would comply with Metro’s Water Use
and Conservation Policy, which limits use of potable water during construction when feasible.
Construction-related water use would not necessitate new water deliveries to the region.

Reference

Section 3.16.6.2, Impact UTL-2: Water Supplies, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.16-28 through
3.16-29; Section 2.4.16.2 and Section 3.2.17 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to having sufficient water
supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal,

dry and multiple dry years, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects, would be less than significant.

April 2024 69



@ Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Consideration

2.3.13.3 Wastewater

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to utilities and service systems with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact UTL-3: Would the Project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider, which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the
project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

Impact

The Project would not include a new source of wastewater and would not directly generate population
growth that would require wastewater services. Restrooms would not be provided at LRT stations.
Elevators would have emergency ejector pits and underground stations and control rooms at at-grade
stations would be equipped with sump pumps/clarifiers that would drain to the sewer in the event of a
flood. Any discharges associated with these connections would be subject to a wastewater discharge
permit and would be intermittent and irregular. Such irregular discharges, should they be necessary,
would not exceed capacity. Wastewater generation during construction would be negligible in relation
to the size and capacity of the wastewater treatment system and would not overburden the system.

Reference

Section 3.16.6.3, Impact UTL-3: Wastewater, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.16-31 through 3.16-
32; Section 2.4.16.3 and Section 3.2.17 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures
These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to wastewater capacity would be
less than significant.

2.3.13.4 Solid Waste

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to utilities and service systems with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact UTL-4: Would the Project generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards, or
in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid
waste reduction goals?

Impact

The Project would not include a direct source of solid waste. Indirectly, solid waste would be generated
by transit users. Stations would include waste bins and recycle bins. The disposal of solid waste from
each station would have no notable potential to affect landfill capacity or impair attainment of solid
waste reduction goals. Construction would not generate solid waste in excess of state or local
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standards, respectively, or in excess of the capacity of the local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the
attainment of solid waste reduction goals. Furthermore, construction would comply with federal, state,
and local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste.

Reference

Section 3.16.6.4, Impact UTL-4: Solid Waste, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.16-36 through 3.16-
37; Section 2.4.16.4 and Section 3.2.17 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to the generation of solid waste
in excess of state or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or that could

otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals, the construction or relocation of which
could cause significant environmental effects, would be less than significant.

2.3.13.5 Solid Waste Regulations

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to utilities and service systems with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact UTL-5: Would the Project comply with federal, state, and local management and
reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

Impact
The Project would be required to comply with all applicable federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations pertaining to solid waste disposal. Small amounts of solid waste would be generated

during operation and construction of the Project; however, there is no element of operational or
construction activities that would be outside of compliance.

Reference

Section 3.16.6.5, Impact UTL-5: Relocation or Construction, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, page 3.16-39;
Section 2.4.16.5 and Section 3.2.17 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to compliance with federal, state,
and local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste would be less

than significant.

April 2024 71



@ Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Consideration

2.3.14 Growth Inducing Impacts

2.3.14.1 Growth Inducement

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to population and housing with respect to
the following significance threshold:

Impact GRW-1: Would the Project foster economic or population growth or the construction
of additional housing either directly or indirectly; encourage and facilitate other activities that
could significantly affect the environment, either individually or cumulatively?

Impact

The Project would not result in substantial changes to the existing population in the GSA or DSA. The
Project would not include development of new housing or businesses that would directly induce
population growth. The Project is not designed to induce growth; rather, the intent is to improve
transit service to help accommodate the forecasted growth in the region’s population and workforce.
While development would not be induced, there are opportunities where the Project could serve as a
“catalyst” for economic revitalization and growth in areas where development has already occurred at
station locations and other public/private TOD opportunities along the proposed alignment. Given
that the Project is anticipated in the local communities planning documents, TOD would not generate
new unplanned growth, but instead would redistribute forecasted growth of a jurisdiction. Metro
would coordinate with local jurisdictions to develop new corridor-wide governance strategies and
implement plans, policies, and economic development strategies to transform station areas into
equitable, sustainable, and safe areas for development in the Project corridor. Such future planned
densification of land uses is also incorporated into the forecasted SCAG growth data and is not
considered unplanned growth. TOD planning would not generate new unplanned growth, but instead
would redistribute forecasted growth of a jurisdiction. This would also support Metro’s Equity
Platform by enhancing areas surrounding the proposed stations to accommodate all levels of access
and income.

Reference

Section 3.17.6.1, Impact GRW-1: Growth Inducement, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.17-14
through 3.17-17; Section 2.4.17.1 and Section 3.2.18 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

These impacts would be less than significant and do not require mitigation measures.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that these impacts related to fostering economic or
population growth or the construction of additional housing either directly or indirectly; encouraging

and facilitating other activities that could significantly affect the environment, either individually or
cumulatively, during project construction or operation, would be less than significant.
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2.4  Environmental Resources Found Not to
be Impacted

2.4.1  Aesthetics

2.4.1.1  Scenic Highways

The Project would have no impacts related to aesthetics with respect to the following significance
threshold:

Impact AES-2: Would the Project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

Impact
The Project is not within the viewshed of State Route 2 (SR-2), the closest state designated scenic
highway, and would largely operate underground with a short at-grade segment aerial segment.

Therefore, operation and construction of the Project would not damage any scenic resources (e.g.,
trees, rock outcroppings, or historic buildings) within the viewshed of a state scenic highway.

Reference

Section 3.3.6.3, Impact AES-2: Scenic Highways, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, page 3.1-32; Section 3.2
and 3.3 of the Final EIR; Section 2.4.1.2 and Section 3.2.4 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

No impacts would occur and mitigation measures are not required.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that the Project would not result in impacts related to

substantially damaging scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state scenic highway.

2.4.2 Biological Resources

2.4.2.1  Movement of Fish and Wildlife Species

The Project would have no impacts related to biological resources with respect to the following
significance threshold:
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Impact BIO-3: Would the Project interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Impact
The Project does not cross the Rio Hondo, San Gabriel River, other aquatic corridors, or established
terrestrial wildlife corridors. Thus, there would be no impacts on the movement of fish and wildlife

species from operation or construction.

Reference

Section 3.3.6.3, Impact BIO-3: Movement of Fish and Wildlife Species, of the Recirculated Draft EIR,
pages 3.3-27 to 3.3-28; Section 2.4.3.3 and Section 3.2.5 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

No impacts would occur and mitigation measures are not required.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that the Project would not result in impacts related to the

movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors or nursery sites.

2.4.2.2 Wetlands

Impact

Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines includes a significance criterion for impacts on state or
federally protected wetlands. Based on the focused wetland investigation described in the Recirculated
Draft EA, no wetlands occur within the BRSA for the Project. Therefore, no impacts on wetlands would
occur from operation or construction of the Project and this criterion was not evaluated.

Reference

Section 3.3.4, Thresholds of Significance, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, page 3.3-7.

Mitigation Measures

No impacts would occur and mitigation measures are not required.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that the Project would not result in impacts related to state
or federally protected wetlands.
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2.4.2.3 Conflicts with Plans

Impact

Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines includes a significance criterion for impacts relating to the
potential for a project to conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan.
The Project is not located within an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan such as a
Significant Ecological Area; therefore, this criterion is not applicable and was not evaluated.
Reference

Section 3.3.4, Thresholds of Significance, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, page 3.3-8.

Mitigation Measures

No impacts would occur and mitigation measures are not required.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that the Project would not result in impacts related to

adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan.

2.4.3 Geology, Seismicity, and Soil Resources

2.4.3.1  Septic Tanks or Alternative Wastewater Disposal
Systems

Impact

Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines includes a significance criterion for impacts relating to the
use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater. The Project is in an urban area with an established sewer system. There are no
existing or proposed septic tanks or other alternative wastewater disposal system associated with the
Build Alternatives; therefore, this criterion is not applicable.

Reference

Section 3.6.4, Thresholds of Significance, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, page 3.6-5.

Mitigation Measures

No impacts would occur and mitigation measures are not required.
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Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that the Project would not result in impacts related to septic
tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems.

2.4.4 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

2.4.4.1  Airport Land Use Plans

The Project would have no impacts related to hazards and hazardous materials with respect to the
following significance threshold:

Impact HAZ-5: Would the Project create a safety hazard for people residing or working in the
Project Area for a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has

not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, or a private
airstrip?

Impact
The Project is not within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, or a private airstrip and

there are no applicable airport land use plans. The nearest public airport or airstrip is Whittier Air
Strip, which is over four miles to the north.

Reference

Section 3.8.6.5, Impact HAZ-s5: Airport Land Use Plans, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, page 3.8-58;
Section 2.4.8.5 and Section 3.2.9 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

No impacts would occur and mitigation measures are not required.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that the Project would not result in impacts related to
creating a safety hazard for people residing or working in the Project Area for a project located within

an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, or a private airstrip.

2.4.4.2 Wildland Hazards

The Project would have no impacts related to hazards and hazardous with respect to the following
significance threshold:

Impact HAZ-7: Would the Project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,

injury or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized
areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?
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Impact
The Project would be located in a highly developed urbanized area that is not susceptible to wildland

fires. Therefore, operation and construction of the Project would not expose people or structures to a
substantial risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires.

Reference

Section 3.8.6.7, Impact HAZ-7: Wildland Hazards, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, page 3.8-65; Section
2.4.8.7 and Section 3.2.9 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

No impacts would occur and mitigation measures are not required.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that the Project would not expose people or structures to a

significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent
to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands.

2.4.5 Hydrology and Water Quality

2.4.5.1 Drainage Patterns

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to hydrology and water quality with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact HWQ-3: Would the Project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the
addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:

i) Impede or redirect flood flows?
Impact

The Project alignment is entirely within an area of minimal flood risk (Federal Emergency Management
Agency [FEMA]-defined flood zone X). The MSF is located in a FEMA-defined 100-year flood zone. This
location was historically a rock quarry that collected stormwater and flooded. However, the area has
since been developed and no longer floods as stormwater is directed in the municipal stormwater
management system. Furthermore, the MSF does not contain any natural functions or values of a
floodplain. Thus, construction or operation of the Project and MSF would not impede or redirect flood
flows and no impacts would occur.

Reference

Section 3.9.6.3, Impact HWQ-3: Drainage Patterns, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.9-46 through
3.9-50; Section 2.4.9.3 and Section 3.2.10 of the Final EIR.
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Mitigation Measures

No impacts would occur and mitigation measures are not required.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that the Project would not result in impacts related to

substantially altering the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, in a manner which would impede
or redirect flood flows.

2.4.5.2 Inundation

The Project would have no impacts related to hydrology and water quality with respect to the following
significance threshold:

Impact HWQ-4: Would the Project in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of
pollutants due to project inundation?

Impact
The Project is not within the limits of flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones. Thus, there would be no
potential for the operation or construction of the Project to release pollutants during inundation and

no impacts would occur.

Reference

Section 3.9.6.4, Impact HWQ-4: Inundation, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, page 3.9-52 through 3.9-53;
Section 2.4.9.4 and Section 3.2.10 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures
No impacts would occur and mitigation measures are not required.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that the Project would not result in impacts related to the
release of pollutants from being located in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones.

2.4.6 Noise
2.4.6.1  Airports

Impact
Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines includes a significance criterion for impacts relating to a

project located within the vicinity of private airport airstrip or an airport land use plan, or that is
located within two miles of public airport that does not have an adopted airport land use plan. The
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nearest public airport or airstrip to the Project is Whittier Air Strip, which at the nearest point is over
four miles to the north; therefore, this criterion is not applicable and was not evaluated.

Reference

Section 3.11.4, Thresholds of Significance, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, page 3.11-13 through 3.11-14.

Mitigation Measures

No impacts would occur and mitigation measures are not required.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that the Project would not result in impacts from being

located within the vicinity of a private airport airstrip or an airport land use plan, or from being located
within two miles of public airport that does not have an adopted airport land use plan.

2.4.7 Population and Housing

2.4.7.1  Displacement

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to population and housing with respect to
the following significance threshold:

Impact PPH-2: Would the Project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Impact

Operation and construction of the Project would occur within the transportation ROW and at the new
stations. No acquisition of residential structures would occur, and no people or housing would be
displaced.

Reference

Section 3.12.6.2, Impact PPH-2: Displacement, of the Recirculated Draft EIR, pages 3.12-13; Section
2.4.12.2 and Section 3.2.13 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

No impacts would occur and mitigation measures are not required.

Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that the Project would not result in impacts related to

displacing substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere.
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2.4.8 Public Services and Recreation

2.4.8.1  New Recreation Facilities

The Project would have less than significant impacts related to public services and recreation with
respect to the following significance threshold:

Impact PSR-3: Would the Project include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

Impact

No new recreational facilities, or expansion of existing recreational facilities, would be included as part
of the operation and construction of the Project.

Reference

Section 3.13.6.3, Impact PSR-3: New Recreation Facilities, of the Recirculated Draft EIR; Section 2.4.13.3
and Section 3.2.14 of the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measures

No impacts would occur and mitigation measures are not required.
Finding

For the reasons stated above, Metro finds that the Project would not result in impacts related to
including recreational facilities or requiring the construction or expansion of recreational facilities
which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment.

2.5  Cumulative Impacts

As required by CEQA Guidelines Section 15130, the impact analysis in the EIR considers the individual
and cumulative environmental effects of the Project. This analysis is a two-step process. The first step
is to determine whether or not the combined effects from the Project and related projects would result
in a potentially significant cumulative impact. If the answer is no, then the EIR only briefly needs to
indicate why the cumulative impact is not significant and is not discussed in further detail in the EIR. If
the answer is yes, then the analysis proceeds to the second step, which is to determine whether the
Project’s incremental effects are cumulatively considerable, and therefore significant.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15065(a) (3) defines “cumulatively considerable” to mean that the
incremental effects of an individual project are significant when viewed in connection with the effects
of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects. The
cumulative analysis for the Project considers the 2020—2045 RTP/SCS, the Metro Vision 2028
Strategic Plan, Metro’s 2020 LRTP, Metro’s NextGen Bus Study, and the City’s Sidewalk and Transit
Amenity Program. Cumulative impacts are address in Section 3.18 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.
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Metro finds that cumulative impacts related to Aesthetics, Air Quality, Energy, Greenhouse Gas
Emissions, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water Quality, Mineral Resources,
Population and Housing, Public Services and Recreation, Utilities and Service Systems, would not be
significant. With implementation of mitigation measures, the Project’s contribution to cumulative
impacts related to Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Noise and Vibration, Transportation and
Traffic, and Tribal Cultural Resources would not be cumulatively considerable after mitigation. Thus,
these impacts would be less than significant and are not discussed further below.

As discussed above, even with implementation of MM GEO-1 through MM GEO-5, there would be a
significant cumulative impact related to paleontological resources. The incremental impact from the
Project would be cumulatively considerable and discussed further below.

2.5.1  Geology, Seismicity, Soils, and
Paleontological Resources

Impact

Due to the unique nature of sub-grade tunnel boring activity, there would be no feasible way to
monitor or mitigate paleontological impacts from boring and impacts with respect to paleontological
resources would be significant. Other construction activities, including cut-and-cover construction of
underground stations and the installation of support footings along the aerial guideway, would also
have the potential to result in significant impacts to paleontological resources, although mitigation
measures would be adopted to reduce the impact from cut-and-cover construction and aerial
guideway footing construction. The significant impact from tunnel boring activities could not be
reduced by mitigation measures and would remain significant and unavoidable. Several of the related
land development projects involve ground excavation and disturbance; however, none involve tunnel
boring or excavation at the same depth as the Project. Project-level mitigation measures would be
implemented to lessen the significant Project-level impact; however, the impact would remain
significant. Considered cumulatively with related transportation and land development plans and
projects, and even with implementation of MM GEO-1 through MM GEO-s5, there would be a
significant cumulative impact, which would be cumulatively considerable.

Finding

Significant impacts on paleontological resources in areas that can be monitored would be mitigated
through implementation of mitigation measures MM GEO-1 through MM GEO-4 requiring a qualified
paleontologist to monitor excavation in areas identified as likely to contain paleontological resources
and making certain that recovered specimens be prepared for permanent preservation and curated
into an appropriate repository in compliance with the PRMMP. However, for the reasons stated above
regarding use of a TBM, there is no known way to monitor tunnel boring impacts on paleontological
resources. For the reasons discussed above, Metro finds that these cumulative impacts related to
paleontological resources during tunnel boring would be significant and unavoidable. No feasible
mitigation measures exist to mitigate these impacts. Thus, for areas that can be monitored, as
identified in Section 1.2 above and in Section 15091(a) (1) of the CEQA Guidelines, Metro adopts CEQA
Finding 1 that changes or alterations that have been required in, or incorporated into, the project
which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect on paleontological resources in
areas that can be monitored, and for areas where the TBM would be used and monitoring is not
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feasible, Metro adopts CEQA Finding 3 that specific technological considerations make mitigating the
impacts on paleontological impacts from the TBM infeasible.

3. ALTERNATIVES, OPTIONS, AND
MITIGATION MEASURES

3.1 Alternatives

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(a), the EIR described and evaluated a range of
reasonable alternatives to the Project that would avoid or substantially reduce the significant impacts
of the Project. The Recirculated Draft EIR examined four alternatives in detail: the No Project
Alternative described in Section 5.5 of the Recirculated Draft EIR, and three Build Alternatives:
Alternative 1 Washington (Alternative 1), Alternative 2 Atlantic to Commerce/Citadel Initial Operating
Segment (10S) (Alternative 2), and Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood 10S (Alternative 3) analyzed in
Chapters 3, 4, and 5. The Final EIR provided further analysis of Alternative 1 and Alternative 3 with
design refinements in Chapter 2. Alternative 3 with the incorporation of design options is also referred
to herein as the Project or LPA.

Alternative 1 has the longest alignment at approximately 9.0 miles. Additionally, two 10S alternatives
were evaluated in the Recirculated Draft EIR (Alternative 2 and Alternative 3). An IOS is a segment of
the project alignment that can function as a stand-alone project, independent on other segments or
phases to be constructed. The purpose of developing and evaluating the 1OS alternatives is to identify
a segment of the Build Alternative that can provide a cost-effective solution due to timing of funding
availability with the greatest benefit of the Project. Alternative 2 and Alternative 3 are |OSs and would
run along the same alignment and have the same LRT design features and operating characteristics as
the full-length Alternative 1. Each of the 10S alternatives would therefore possess a smaller project
footprint than Alternative 1.

The EIR also considered design options for each Build Alternative: the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option and the Montebello At-Grade Option for Alternatives 1 and 3 and the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option for Alternative 2. The EIR also considered two MSF site options for Alternative 1 and
Alternative 3: the Montebello MSF in the city of Montebello or the Commerce MSF in the city of
Commerce. Alternative 2 would only use the Commerce MSF site option.

In December 2022, the Metro Board selected Alternative 3 as the LPA (Project) with the
Atlantic/Pomona Station Option, the Montebello At-Grade Option, and the Montebello MSF.

3.1.1  Prior Analysis of Alternatives

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(c), Section 5.3 of the Recirculated Draft EIR discussed
additional concepts and alternatives that were considered but withdrawn. The evaluation and
screening of concepts, engineering and environmental refinements, and decisions to withdraw
alternatives from consideration has had a long history in the development of the Project. This includes
alternative alignments that were considered but withdrawn for factors that include conflicts with
existing utilities, sensitive land uses, MSF size limitations, amount of property acquisitions needed,
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and engineering constraints. A detailed description of concepts and alternatives considered and
withdrawn is provided in Chapter 5 and Appendix T of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

3.1.2  No Project Alternative

The No Project Alternative would maintain existing transit service through the year 2042. The No
Project Alternative assumes that no new transportation infrastructure would be built within the GSA
aside from projects currently under construction or funded for construction and operation by 2042 via
the 2008 Measure R or 2016 Measure M sales taxes. The No Project Alternative would include highway
and transit projects identified for funding in Metro’s 2020 LRTP and the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS.
The No Project Alternative includes existing projects from the regional base year (2017) and planned
regional projects in operation in the horizon year (2042). As such, the planned regional transit projects
assumed in operation by 2042 include:

Metro L (Gold) Line Foothill Extension to Claremont

West Santa Ana Transit Corridor LRT from Artesia to Downtown LA

Airport Metro Connect 96th Street Station/Metro C Line Extension LAX

Metro C (Green) Line Extension to Crenshaw Blvd in Torrance — Redondo Beach to Torrance
Transit Center

Metro K (Crenshaw/LAX) Line
Vermont Transit Corridor BRT — Hollywood Blvd to 120t Street
Metro D (Purple) Line Extension

East San Fernando Valley (SFV) Transit Corridor Project connecting Metro G (Orange) Line
Van Nuys Station to the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station

Metro G Line BRT Improvements
North Hollywood to Pasadena BRT

Sepulveda Pass Transit Corridor from Metro E (Expo) Line to East San Fernando Valley Line
(Phase 1 and 2)

Metro Regional Connector Transit Project

3.1.2.1  Reference

Section 5.5 of the Recirculated Draft EIR, Section 9 of Appendices B through R of the Recirculated Draft
EIR.
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3.1.2.2  Findings for the No Project Alternative

The Metro Board finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations
make infeasible the No Project Alternative. The No Project Alternative would not result in the same
significant environmental impacts of the Project; however, the No Project Alternative would resultin a
greater number of different significant and unavoidable impacts to environmental resources than the
Project. This is because the No Project Alternative would be inconsistent and conflict with regional
and local programs, plans, ordinances, and policies related to air quality, GHG, Land Use, and
transportation. The No Project Alternative would also not achieve or address any of the Project
objectives or benefits since it would not include a new rail service in East Los Angeles County. The No
Project Alternative would not help to address the region’s mobility challenges by providing improved
transit access and enhanced regional connectivity that would occur with the Build Alternatives.
Additionally, the No Project Alternative would not achieve the reduced VMT and associated air quality
and reduction in GHG emissions, or enable local jurisdictions to address their transit-oriented
community goals and provide equitable development opportunities. Under the No Project Alternative,
transit travel times will increase due to the expected growth in traffic volumes, which will contribute to
slower bus and vehicle operating speeds and result in increased travel times. Therefore, the No Project
Alternative would not be consistent with the goals and objectives for the Project.

3.1.3  Alternative 1

Alternative 1 has the longest alignment at approximately 9.0 miles with seven stations and two MSF
site options, terminating at an at-grade Lambert station in the city of Whittier. The base Alternative 1
includes the relocation and reconfiguration of the existing Atlantic Station to an underground center
platform station located beneath Atlantic Boulevard south of Beverly Boulevard in East Los Angeles
and six new stations (two underground: Atlantic/Whittier, Commerce/Citadel; one aerial: Greenwood;
and three at-grade: Rosemead, Norwalk, and Lambert). The base Alternative 1 consists of 3.0 miles of
tunnel, 1.5 mile of aerial, and 4.5 miles of at-grade alignment. The base Alternative 1 also includes MSF
site options in the city of Commerce or the city of Montebello which both have aerial lead tracks to the
MSF. Alternative 1 has two design options with station and alignment variations: the Atlantic/Pomona
Station Option and the Montebello At-Grade Option. The Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would
relocate the existing Atlantic Station to an underground station between Atlantic Boulevard, Pomona
Boulevard and Beverly Boulevard. The Montebello At-Grade Option is an at-grade guideway design
option along Washington Boulevard between Yates Avenue and Carob Way in the city of Montebello.
This design option would include an at-grade Greenwood station and the Montebello MSF At-Grade
Option, which consists of at-grade lead tracks to the Montebello MSF site option if the Montebello
MSF site option is selected.

3.1.3.1  Reference

Sections 3.1 through Section 3.18, Chapter 4, and Chapter 5 of the Recirculated Draft EIR, Chapter 2 of
the Final EIR.

3.1.3.2  Findings for Alternative 1

The Metro Board finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations
make infeasible Alternative 1. Alternative 1 would result in the greatest amount of project benefits by
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having the longest alignment and thereby providing a transit linkage to the greatest number of
communities and having the largest ridership. Therefore, Alternative 1 most fully meets Project
objectives of all the Build Alternatives, including enhancing regional connectivity and air quality goals,
providing improved mobility options, improving transit access to activity centers and employment,
enabling the greatest number of jurisdictions to address TOD and equity goals, and improving
accessibility and connectivity to TOD communities. Additionally, operation of the base Alternative 1
would result in the greatest reduction of VMT (approximately 10,000 daily trips) compared to the No
Project Alternative. Alternative 1 is also compatible with the Montebello MSF, so with implementation
of that MSF site option, a significant unavoidable impact on Cultural Resources would be avoided (see
Section 3.2.3.1). Alternative 1, as with Alternatives 2 and 3, would include the underground
construction and use of the TBM, which would result in a significant and unavoidable impact on
paleontological resources.

Although, Alternative 1 has the greatest benefits associated with VMT and transit connectivity, it would
require the largest challenge for securing sufficient funding to construct the full alignment in one
phase, and it would also result in the largest need for coordination and permitting with multiple
federal, state, and local agencies. Alternative 1 crosses the Rio Hondo and its spreading grounds and
the San Gabriel River which would require the replacement of two existing bridges on Washington
Boulevard. The bridge reconstruction would involve the need for a shared funding agreement and
coordination with the city of Pico Rivera, where the bridges are located. Further, the bridge removal
and reconstruction would involve work within the river channels and spreading grounds that would
require regulatory agency coordination with and permitting from the United States Army Corps of
Engineers, CDFW, Los Angeles County Flood Control District, and DPR. Alternative 1 would also cross
underneath Interstate (1)-605 and involve construction work within the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) ROW, which would also require coordination with and issuance of permits
from Caltrans. The additional need for coordination and permitting required for construction of
Alternative 1 is likely to involve longer lead times for review and agency agreements that would extend
the overall project design time and costs, which could ultimately delay the schedule and extend the
future date of operation.

Further, compared to Alternative 2 and 3, Alternative 1 would require mitigation to address significant
impacts in the areas of biological resources and hydrology and water quality as it would cross the San
Gabriel River and the Rio Hondo river channel and spreading grounds. Alternative 1 would also require
additional mitigation related to cultural resources to address significant impacts associated with a
sliver take at the Dal Rae Restaurant. Additionally, because Alternative 1 includes a longer alignment
than Alternative 2 and Alternative 3, the impacts associated with its construction would be greater as it
would affect a larger area. Because Alternative 1 is a longer alignment, while many of the same
mitigation measures apply to all of the Build Alternatives that reduce impacts to less than significant,
there is a greater number of properties and public rights-of-way with impacts that must be mitigated
under Alternative 1. For example, mitigation measures to address noise and vibration impacts apply to
70 sensitive receivers compared to 29 sensitive receivers under Alternative 3; construction impacts
associated with rerouting transit, traffic, bicycle and pedestrian facilities apply to a greater number of
routes and facilities under Alternative 1; and mitigation measures to address impacts to
paleontological resources, tribal cultural resources, hazardous materials, migratory birds and spread
of invasive plants apply to a greater area under Alternative 1.

Therefore, while overall objectives would be fully met once Alternative 1 is constructed, the timeframe
for completing the Alternative 1 would be greater due to funding and coordination requirements. This
would delay the benefits and the meeting of objectives beyond the timeframe for completing
Alternative 2 and Alternative 3. Further, Alternative 1 would result in a greater number of significant but
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mitigable impacts than Alternative 2 and Alternative 3. With implementation of the Montebello MSF,
Alternative 1, as with Alternative 3, would avoid a significant unavoidable impact.

3.1.4 Alternative 2

Alternative 2 is primarily underground and has the shortest alignment at approximately 3.2 miles in
length with three stations and one MSF site option (the Commerce MSF site option). It would
terminate at the underground Commerce/Citadel station with non-revenue aerial lead tracks extending
to the Commerce MSF site option. Alternative 2 has one design option with station and alignment
variations: the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option. The Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would relocate
the existing Atlantic Station to an underground station between Atlantic Boulevard, Pomona Boulevard
and Beverly Boulevard.

3.1.4.1  Reference

Sections 3.1 through Section 3.18, Chapter 4, and Chapter 5 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

3.1.4.2  Findings for Alternative 2

The Metro Board finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations
make infeasible Alternative 2. Alternative 2 has the shortest alignment and would provide the fewest
benefits of the Build Alternatives because it would connect fewer communities to transit and also have
the lowest ridership. The shorter alignment would also have an additional significant unavoidable
impact and lesser environmental benefits, including a smaller reduction of VMT and associated
reduction of operational air quality emissions, GHG emissions, fuel consumption, and traffic
congestion. The Base Alternative 2 would result in reduced VMT (approximately 5,000 daily)
compared to the No Project Alternative. For comparison, the Alternative 1 would result in VMT
reduction or 10,000 daily trips and the Alternative 3 would result in VMT reduction of 8,000 daily trips.

Alternative 2 would have reduced construction impacts due to having a smaller footprint as compared
to Alternative 1 and Alternative 3 and because much of the construction would occur underground and
not within ROWSs. Furthermore, it would not affect rivers or bridges, which would reduce impacts and
required coordination as compared to Alternative 1. However, Alternative 2 would still include the
underground construction and use of the TBM, which would result in significant and unavoidable
impacts on paleontological resources. It would also not substantially reduce the construction time as
compared to the Alternative 1 and Alternative 3 as the underground portion is the schedule’s critical
path for all Build Alternatives.

Due to the Alternative’s termination in the city of Commerce, the Commerce MSF site option is the
only MSF site available under Alternative 2. Construction of the Commerce MSF site option would
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to cultural resources due to the removal of properties
within the potential Vail Field Industrial Addition historic district. Therefore, Alternative 2 with the
Commerce MSF site option would result in an additional significant unavoidable impact to cultural
resources.

While Alternative 2 would meet most of the objectives of the Project, the objectives would be better
met by Alternatives 1 and 3 which would provide greater mobility benefits and VMT reductions while

April 2024 86



@ Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Consideration

also avoiding a significant and unavoidable impact to cultural resources if the Montebello MSF site
option is implemented.

3.1.5  Alternative 3

Alternative 3, which with the incorporation of design options is also referred to herein as the Project or
LPA, is a 4.6 mile alignment with three new stations: Atlantic/Whittier (underground),
Commerce/Citadel (underground), and Greenwood (aerial or at-grade). The base Alternative 3
alignment includes approximately 3.0 miles of underground, 1.5 miles of aerial, and 0.1 miles of at-
grade alignment. It would terminate at Greenwood station. The base Alternative 3 also includes MSF
site options in the city of Commerce or the city of Montebello which both have aerial lead tracks to the
MSF. Alternative 3 has two design options with station and alignment variations: the Atlantic/Pomona
Station Option and the Montebello At-Grade Option. The Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would
relocate the existing Atlantic Station to an underground station between Atlantic Boulevard, Pomona
Boulevard and Beverly Boulevard. The Montebello At-Grade Option is an at-grade guideway design
option along Washington Boulevard between Yates Avenue and Carob Way in the city of Montebello.
This design option would include an at-grade Greenwood station and the Montebello MSF At-Grade
Option, which consists of at-grade lead tracks to the Montebello MSF site option if the Montebello
MSF site option is selected.

3.1.5.1  Reference

Sections 3.1 through Section 3.18, Chapter 4, and Chapter 5 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

3.1.5.2  Findings for Alternative 3

Alternative 3 has a longer alignment than Alternative 2 and shorter alignment than Alternative 1.
Therefore, Alternative 3 meets Project objectives of the Build Alternatives, including enhancing
regional connectivity and air quality goals, providing mobility options, improving transit access to
activity centers and employment, enabling the greatest number of jurisdictions to address TOD and
equity goals, and improving accessibility and connectivity to TOD communities better than Alternative
2, but not as well as Alternative 1. Operation of the base Alternative 3 would result in reduced VMT
(approximately 8,000 daily trips) compared to the No Project Alternative. For comparison, the Base
Alternative 1 would result in VMT reduction or 10,000 daily trips and the base Alternative 2 would
result in VMT reduction of 5,000 daily trips. Alternative 3 is also compatible with the Montebello MSF,
so with implementation of that MSF site option, a significant unavoidable impact on Cultural
Resources would be avoided. Alternative 3, as with Alternatives 1 and 2, would include the
underground construction and use of the TBM, which would result in a significant and unavoidable
impact on paleontological resources.

Although the base Alternative 3 would not meet Project objectives as fully as the Alternative 1, it would
result in fewer significant but mitigatable construction impacts as compared to Alternative 1 because
Alternative 3 construction occurs within a smaller area. Furthermore, Alternative 3 would not cross any
waterways or require the reconstruction of bridges, which would avoid significant but mitigable
impacts on biological resources and hydrology and water quality. Also, Alternative 3 would not involve
crossing below the I-605 overpass and construction within Caltrans ROW. This avoidance of
waterways, bridges, and I-605 would reduce the need for coordinating and permitting with federal
agencies, resulting in time savings, and it would also reduce funding needs. The lower costs and lower

April 2024 87



@ Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Consideration

coordination and permitting requirements would enable construction and operation of the LRT
extension to occur on a shorter timeframe, thereby allowing the Project objectives to be achieved
sooner than would occur under Alternative 1. Further, construction of Alternative 3 would not preclude
the future build-out of the full Alternative 1 alignment when future funding sources are identified and
secured.

Thus, Alternative 3 would meet Project objectives less fully than Alternative 1, but would meet them
with fewer construction impacts and a faster timeline. It would also better the Project objectives better
than Alternative 2, and, with implementation of the Montebello MSF, would avoid a significant
unavoidable impact on cultural resources.

3.2  Design Options and MSF Options

In addition to the three Build Alternatives, the Recirculated Draft EIR considered several design
options and two MSF site options.

3.2.1  Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

The Atlantic/Pomona Station Option would relocate the existing Atlantic Station to a shallow open air
underground station with two side platforms and a canopy as opposed to a relocated fully
underground station. The open air station design option would be located beneath the existing
triangular parcel bounded by Atlantic Boulevard, Pomona Boulevard, and Beverly Boulevard. The
excavation depth of the station invert would be approximately 20 to 25 feet from the existing ground
elevation. This option would also impact the guideway alignment and location of the TBM extraction
pit. The underground guideway would be located east of Atlantic Boulevard and require full property
acquisitions at its footprint between Beverly Boulevard and 4t Street. The TBM extraction pit would be
east of Atlantic Boulevard between Repetto Street and 4t Street.

3.2.1.1  Reference

Sections 3.1 through Section 3.18, Chapter 4, and Chapter 5 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

3.2.1.2  Findings for the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option

While this configuration would necessitate cut-and-cover construction on Pomona Boulevard, it would
require less excavation on Pomona Boulevard than the fully underground station as the alignment
would turn at a shallower angle through the Pomona/Beverly Boulevard intersection. Similarly, there
would be less decking activities in the active roadway on Atlantic Boulevard as the underground track
work would be located under parcels east of Atlantic Boulevard instead of under the public right-of-
way. As such, this design option would have less direct disruption to Atlantic Boulevard during
construction. However, this design option would have a larger footprint of impacts because the
guideway alignment and location of the TBM extraction pit would require full property acquisition
along the east side of Atlantic Boulevard between Beverly Boulevard and 4th Street. Additionally, full
property acquisitions would be required to accommodate the station.

While different properties would be impacted relative to noise and vibration, the number of impacted
sensitive receptors would be the same as for the fully underground station and impacts would be
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mitigated to less than significant. While visual impacts associated with the open air station and the
fully underground station would be less than significant, the open air station would be more visibly
prominent. The open air station would provide more convenient access because it would have two
entrances and it would be located closer to the existing parking structure that would serve the station.
Additionally, the lower depth of the station would provide easier and quicker access to transit users.

Overall, impacts would be similar for the Atlantic/Pomona Station Option as the base Alternatives but
there would be less excavation and decking on active roadways (e.g., Pomona Boulevard and Atlantic
Boulevard) and therefore less disruption of the circulation system during construction from temporary
roadway closures, lane closures, and sidewalk closures. While more property acquisitions would be
required, access to the station would be improved.

3.2.2 Montebello At-Grade Option

Under the Montebello At-Grade Option, the guideway would have an aerial configuration for
approximately o.5 miles of aerial guideway after crossing Saybrook Avenue to Yates Avenue the city of
Montebello. In this design option, after crossing Saybrook Avenue, the LRT guideway would daylight
from underground to an aerial configuration to avoid disrupting existing Burlington Northern Santa Fe
(BNSF) Railway tracks. The aerial guideway would continue parallel to Washington Boulevard, then
merge into the center median east of Garfield Avenue. At Yates Avenue, the guideway would transition
from aerial to an at-grade configuration and remain at-grade until the Project terminus. This design
option also includes an at-grade Greenwood station located west of Greenwood Avenue, as well as
roadway reconfigurations to accommodate the at-grade segment of the alignment. The lead tracks to
the Montebello MSF site option would also be at-grade.

3.2.2.1 Reference

Sections 3.1 through Section 3.18, Chapter 4, and Chapter 5 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

3.2.2.2 Findings for the Montebello At-Grade Option

The Montebello At-Grade option would involve less aerial construction and more at-grade
construction. This would result in lower construction costs. Construction of the at-grade guideway
would result in slightly increased peak day air quality emissions and localized criteria pollutant
emissions that would be greater than those of the base Alternatives due to a larger count of heavy-duty
equipment needed. Also, GHG emissions and energy demand would be slightly greater during
construction. However, impacts would be less than significant.

Compared to the aerial guideway under the base alternatives, the construction work for the at-grade
portions of the alignment would have lower potential to encounter deeply buried intact archaeological,
tribal, or paleontological resources because excavation would be shallower than would be required for
installation of supports for the aerial structure and Greenwood station; however, excavation would still
be required under the design option, and the potential to encounter intact resources would remain.

Compared to the base alternatives, the Montebello At-Grade Option would introduce new visual
features at ground level instead of as an aerial structure. The at-grade configuration would be less
visually prominent than the aerial structure and the at-grade segment would be less visually obtrusive
relative to scenic resources, visual character, and indirect visual impacts on adjacent historic
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resources. Noise levels during operations would be slightly greater near the at-grade alignment;
however, there are no sensitive receptors in the vicinity of this segment and there would be no
significant impacts.

Temporary lane and sidewalk closures would be needed to construct the aerial and at-grade guideway
configurations. These impacts to transit, traffic, bicycle, and pedestrian circulation would be mitigated
to less than significant levels with application of construction mitigation measures. Further, while
operational impacts related to traffic circulation and emergency access would be less than significant,
the longer at-grade alignment would result in somewhat greater impacts associated with traffic
circulation due a greater number of at-grade intersection crossings. However, the need for grade
separations was evaluated based on Metro’s Grade Crossing Safety Policy and the proposed grade
crossings that would occur under the Montebello At-Grade Option fall under the least restrictive
category “At Grade Operation Should Be Feasible.” Furthermore, the city of Montebello supports an
at-grade configuration and at-grade Greenwood station within the city’s boundaries.

While the Montebello At-Grade Option would have some greater impacts, primarily associated with
traffic circulation and noise and vibration, the at-grade configuration is consistent with Metro’s Grade
Crossing Safety Policy, would have a lower cost, and is supported by the local jurisdiction.

3.2.3 Maintenance Storage Facility

An MSEF is needed as part of the Project to provide equipment and facilities to clean, maintain and
repair rail cars, vehicles, tracks, and other components of the system. The MSF would enable storage
of light rail vehicles (LRVs) that are not in service. Two MSF locations were evaluated for the Project,
one in the city of Commerce and one in the city of Montebello. Both locations would serve Alternative
1and 3, but only the Commerce site would serve Alternative 2.

3.2.3.1 Commerce MSF

The Commerce MSF site option is located in the city of Commerce, west of Washington Boulevard and
north of Gayhart Street. The site is approximately 24 acres and bounded by Davie Avenue to the east,
Fleet Street to the north, Saybrook Avenue to the west, and an unnamed street to the south. The lead
tracks to the Commerce MSF site option would be located northeast of the intersection of Gayhart
Street and Washington Boulevard and would extend in an aerial configuration and then transition to
at-grade within the MSF site option after crossing Davie Avenue. To construct and operate the
Commerce MSF site option, Corvette Street, an undivided two-lane road, would be permanently closed
between Saybrook Avenue and Davie Avenue. The Commerce MSF site option, lead tracks, and
construction staging would require acquisition of properties with low-rise commercial and industrial
buildings serving light industrial, wholesale, warehousing, distribution, and commercial supply
businesses. The facility would accommodate storage for approximately 100 LRVs.

3.2.3.2 Reference

Sections 3.1 through Section 3.18, Chapter 4, and Chapter 5 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

April 2024 90



@ Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Metro

Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Consideration

3.2.3.2.1 Findings for the Commerce MSF

The Metro Board finds that specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations
make infeasible the Commerce MSF. The Commerce MSF was one of two options for the MSF site,
with the other being the Montebello MSF site. Construction of the Commerce MSF site option would
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to cultural resources related to the removal of properties
within the potential Vail Field Industrial Addition historic district. The Alignment for Alternative 1 and
Alternative 3 with the Commerce MSF would also result in the acquisition and demolition of the Pacific
Metals Building, which is a historical resource. Therefore, the Commerce MSF site option would result
significant unavoidable impacts to cultural resources.

3.2.3.3 Montebello MSF

The Montebello MSF site option is located in the city of Montebello, north of Washington Boulevard
and south of Flotilla Street between Yates Avenue and S. Vail Avenue. The site is approximately 30
acres and is bounded by S. Vail Avenue to the east, a warehouse structure along the south side of
Flotilla Street to the north, Yates Avenue to the west, and a warehouse rail line to the south. The lead
tracks to the MSF would be aerial under the base Build Alternatives and transition to at-grade as the
track approaches the MSF site option; the lead tracks would be at-grade under the Montebello At-
Grade Option and would result in the elimination of through access on Acco Street to Vail Avenue with
cul-de-sacs provided on each side of the lead tracks to ensure that access to businesses in this area is
maintained. The Montebello MSF site option and lead tracks would require acquisition of several
properties with commercial and industrial uses. The facility would accommodate storage for
approximately 120 LRVs. The guideway alignment for the MSF would be located further east than the
alignment with the Commerce MSF site option and transition to the median of Washington Boulevard
at Gayhart Street.

3.2.3.4 Reference

Sections 3.1 through Section 3.18, Chapter 4, and Chapter 5 of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

3.2.3.4.1 Findings for the Montebello MSF

The Montebello MSF would meet the purpose and need goals of the Project. As with Commerce, the
Montebello MSF would involve acquisition of existing industrial properties. However, these properties
are not historic and would not result in a significant unavoidable impact. Additionally, with the
Montebello MSF, the guideway alignment would be adjusted to avoid acquisition of the Pacific Metals
Building, which is a historical resource. The Montebello site would result in the closure of through
access on Acco Street to Vail Avenue, however, with mitigation, access would be maintained to
properties to the west of the vacated portion of Acco Street via Yates Avenue as specified by required
project measures. The Montebello MSF site is also approximately six acres larger than the Commerce
MSF site, which would require a larger area of demolition and construction resulting in slightly higher
GHG emissions during construction, however, the larger site can store approximately 20 more
vehicles than the Commerce site. Additionally, the city of Montebello has expressed support for
selecting the Montebello site for the MSF.
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3.3 Findings for the Environmentally
Superior Alternative

Section 15126.6(e) (2) of the CEQA Guidelines requires that an environmentally superior alternative be
identified among the selected alternatives. Three Build Alternatives and the No Project Alternative
were evaluated in the Recirculated Draft EIR.

The No Project Alternative would have the greatest number of significant and unavoidable impacts to
environmental resources as this alternative would be inconsistent and conflict with regional and local
programs, plans, ordinances, and policies related to air quality, GHG, Land Use, and transportation.
The No Project Alternative would also not achieve or address any of the Project objectives since it
would not include a new rail service in the GSA.

All Build Alternatives, design options, and MSF site options would have significant and unavoidable
impacts during construction relative to geology, seismicity, soils, and paleontological resources. While
this impact would be similar for all Build Alternatives and options, the severity of impacts and
applicability of mitigation measures relative to other resources areas help distinguish environmental
superiority among alternatives.

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 with the Commerce MSF site option, with or without the design option(s),
would result in significant and unavoidable impacts to cultural resources related to demolition of the
historic Pacific Metals Company Building and removal of properties within the potential Vail Field
Industrial Addition historic district at the Commerce MSF site.

Alternatives 1 and 3 with the Montebello MSF site option, with or without the design options, would
have similar findings of environmental impacts and mitigation measures. However, compared to the
Alternative 3 with Montebello MSF site option, Alternative 1 with the Montebello MSF site option
would require additional mitigation and would have a greater number of properties and public rights-
of-way with impacts that must be mitigated due to the larger footprint of Alternative 1.

Therefore, Alternative 3 with the Montebello MSF site option, with or without the design alternatives,
would be the environmentally superior alternative.

3.3.1 Reference

Section 5.7 of the Recirculated Draft EIR, Table ES-3 and Table ES-5, Executive Summary of the
Recirculated Draft EIR.

3.4  Findings for Mitigations Measures

The Metro Board has considered every mitigation measure recommended in the Recirculated Draft
EIR and included in the MMRP. Metro hereby binds itself to implement or, as appropriate, require
implementation of these measures. The MMRP will be adopted concurrently with these Findings and
will be effectuated through the process of constructing and implementing the Project.
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Some comments on the Recirculated Draft EIR suggested additional mitigation measures and/or
modifications to the measures recommended in the Recirculated Draft EIR. As shown in the Final EIR,
Metro incorporated suggestions where appropriate or Metro explained why the suggested mitigation
measures were not feasible and/or not superior to the mitigation measures identified in the
Recirculated Draft EIR. The Metro Board acknowledges staff for its careful consideration of these
comments and agrees with the Final EIR in those instances when staff did not accept proposed
language, and hereby ratifies, adopts, and incorporates the Final EIR’s reasoning on these issues. The
mitigation measures are referenced in the MMRP adopted concurrently with these Findings of Fact
and will be effectuated through the process of constructing and implementing the Project.

4. FINDINGS ON CHANGES TO THE
RECIRULATED DRAFT EIR

4.1  Changes to the Recirculated Draft EIR

4.1.1  Design Refinements

The following describes the refinements to the overall project design and performance that have
occurred subsequent to publication of the Recirculated Draft EIR described in detail in Section 1.6.3.6.
The Design Refinements which are fully evaluated in Chapter 2 of the Final EIR are not considerably
different from Build Alternatives and design options analyzed in the Recirculated Draft EIR.

Guideway Refinement — an optional refinement of the aerial and at-grade guideway
configurations where the aerial tracks would transition from an aerial to an at-grade
configuration further east of the location evaluated under the base Alternative 1 and 3 in
Recirculated Draft EIR and further west of the location evaluated under the Montebello At-
Grade Option evaluated for Alternative 1 and 3 in the Recirculated Draft EIR. The lead tracks
to the MSF would be aerial as evaluated for the base Alternative 1 and 3 in the Recirculated
Draft EIR.

Crossover Refinements — four new or revised crossover locations from those evaluated in the
Recirculated Draft EIR (four locations are applicable to Alternative 1 and three locations are
applicable to Alternative 3).

Maravilla crossover (Optional for Alternative 1 and Alternative 3) — a new at-grade
crossover in the existing Line E tracks on 34 Street between Arizona Avenue and Kern
Avenue, west of East L.A. Civic Center Station, located outside of the alignment but within
the DSA studied in the Recirculated Draft EIR.

Atlantic/Whittier Station crossover (Alternative 1 and Alternative 3 component) — a new
underground crossover just north of the proposed Atlantic/Whittier station that increases
the size of the underground station footprint that was analyzed in the Recirculated Draft
EIR.
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Greenwood crossovers (Alternative 1 and Alternative 3 component with the Montebello At-
Grade Option or Guideway Refinement) — at-grade crossover west of Greenwood station
and crossover east of Greenwood station that is west of the crossover location analyzed in
the Recirculated Draft EIR.

Lambert crossover (Alternative 1 component) — a new at-grade crossover and tail tracks

south of the Alternative 1 terminus at Lambert station. This crossover is applicable to
Alternative 1 but not applicable to the Project.

Corrections and Additions

In response to comments from the public and other public agencies, the Project has incorporated
changes subsequent to publication of the Recirculated Draft EIR. Additional changes include updates
to the regulatory setting that have occurred subsequent to the Recirculated Draft EIR. Actual changes
to the text can be found in Chapter 3, Corrections and Additions, of the Final EIR. Changes in Chapter
3 are identified by text strikeout and underline. Changes to the Draft Recirculated EIR include:

Document-wide

All references to the Metro L (Gold) Line are updated to Metro E Line to be consistent with
a system-wide name change implemented by Metro

Executive Summary

Correction to Table ES-2, Summary of Impacts by Environmental Resource, to fix a typo

Revisions to Table ES-3, Summary of Impact Evaluation of the Recirculated Draft EIR, to be
consistent with modifications to mitigation measure titles for Biological Resources,
Hazards and Hazardous Materials, and Noise and to be consistent with a modification to
the Impact BIO-2 impact determination for Alternative 3 as identified in the bullets below

Chapter 2 Project Description

Addition of clarifying statement regarding relocation of artwork at the existing Atlantic
Station

Addition of a brief summary of the Design Refinements

Addition of a required permit to Table 2-5, Required Agency Permits

Section 3.1 Aesthetics

Clarification of several existing setting descriptions

Replacement of the existing photograph and conceptual visual simulation of the at-grade
Greenwood station consistent with current Metro design standards

Section 3.3 Biological Resources
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Identification of the LA Metro Tree Policy to which the Project would adhere; the policy was
adopted subsequent to the publication of the Recirculated Draft EIR

Modification of several mitigation measures in response to comments by the CDFW to
improve clarity and add additional specifications to protect bats, migratory birds, and
nesting swallows, and to minimize introduction or migration of tree pathogens in areas
with vegetation communities

Modification of mitigation measure MM BIO-4, and associated discussion under Impact
BIO-1, to clarify that the mitigation applies to tree trimming during the tree establishment
maintenance period to be consistent with Metro standard procedures and to clarify that
tree trimming would be required to comply with federal and state regulations protecting
nesting birds

Modification of the impact determination for Alternative 3 under Impact BIO-2 from less
than significant with mitigation to less than significant based on further analysis due to the
urbanized setting of Alternative 3 and the distance from rivers and spreading grounds. The
modification better explains that Project and surrounding areas are built-out and that
construction would occur in developed or paved areas and would not affect vegetation
communities; hence, it is unlikely that construction of the Project would introduce or
spread invasive plants or tree disease pathogens and the impacts would be less than
significant and no mitigation would be required

Modification of mitigation measures MM BIO-5 and MM BIO-6 to clarify that they only
apply to construction where it crosses the rivers and spreading grounds where invasive
species and vegetation communities occur. The possible introduction or spread of
invasive plants or tree pathogens during construction from use of equipment would only
be likely within these areas

Section 3.4 Cultural Resources

April 2024

Correction to the title of a mis-identified figure

Correcting an omission under Impact CUL-1 to identify that two historical resources (the
South Montebello Irrigation District Building and the William and Florence Kelly House)
that would have less than significant impacts under Alternative 1 would also be less than
significantly impacted under Alternative 3

Modification of mitigation measure MM CUL-1 to clarify that the contractor is responsible
for preparing a pre-construction baseline survey and building protection report,
implementing building protection measures as specified in the building protection report,
and conducting a post-construction survey of the Golden Gate Theater in relation to
Guideway Alignment construction adjacent to the historical resource and to clarify that the
Colden Gate Theater is currently a CVS store.

Modification of mitigation measure MM CUL-4 to clarify that the contractor is responsible
for implementing protection measures for avoiding the Dal Rae Restaurant Sign
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Modification of mitigation measure MM CUL-7 to improve clarity on requirements if
archaeological artifacts are discovered

Modification of mitigation measure MM CUL-8 to improve clarity on preparing a Cultural
Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Plan (CRMMP) and requirements if unknown
archaeological resources are encountered

Modification of mitigation measure MM CUL-9 to clarify that work halted if human
remains are discovered may be resumed at the discretion of Metro

Section 3.5 Energy

Correction to statement about existing LRT service in the GSA

Section 3.6 Geology, Soils and Paleontological Resources

Modification of project measure PM GEO-1 to remove the year of the Metro Rail Design
Criteria (MRDC) referenced in the measure.

Modification of mitigation measure MM GEO-1 to clarify that the contractor shall retain a
qualified paleontologist to develop a Paleontological Resource Mitigation and Monitoring
Plan (PRMMP) and that paleontological monitoring would not be required during TBM
excavation because it is infeasible

Modification of mitigation measure MM GEO-2 to clarify that monitoring for
paleontological resources and salvage of fossils shall occur in compliance with the
PRMMP required by mitigation measure MM GEO-1

Modification of mitigation measure MM GEO-3 to clarify that the PRMMP required under
mitigation measure MM GEO-1 shall specify procedures for the discovery, recovery,
preparation, and analysis of significant paleontological resources encountered during
construction

Modification of mitigation measure MM GEO-4 to clarify that curation of specimens shall
occur in compliance with the PRMMP required by mitigation measure MM GEO-1

Section 3.8 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

April 2024

Correction of typo

Correction to include identification and evaluation of two additional schools located within
proximity to the Project based on public comments received from LAUSD and a school
opening subsequent to publication of the Recirculated Draft EIR

Minor revisions to project measures PM HAZ-1, PM HAZ-2, PM HAZ-3, and PM HAZ-4 for
clarification and consistency with Metro standard procedures
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Modification of mitigation measure MM HAZ-1 based on public comments received from
Caltrans to improve clarity and specificity regarding investigation for the presence of
petroleum hydrocarbons, metals, or volatile organic compounds in soil or groundwater

Minor clarifications and corrections to mitigation measures MM HAZ-1, MM HAZ-2, MM
HAZ-3, and MM HAZ-4 to be consistent with Metro terminology and standard procedures

Revision of mitigation measure discussion in the impacts analysis for consistency with the
revisions identified above

Section 3.9 Hydrology and Water Quiality

Updating of the reference and discussion of the applicable Construction General Permit
and NPDES MS4 Permit, which went into effect subsequent to publication of the
Recirculated Draft EIR

Updating of and clarifying information on existing groundwater wells based on input
received from Caltrans

Revision of project measures PM HWQ-1 and PM HWQ-2 for clarification; revision of
project measure PM HWQ-2 to limit permissible erosion control materials and provide
greater restrictions on drilling near or in surface waters based on public comments from
CDFW

Revision of mitigation measure MM HWQ-2 to require a preparation of a hydrology report
in conjunction with the Lake and Streambed notification for the Project in response to
public comments from CDFW and to clarify that compensatory mitigation would be in
compliance with applicable Federal, state, and local requirements

Revision of mitigation measure discussion in the impacts analysis for consistency with the
revisions identified previously for MM HAZ-2 and MM HAZ-3

Section 3.10 Land Use and Planning

Updated to provide additional information on relocation assistance following property
acquisition

Clarification that properties acquired for construction activities may be available for joint
development or parking facilities

Section 3.11 Noise and Vibration

April 2024

Revision of mitigation measure MM NOI-1 to specify the performance criteria to be
established in the noise control plan and construction noise monitoring plan shall prohibit
construction noise from exceeding the FTA general assessment construction noise criteria
at a minimum

Revision of mitigation measure MM NOI-2 to clarify pile driving noise limitations
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Revision of mitigation measure MM NOI-3 in response to public comments from the Los
Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD) to better identify performance criteria

Revision of mitigation measure MM NOI-7 to explain that MM NOI-1 now clarifies that the
FTA general construction noise criteria for nighttime construction work shall not be
exceeded

Revision of mitigation measure MM NOI-8 for clarification and in response to public
comments from the LAUSD to specifically identify that Metro shall notify schools of
construction operations and schedules

Revision of mitigation measure MM NOI-g to specify that tunnel construction must
comply with FTA goundborne noise and vibration criteria

Revision of mitigation measure MM NOI-10 to better address the potential noise impact
associated with removal of tunnel spoils in residential areas

Revision of mitigation measure MM NOI-12 to specify that measures to reduce operation
tunnel vibration would be required where necessary to be below FTA criteria for frequent
annoyance

Revision of mitigation measure MM NOI-13 to provide additional flexibility for types of
fixtures that may be installed to reduce vibration due to gaps at switches and to clarify that
these methods would be required where necessary to be below FTA criteria for frequent
annoyance

Revision of mitigation measure MM NOI-14 to better clarify that Metro shall identify
selected properties that may be susceptible to vibration damage and the methods of
documentation

Revision of project measure PM NOI-1 for clarification

Revision of project measure PM NOI-2 for clarification regarding construction activities
that could affect sensitive receptors

Revision of mitigation measure and project measure discussion in impacts analysis for
consistency with revisions discussed above

Section 3.12 Population and Housing

Expansion of demographic information and tables notes presented in Table 3.12-4 to
improve clarity

Section 3.13 Public Services and Recreation

Correction to include identification and evaluation of two additional schools located within
proximity to the Project based on public comments received from LAUSD and a school
opening subsequent to publication of the Recirculated Draft EIR
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Revision to the description and evaluation of impacts to trails along the Rio Hondo and
San Gabriel River from bike trails to multi-use trails in response to public comments from
the Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR)

Clarification that development of a Traffic Management Plan will include coordination with
affected jurisdictions along the route, including DPR in response to public comments from
DPR

Revision to the description of the Metro Ambassador Program to reflect changes that took
place subsequent to the publication of the Recirculated Draft EIR in response to
comments from the city of Pico Rivera

Revision of project measure PM PSR-1 for clarification and consistency with Metro
standard procedures

Section 3.14 Transportation and Traffic

April 2024

Addition of multi-use trails to the description of facilities and evaluation of construction
safety in response to public comments from DPR

Minor revisions to project measures PM TRA-1, PM TRA-2, and PM TRA-3 for clarification
on required codes and standards; minor revision to PM TRA-2 for clarity and consistency
with Metro standard procedures

Revision to project measure PM TRA-2 to specify that cooperation shall occur with the
county throughout the construction process and that safety for multi-use trail users shall
be maintained during construction in response to public comments from DPR; to clarify
that the referenced "plan" refers to the Traffic Management Plan required by MM TRA-1;
and to clarify that lane and/or road closures shall be scheduled to in coordination with
authorities having jurisdiction

Revision to project measure PM TRA-3 and PM TRA-4 to remove references to the
Commerce MSF site option and Montebello MSF At-Grade Option, which were studied in
the Recirculated Draft EIR but not advanced to the Final EIR

Revision of project measure discussion in impacts analysis to incorporate revisions
discussed above

to mitigation measure MM TRA-1 in response to public comments from DRP and LAUSD
and to improve clarity and feasibility with the following modifications and additions:

* Clarification that Metro’s contractor shall prepare the Traffic Management Plan

» Clarification that scheduling construction related travel during off-peak travel applies
to deliveries and would not apply to hauling and worker trips. Haul trips continue to be
subject to other mitigation and project measures including being restricted to
designated haul routes and local permitting requirements and an updated
specification to avoid published school pedestrian routes to the greatest extent
possible
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» Addition that safe and convenient pedestrian routes to school would be maintained
= Specification that traffic control officers shall be provided as required by the Traffic
Management Plan and Worksite Traffic Control Plans if delays are related to

construction activities

= Specification that requirements for pedestrian safety measures also apply to multi-use
trails

* Addition that regular communication with school administrators about
activities/detours that could affect pedestrian routes to schools shall be maintained

= Addition that construction flaggers will be used if construction ingress or egress is
within 200 feet of a school’s student entrance during school hours

= Addition that Metro’s construction outreach efforts will include providing advanced
information to school district administrators if bus routes or bus stops would be

affected by construction activities

* Addition a provision requiring maintenance of access to schools and businesses
during operating hours throughout the construction period

Section 3.15 Tribal Cultural Resources

Revision to mitigation measure MM TCR-3 for clarification regarding preparation of a
CRMMP and to define acronyms; revision of mitigation measure discussion in impacts
analysis for consistency with these edits

Section 3.16 Utilities

Revision of impacts analysis to clarify that utility relocation work will generally occur within
the affected ROW and on adjacent and nearby streets

Section 3.17 Growth-Inducing

Revision of impacts analysis to clarify that there may be an opportunity for joint-use
development at station areas and acquired properties

Section 3.18 Cumulative Impacts

Update to include an additional project considered in the evaluation of the Project’s
cumulative impacts

Revision to clarify that the potentially significant impact from spread of invasive species
and tree pathogens only applies to the rivers and spreading grounds (Alternative 1)

Revision to correct mitigation measure numbering for Geology, Seismicity, Soils, and
Paleontological Resources mitigation

Chapter g References
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Update to include several documents that were published after publication of the
Recirculated Draft EIR

Appendix B—Q

Impacts Reports for each environmental topic that are provided as appendices to the
Recirculated Draft EIR have been updated to correspond with the updates of the EIR
Chapters and Sections listed above

Volume 2 Advanced Conceptual Design

Various drawings included in Volume 2 of the Recirculated Draft EIR have been updated
and replaced based on advancements in the Project design and engineering

4.2  Findings Regarding Changes to the
Recirculated Draft EIR

Although Chapter 2 of the Final EIR includes minor design refinements and Chapter 3 of the Final EIR
includes minor amounts of new information and clarifications generated in comments received on the
Recirculated Draft EIR and responses to those comments, and from engineering advancements, the
information is not significant new information as defined by Section 15088.5 of the CEQA Guidelines.
Therefore, recirculation of the Recirculated Draft EIR is not required. On the basis of the review and
consideration of the Final EIR, and based on substantial evidence in light of the whole record, Metro
finds:

1. Design refinements, factual corrections, and minor changes have been set forth as
clarifications and modifications to the Recirculated Draft EIR;

2. The design refinements, factual corrections, and minor changes to the Recirculated Draft EIR
are not substantial changes in the Recirculated Draft EIR that would deprive the public of a
meaningful opportunity to comment on a substantial adverse environmental effect of the
proposed project, a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect, or a feasible project
alternative;

3. The design refinements, factual corrections, and minor changes to the Recirculated Draft EIR
will not result in new significant environmental effects or substantially increase the severity of
the previously identified significant effects disclosed in the Recirculated Draft EIR;

4. The design refinements, factual corrections, and minor changes in the Recirculated Draft EIR
do not involve mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those
analyzed in the Recirculated Draft EIR that would substantially reduce one or more significant
effect on the environment; and

5. The design refinements, factual corrections, and minor changes to the Recirculated Draft EIR
do not render the Recirculated Draft EIR so fundamentally inadequate and conclusory in
nature that meaningful public review and comment would be precluded.
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Thus, none of the conditions set forth in CEQA requiring recirculation of a Recirculated Draft EIR have
been met. Incorporation of the design refinements, factual corrections, and minor changes to the
Recirculated Draft EIR into the Final EIR does not require the EIR to be recirculated for public and
agency comment.

5. STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING
CONSIDERATIONS

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15093, if a project’s EIR and administrative record substantiate
that the project would result in significant and unavoidable impacts, then the lead agency is required
to balance the project’s significant and unavoidable impacts against its economic, legal, social,
technological, or other benefits. If these benefits outweigh the significant and unavoidable impacts,
then the significant and unavoidable impacts may be deemed acceptable. In such a case, the lead
agency must state, in writing, the specific reasons that support this conclusion. This section presents
the Project’s potential significant and unavoidable impacts followed by Metro’s findings as to why the
Project’s benefits outweigh these significant and unavoidable impacts.

5.1 Significant and Unavoidable Impacts

The Project would result in the following significant and unavoidable impacts:

Geology, Seismicity, Soils, and Paleontological Resources (Impact GEO-5: Paleontological Resources).
The Project is located in an area where paleontological resources are likely to be present and loss of
these resources would occur during construction from soil disturbance, including excavation,
tunneling, and construction of underground stations. Monitoring for resources can be implemented
during excavation where the excavation site is reasonably accessible and visible, where soil spoils can
be reasonably observed, and where construction methods do not completely destroy any potential
specimen. However, monitoring is not feasible during tunnel boring activities because the TBM
operates by grinding material as it moves forward, making it impossible to preserve fossils or bones.
The tunnel boring for the project would occur in sediments with a high sensitivity for paleontological
resources, and thus, construction and cumulative impacts resulting from using the TBM would result
in significant direct impacts on paleontological resources.

5.2  Overriding Considerations

Metro finds that notwithstanding the significant and unavoidable impacts identified above, there are
specific overriding economic, legal, social, technological, and other reasons for approving the Project
and finding the above adverse effect to be considered acceptable. These reasons are summarized
below:

1. Increased Transportation Mobility
The Project will enhance access and mobility to communities located further east and provide

connectivity to other destinations along Metro’s regional transit system. Further, the Project will
reduce travel times and the need for transfers within the system.
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2. Economic Growth Consistent with General Plans and the Sustainable Communities Strategy

The Project, by serving concentrated areas of employment, activity centers and residential
communities, will support transit-oriented community goals and address the needs of transit-
dependent populations. The Project will provide new and faster transit options which will help lead to
equitable development and in-fill growth opportunities throughout eastern Los Angeles County. The
Project will provide incentives for development near rail stations in accordance with local land use
plans and the 2020-2045 Regional RTP/SCS adopted by SCAG and increase property values for
businesses and residences located near rail stations. Providing improved transit access in the East Los
Angeles will also facilitate travel during non-commute periods that is economically important (e.g.,
travel for dining, shopping, and entertainment).

3. Social Benefits

The Project will serve the communities within East Los Angeles County by improving regional mobility,
reducing regional vehicle miles travelled, providing a regional rail transit link between East Los
Angeles County, downtown Los Angeles, and Santa Monica, providing an alternative to the private
automobile. The Project will improve access to employment centers and community facilities such as
universities and hospitals.

4. Land Use Benefits

The Project is included in the 2020-2045 RTP/SCS and is consistent with sustainable growth goals to
prioritize development of existing urban areas over urban sprawl and provide efficient and plentiful
public transit to create increased mobility, active lifestyles, increased economic opportunity, and an
overall higher quality of life.

5. Climate Change and Air Quality Benefits

The Project will reduce GHG and other air pollutants by diverting vehicle trips from local freeways and
arterial streets and reducing VMT. The Project will support the accomplishment of state GHG
emissions-reduction policies, as set forth in AB 32 and Senate Bill (SB) 32, which set GHG emission
reduction goals for 1990 levels by 2020, and 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030 and were
incorporated into the November 2017 California Air Resources Board Climate Change Scoping Plan:
The strategy for achieving California’s 2030 greenhouse gas target; CEQA Guidelines section 15064.4,
which has been amended to require lead agencies to analyze the GHG emissions of proposed projects
and focus on the project’s foreseeable incremental contribution of the project’s emissions to the
effects of climate change; Executive Order B-55-18 (Brown, 2018) which sets a goal of statewide carbon
neutrality by 2045; and Executive Order S-3-05 (Schwarzenegger, 2005), which sets a target for
emissions reductions to 8o percent below 1990 levels by 2050.

Based on the foregoing findings, Metro finds that the economic, social, and environmental benefits of
the Project outweigh the significant and unavoidable impact identified in the Final EIR and the record
of proceedings. In making this finding, Metro has balanced the benefits of the Project against the
unavoidable impacts and is willing to accept the adverse impact. Metro finds that each one of the
foregoing benefits, independent of the other benefits, would warrant approval of the Project
notwithstanding the unavoidable significant impacts.
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5.3 Conclusion

Based on the foregoing findings and the information contained in the record, it is hereby determined
that:

a) All significant effects on the environment due to approval of the Project have been eliminated or
substantially lessened where feasible, and

b) Any remaining significant effects of the Project on the environment found to be unavoidable are
acceptable due to the factors described in the Statement of Overriding Considerations above.
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1. Outreach Summary Report

1.1 Introduction

Metro has implemented a comprehensive outreach program for the Project, starting in 2007 with
outreach meetings for the Alternatives Analysis (AA) and continuing through 2022 for the efforts
related to the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). As part of this extensive
outreach, Metro has informed elected officials, agency staff, community stakeholders, and the general
public of the status of the Project, including progress of the environmental review process.

This Appendix provides a summary of the outreach efforts conducted from the public hearings
associated with the publication of the 2014 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)/Draft EIR through
the 2022 public outreach efforts associated with the Recirculated Draft EIR. A brief summary is
provided for the Project’s historical outreach efforts between 2007 and 2014 associated with the AA
and the Scoping for the 2014 Draft EIS/EIR.

Project stakeholders have been involved with each phase of the Project. Coordination efforts with
government agencies and their processes are summarized in this chapter. Throughout the extent of
the Project history, public meetings have been held in the corridor communities in the GSA —
including the cities of Commerce, Montebello, Pico Rivera, Santa Fe Springs, Whittier, and
unincorporated areas of Los Angeles County, which includes the communities of East Los Angeles and
West Whittier-Los Nietos.

1.2 Background

The Project’s history includes the publications of the following documents: the 2009 AA (Attachment
A of Appendix T of the Recirculated Draft EIR), the 2014 Draft EIS/EIR, and the 2017 Post Draft EIS/EIR
Technical Study. In 2007, Metro began outreach for the Project, with community engagement
representing an integral component of the environmental process for the published documents
mentioned above. A summary of these efforts is discussed in this section.

1.2.1  Public Outreach 2007 through 2014

In 2007, Metro initiated the AA phase of the Project. Public participation during this phase supported
the refinement of alternatives. Ultimately during this phase, 47 Project Alternatives were narrowed
down to five. The Project conducted early scoping at the initial stages of the AA. A 30-day public
comment period was held from November 1 through November 30, 2007. A total of five early scoping
meetings (four community meetings and one agency meeting) were held between November 8

and 15, 2007.

At the early scoping meetings held in 2007, there were a total of 224 attendees representing a cross-
section of the communities surrounding the Project. Public input was substantial with a total of 159
comments received during the comment period. Participants commented on: Light Rail Technology as
the preferred mode of transit, the Project’s proximity to downtown Los Angeles as a reason for
considering public transit, and the problem of increasing congestion. In addition to early scoping
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meetings, 12 additional public meetings were held post-AA preparation and pre-Draft EIS/EIR scoping
which involved over 550 stakeholders.

1.2.1.1 2010 Scoping

The scoping period during the preparation for the Draft EIS/EIR began with the publication of the
Notice of Preparation/Notice of Intent on January 25, 2010 and continued through April 14, 2010.
During the 8o-day scoping period, Metro hosted a total of five scoping meetings, four public meetings
and one agency meeting, between February 22 and 27, 2010. The meetings were attended by more
than 300 people. In addition to the official scoping meetings, Metro also participated upon request in
various city and stakeholder events to enhance the outreach effort and increase awareness during the
scoping period. For a detailed list of the scoping meeting dates and times, please refer to Attachment
A1 of Public Outreach (Appendix S) of the of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

During the 8o-day scoping period, Metro accepted oral comments at meetings and via the Project
helpline, written comments on meeting comment cards or via letters, e-mailed comments to the
Metro Project Manager, and electronic comments via the Metro Project website. A total of 527 oral
and/or written public comments were received from both agencies and the public, including from
elected officials, residents, grassroots organizations, chambers of commerce, developers, hospitals,
agencies, educational institutions, and businesses.

The comments received demonstrated substantial support for each of the two LRT alternatives: the
SR-60 Alternative and the Washington Boulevard Alternative. Common themes included the
importance of transit connectivity, service to colleges and universities, providing service to
underserved areas, concerns regarding environmental and engineering challenges along the two
Alternatives, and potential economic opportunities for the cities along the corridors.

1.2.1.2 2010 Public Outreach Post Scoping

Following the 2010 scoping period as discussed in Section 1.2.1.1, Metro hosted 11 additional
community meetings during the preparation of the 2014 Draft EIS/EIR. These meetings included:

Five urban design community workshops in July 2010 to discuss and explore the station area
concepts for each of the proposed station locations.

Two community open houses in September 2010 to provide stakeholders with a Project
update, and share project refinements and the environmental review schedule.

As part of the 2010 Rail-Volution Conference, Metro hosted two tours of the Portland, Oregon
rail transportation network, featuring similarities to the Project. The tours highlighted the
Metropolitan Area Express (MAX) Green Line along Interstate (1)-210 to Clackamas County
and the MAX Blue Line to Hillsboro. Stakeholders experienced light rail on the I-210 freeway
and its integration with the urban fabric of a suburban community in Hillsboro.

A Project webinar held in May 2011 informed Project stakeholders of similar light rail projects
operating in San Diego, California, Portland, Oregon, and Pasadena, California.

Two open houses in September 2011 provided additional project updates and information
about environmental findings on the 2014 Draft EIS/EIR.
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2014 Draft EIS/EIR

2014 Notice of Availability

1.2.2

1 .2.2.1

In compliance with CEQA and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), a Notice of Availability

(NOA) was released to notify the public regarding the availability the 2014 Draft EIS/EIR for its public
review and comment. A 6o-day public review period began on August 22, 2014 and ended on October
21, 2014.

1.2.2.2 2014 Public Hearings

During the 60-day public review period, Metro held four public hearings in communities surrounding
the Project in September and October 2014. A total of 528 participants attended these four meetings
which also included 120 speakers providing public input and 148 participants providing written
comments. Table 1-1 details the date, location, and public input resulting from these public hearings.

Table 1-1. 2014 Public Hearing Information for the 2014 Draft EIS/EIR

Public Hearing September 27, 2014, 9 am to 11:30 am 62 Speakers: 14
Meeting #1 - Pico Rivera Senior Center Written Comments:9
Pico Rivera

9200 Mines Avenue,
Pico Rivera, CA 90660

Speakers: 28
Written Comments: 10

September 29, 2014, 5:30 pm to 8 pm 97

Quiet Cannon Banquet Center
901 Via San Clemente,
Montebello, CA 90640

Public Hearing
Meeting #2 -
Montebello

Public Hearing September 30, 2014, 5:30 pm to 8 pm 161 Speakers: 46
Meeting #3- Uptown Whittier Senior Center Written Comments: 116
East Whittier 13225 Walnut Street,

Whittier, CA 90602

Public Hearing October 1, 2014, 5:30 pm to 8 pm 208 Speakers: 32
Meeting #4 - South El Monte Senior Center Written Comments: 13

South El Monte 1556 Central Avenue,

South El Monte, CA 91733
Total $28 Speakers: 120

Written Comments: 148

Source: Metro. Draft EIS/EIR Public Hearings. Attachment A1 of Appendix S of the of the Recirculated Draft EIR.
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The 2014 Draft EIS/EIR was subjected to an extensive volume and scope of comments during the 6o-

day public review period. As a result, the Board deferred the selection of a Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) and determined that additional technical investigation would be needed to address major areas
of concern raised by Cooperating Agencies, corridor cities and stakeholders. Public hearing comments
substantiated the Metro Board’s direction in 2014 to pursue the following evaluations:

Continue studying the North Side Design Variation (NSDV) as part of the State Route (SR) 60
Alternative and address comments received from cooperating agencies.

Eliminate the Garfield Avenue aerial segment between Via Campo and Whittier Boulevard and
identify a new north-south connection from the existing Metro Gold Line Eastside Extension
(MGLEE) to the proposed alignment on Washington Boulevard.

Explore the feasibility of operating both LRT alternatives.

Conduct subsurface investigation along the western portion of the NSDV guideway alignment
to initiate characterization of soil conditions, per the request by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA).

1.2.3 2017 Post Draft EIS/EIR Technical Study

As discussed in Section 1.2.2.2, the Metro Board directed staff to proceed with further study and
refinement of the Build Alternatives concepts related to the 2014 Draft EIS/EIR. These concepts were
developed and evaluated as part of the May 2017 Post Draft EIS/EIR Technical Study. The technical
scope of work included completing additional technical studies and supporting public outreach
activities over an eighteen-month period to respond to the Metro Board motion. Work on the
Technical Study began in August 2016 with a series of community meetings and public outreach
activities completed over an eighteen-month period. The purpose of the community and public
outreach activities provided the stakeholders project status updates, an opportunity to provide
feedback on the route concept development process, and to continue engaging and seeking feedback
on the overall community engagement efforts.

During the 2017 Post Draft EIS/EIR Technical Study phase, Metro hosted ten community meetings
and held a total of 110 briefings throughout the communities surrounding the Project and hosted two
tours of Metro facilities and construction sites. Engagement efforts focused not only on general
Project awareness, but also toward engaging the Washington Boulevard Coalition and SR-60 Coalition
stakeholders as well as East Los Angeles in the unincorporated area of Los Angeles County. Table 1-2
summarizes the meeting attendance.
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Table 1-2. 2017 Post Draft EIS/EIR Technical Study - 2016 Community Meetings

March 28, 2016 Whittier Senior Center 127 27
6 pmto 8 pm 13225 Walnut Street,
Whittier, CA 90602
March 29, 2016 East Los Angeles Library 66 7
6 pmto 8 pm 4837 E 3rd Street,
Los Angeles, CA 90022
March 30, 2016 Quiet Cannon 77 9
6 pmto 8 pm 901 Via San Clemente,
Montebello, CA 90640
March 31, 2016 South El Monte Senior Center 56 11
6 pmto 8 pm 1556 Central Avenue,
South El Monte, CA 91733
June 22, 2016 Griffith Middle School 91 17
6 pmto 8 pm 4765 E 4th Street,
Los Angeles, CA 90022
Emailed Comments 4
Total: 417 75

Source: Metro. 2017 Outreach for 2017 Post Draft EIS/EIR Technical Study. Attachment A2 of Appendix S of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

Community feedback gathered from the 2016 Community Meetings provided a collective response of:

Overwhelming support for the Project, including Washington Boulevard Alternative via the
Atlantic Boulevard underground configuration, SR-60 NSDV Alternative, and the Combined

Alternative.

Interest in connecting communities and improving access to employment centers and
Metro’s regional transit system.

Concerns regarding impacts to businesses during construction.

Interest in economic development opportunities along the corridor.

Emphasis on station accessibility and safety.

For the 2017 public meetings, Metro hosted five public community meetings in February 2017 in the
cities of Whittier, Montebello, South EI Monte, Commerce, and the unincorporated community of East
Los Angeles to update the community and receive input on the 2017 Post Draft EIS/EIR Technical
Study. Table 1-3 summarizes the meeting attendance.
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Table 1-3. 2017 Post Draft EIS/EIR Technical Study - 2017 Community Meetings

February 6, 2017 Whittier Senior Center 96 10
6 pmto 8 pm 13225 Walnut Street,
Whittier, CA 90602
February 7, 2017 Quiet Cannon 65 8
6 pmto 8 pm 901 Via San Clemente,
Montebello, CA 90640
February 8, 2017 South El Monte Senior Center 48 2
6 pmto 8 pm 1556 Central Avenue,
South El Monte, CA 91733
February 15, 2017 Commerce Senior Center 39 4

6 pmto 8 pm 2555 Commerce Way,

Commerce, CA 90040
AltaMed PACE Center 70 7

February 16, 2017

6 pmto 8 pm 5425 East Pomona Blvd,
Los Angeles, CA 90022
Emailed comments 1
Total 318 32

Source: Metro. 2017 Qutreach for 2017 Post Draft EIS/EIR Technical Study. Attachment A2 of Appendix S of the Recirculated Draft EIR.
Comments and community feedback gathered from the 2017 Community Meetings included:
Support for the Project and the initiation of the environmental document.

Emphasis from community members and stakeholders that the community surrounding the
Project is highly dependent on public transportation and would like to see implementation of
the Project.

High level of support for the Washington Alternative with an underground configuration
beneath Atlantic Boulevard. There was also support for the SR-60 NSDV Alternative and a
moderate level of support for the Combined Alternative that would combine the Washington
Boulevard Alternative and the SR-60 NSDV Alternative.

Concern expressed by participants regarding the potential impacts during the construction of
the system, especially traffic and business disruption and/or relocation.

Highlighting the importance of designing the stations with ease of access for pedestrians,
and cyclists and to park-and-ride lots by the community. Also, the community values access
to jobs, activity centers within the area surrounding the Project and connectivity to the transit
system throughout the Los Angeles Region.

Suggestions for outreach to youth and the younger generation during the next phase of work.
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Of 235 respondents surveyed at the February 2017 community meetings, 63 percent of participants
agreed that an underground configuration beneath Atlantic Boulevard had sufficient merit to be
recommended as the new Washington Boulevard Alternative. Additionally, 5o percent of participants
expressed interest in studying the Combined Alternative in the next phase of work. See the Attachment
A1 of Appendix S of the Recirculated Draft EIR for further details on the 2017 Post Draft EIS/EIR
Technical Study community input.

1.3 2019 Scoping

1.3.1  Public Outreach Prior to 2019 Scoping

Following the 2017 Post Draft EIS/EIR Technical Study, Metro re-initiated the CEQA and NEPA
processes to further evaluate potential impacts associated with the refined Build Alternatives. In
advance of the Public Scoping Meetings in Summer 2019, Metro offered a Community Update
Meeting in East Los Angeles. One meeting was held in East Los Angeles Library on May 13, 2019 from
5:30 pm to 7:30 pm. The Community Update Meeting was attended by approximately 120 community
members, including staff from Los Angeles County Supervisor Hilda Solis’ office, community-based
organization staff and members of the public. Major comment themes captured at the meeting
include:

Stations/Station Parking

Community expressed desire for a station design similar to Mariachi Plaza for the Shops at
Montebello station (SR-60 Alternative).

Community expressed support for parking to be taken into consideration when planning
as there is a parking shortage in the community.

Community expressed support for Build the Atlantic and Whittier station at the site of the
gas station or at the Sketchers store. Request for a community space in the station area.

Community expressed support for hosting a community meeting in Montebello to address
the Greenwood Station.

Community expressed support for providing shuttle services to stations.
Alignment

Community expressed opposition for the development of the SR-60 Alternative.

Community expressed support for the SR-60 Alternative.

Community expressed support for the Washington Boulevard Alternative.

Community expressed support for an underground alignment from Atlantic to Garfield for
the Washington Boulevard Alternative.
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Community expressed preference for the Washington Boulevard Alternative to be built
first.

Community expressed support for the Combined Alternative with underground alignment.

Safety

Community expressed concern about transients coming from the Telford and Woods area.

Community expressed concern about safety around the stations with a possible influx of
people experiencing homelessness.

Traffic/Circulation Impacts
Community identified Project could help reduce car usage.
Property Impacts / Right-of-Way
Community expressed concern about property values along the SR-60 Alternative.

Community expressed concern that the Project would create a denser community.

1.3.2  Public Outreach Work Plans

The Project has developed public outreach work plans to highlight opportunities for public
involvement during key milestones throughout the environmental process. The public outreach
programs include community profiles, stakeholders, collateral material recommendations, notification
strategies, communication protocols, proposed schedules for interfacing with the public and elected
officials, and recommendations for meeting formats.

In order to adapt to the communities' needs and allow appropriate modifications and refinements to
the Build Alternatives, the public outreach work plan strategies are flexible and adapt to meet the
Project’s demands and political climate. The public outreach plan for the Project is consistent with
outreach requirements outlined in CEQA and NEPA.

The Project has utilized a variety of forums and platforms, including public meetings, community
workshops, Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) meetings, information booths at community events,
and social media (Facebook, Instagram, Twitter, NextDoor, and YouTube). As a response to the
COVID-19 pandemic, Metro has held a series of virtual community meetings via Zoom. Virtual
meetings were accompanied by an on-site outdoor “Tech Booth” where the general public could
participate if they did not have access to technology through a computer, smart phone, or tablet. The
Public Outreach Work plan for the Project can be found in Attachment B of Appendix S of the
Recirculated Draft EIR.
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1.3.3  Notice of Preparation/Notice of Intent

Pursuant to CEQA, Metro issued a Recirculated Notice of Preparation (NOP) on May 31, 2019,
informing the public of its intent to prepare a Supplemental/Recirculated Draft EIS/EIR for the Project
and notify interested agencies and parties of public scoping meetings. The Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) published the Notice of Intent (NOI) pursuant to NEPA in the Federal Register
on May 29, 2019, to initiate the Supplemental/Recirculated Draft EIS/EIR process for the Project.

As discussed in further detail in Section 5.2 Alternatives Withdrawn, in February 2020, the Metro
Board withdrew from the NEPA process and pursuing a joint Supplemental/Recirculated Draft
EIS/EIR. Metro reevaluated its funding sources and had identified that the Project could be funded
through state and local sources and pursued a CEQA only document consisting of a Recirculated Draft
EIR (Metro, 2020a). As a result, the FTA published a Notice to Rescind the NOI in May 2020. The
NOP, NOI, and Rescinded NOI related to the Recirculated Draft EIR can be found in Appendix A of the
Recirculated Draft EIR.

1.3.4 Scoping Meetings

The scoping process is required by policies set forth in the CEQA and NEPA. CEQA (Title X1V, 15082)
requires that a lead agency shall call at least one Scoping Meeting if the proposed project is of
statewide, regional or areawide significance. The scoping process inherently emphasizes early
consultation with resource agencies, other state and local agencies, tribal governments, cooperating
and responsible agencies as well as any federal agency whose approval or funding the proposed
project will be required for the completion of the project. Metro is the lead agency is under CEQA for
this Project. Prior to February 2020 when the Metro Board acted upon a decision to pursue a
Recirculated Draft EIR only, instead of a joint Supplemental Draft EIS/EIR, FTA was recognized as the
lead agency under NEPA. The 2019 Scoping Summary Report can be found in Attachment C and D in
Appendix A of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

Metro conducted six public Scoping Meetings in June 2019 to receive formal public comments on the
Build Alternatives and their potential impacts to the environment and quality of life. Notification of the
meetings was conducted in compliance with CEQA and NEPA guidance. Meetings were held in the
communities of Whittier, Commerce, East Los Angeles, South El Monte, Montebello, and Pico Rivera.
Meetings consisted of a presentation detailing an overview of the Project. A total of 573 participants
attended the six scoping meetings as shown in Table 1-4.
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Table 1-4. 2019 Scoping Meetings for the Recirculated Draft EIR

Public Scoping Thursday, June 13, 2019, 6 pm to 8 pm 86 Speakers: 34
Meeting #1 - Whittier Community Center Written Comments: 5
Whittier 7630 Washington Avenue, Oral Testimony Comments: 2
Whittier, CA 90602
Public Scoping Monday, June 17, 2019, 6 pm to 8 pm 41 Speakers: 12
Meeting #2 - Commerce Senior Citizens Center Written Comments: 7
Commerce 2555 Commerce Way, Oral Testimony Comments: §
Commerce, CA 90040
Public Scoping | Wednesday, June 19, 2019, 6 pm to 8 pm 120 Speakers: 43
Meeting #3 - 4th Street New Primary Center Written Comments: 3
East Los 469 Amalia Avenue, Oral Testimony Comments: o
Angeles Los Angeles, CA 90022
Public Scoping | Saturday, June 22, 2019, 10 am to 12 pm 41 Speakers: 12
Meeting #4 - South El Monte Community Center Written Comments: 7
South El Monte 1530 Central Avenue, Oral Testimony Comments: §
South El Monte, CA 91733
Public Scoping Monday, June 24, 2019, 6 pm to 8 pm 190 Speakers: 28
Meeting #5 - Quiet Cannon Banquet Center Written Comments: 20
Montebello 901 Via San Clemente, Oral Testimony Comments: 6
Montebello, CA 90640
Public Scoping | Wednesday, June 26, 2019, 6 pm to 8 pm 95 Speakers: 20
Meeting #6 - Pio Pico Woman'’s Club Written Comments: 7
Pico Rivera 9214 Mines Avenue, Oral Testimony Comments: 12
Pico Rivera, CA 90660
Speakers: 149
Total 573 Written Comments: 54
Oral Testimony Comments: 33

Source: Metro. 2019 Scoping Summary Report. Attachment C of Appendix A of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

During the Public Scoping Period, Metro received 294 comments. Major themes expressed by
stakeholders included:

Opposition to SR-60 Alternative at-grade alignment from South Atlantic Boulevard to Findlay

Avenue.

Support for the Washington Boulevard Alternative from the city of Whitter and business
groups and employers.

Concern expressed over environmental justice and equal consideration for the lack of
providing an underground configuration in lower-income areas of Los Angeles County.
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1.4 2020 Public Outreach

In anticipation of recommending the withdrawal of the SR-60 Alternative and Combined Alternative
from further evaluation to the Metro Planning and Programing Committee and Metro Board, Metro
staff prepared for and planned community meetings to provide a comprehensive Project update. The
community meetings were focused on providing informational updates and answering questions
related to updates related to the Alternatives withdrawn from further consideration. Meetings held
during this period as shown in Table 1-5.

Table 1-5. 2020 Post-Scoping Meetings for the Recirculated Draft EIR

February 3, 2020, 6 pm to 8 pm
Community Meeting #1 Fourth Street Primary Center
469 Amalia Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90022

February 6, 2020, 6 pm to 8 pm
Don Bosco Technical Institute
1151 San Gabriel Blvd, Rosemead, CA 91770

Community Meeting #2

February 8, 2020, 10 am to 12 pm

Community Meeting #3 The Ark Montebello
931 S Maple Avenue Montebello, CA 90640

Source: Community Meetings February 2020 Summary Report. Attachment D of Appendix S of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

The meetings were attended by 234 participants, and generated 76 questions/comments and five
letters. A substantial number of comments focused upon understanding transit service opportunities
in the SR-60 corridor if the SR-60 Alternative was withdrawn from consideration for further evaluation.
Streamlining construction and the delivery of the Project was a topic of focus for the community.
Several participants inquired about operations of the Project, including hours, speeds, and location of
the alignment configurations. Several questions were also related to how the Washington Alternative
would impact traffic in East Los Angeles in the unincorporated area of Los Angeles County and the
corridor cities along the alignment. Further details on this public outreach period can be found in the
Community Meetings February 2020 Summary Report in Attachment D of Appendix S of the
Recirculated Draft EIR.

1.5 2021 Public Outreach

Metro hosted another round of update meetings in November 2021 to provide a Project update, share
information on the ongoing station design efforts, and provide an opportunity to ask questions. Due
to the COVID-19 pandemic, the meetings were held in a virtual setting with limited in-person
engagement that followed local and county safety measures. The virtual video conferencing platform
allowed individuals with internet access via a desktop, laptop, phone, or tablet to join on-screen. Toll-
free numbers for accessing the meetings via telephone and simultaneous Spanish interpretation were
also made available to participants.
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Metro prepared and planned four community meetings that took place virtually, with three
presentations tailored to specific communities. The first and second meetings focused on East Los
Angeles in the unincorporated area of Los Angeles County and provided updates on the
Atlantic/Pomona station design options. The third meeting, focused on Montebello, featured updates
on the Greenwood station and Montebello At-Grade design option. The fourth meeting presented
general updates on the Project corridor.

To support communities with technical limitations during the COVID-19 pandemic, an outdoor set-up
was implemented via Tech Booth for all community meetings. During the meetings, fact sheets and
other relevant information were provided within the meeting chat. Table 1-6 summarizes the meeting
attendance for the individual meetings held in November 2021. The Community Meetings November
2021 Summary Report discusses the outreach efforts during this time period in further detail and can
be found in Attachment F of Appendix S of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

Table 1-6. 2021 Community Outreach Meetings for the Recirculated Draft EIR

Community November 15, 2021 Atlantic Avenue Park 44 36
Meeting #1 - 12 pm to 1:30 pm 570 S. Atlantic Blvd, (Including 3
East Los Angeles Los Angeles, CA 90022 at Tech Booth)
Community November 15, 2021 Atlantic Avenue Park 37 32
Meeting #2 - 6 pm to 7:30 pm 570 S. Atlantic Blvd, (Including s at
East Los Angeles Los Angeles, CA 90022 Tech Booth)
Community November 16, 2021 Montebello Senior Center 78 29
Meeting #3 - 6 pm to 7:30 pm 115 S. Taylor Avenue, (Including 5 at
Montebello Montebello, CA 90640 Tech Booth)
Community November 17, 2021 Pico Rivera Senior Center 1ny 48
Meeting #4 - 6 pm to 7:30 pm 9200 Mines Avenue, (Including s
Corridor-wide Pico Rivera, CA 90660 at Tech Booth)
276
Total (Including 18 at 145
Tech Booths)

Source: Metro. Community Meetings November 2021. Attachment E of Appendix S of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

Prior to the meeting series in November 2021, Metro conducted outreach at six in-person community
events and engaged with community members along the corridor to provide brief Project updates.
Table 1-7 lists each of these community events.
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East Los Angeles Certified Farmers’ Market

August 28, 2021
Kern Avenue and Whittier Blvd,
Los Angeles, CA 90022

60

East Los Angeles Certified
Farmers' Market

September 18, 2021
Kern Avenue and Whittier Blvd,
Los Angeles, CA 90022

75

Pico Rivera Halloween Spooktacular

October 23, 2021
Smith Park
6016 Rosemead Blvd,
Pico Rivera, CA go660

Commerce Movies in the Park

October 29, 2021
Rosewood Park
5600 Harbor Street,
Commerce, CA 90040

15

Whittier Spooktacular 5K Marathon

October 30, 2021

Whittier Community Center
7630 Washington Avenue,

Whittier, CA 90602

75

East Los Angeles Veterans Day Ceremony
and Resource Fair

November 11, 2021
Los Cinco Puntos

3300 East Cesar East Chavez Avenue,
Los Angeles, CA goo63

60

St. Alphonsus School Holiday Pop - up

November 14, 2021
St. Alphonsus School
552 Amalia Avenue,
Los Angeles, CA 90022

15

Mariachi Plaza Festival - Shared fact sheets
via Metro booth

November 21, 2021
1831 East Festival Street,
Los Angeles, CA 90033

50

Total

440

Source: Metro. Community Meetings November 2021. Attachment E of Appendix S of the Recirculated Draft EIR.
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1.6 2022 Public Outreach

During the November 2021 community meetings, Metro received a request to meet with businesses in
East Los Angeles in the unincorporated area of Los Angeles County to provide a Project update and
answer questions. Metro participated in a meeting that was hosted and coordinated by the East Los
Angeles Chamber of Commerce, Whittier Merchants Association, and Via Care on January 27, 2022.
Metro met with the businesses again on March 2, 2022, ahead of the community meetings. Both
meetings aimed to inform business owners and tenants of Project updates, including preliminary
station design options and discuss potential impacts to businesses and mitigation measures ahead of
the community meetings. Table 1-8 lists these meetings.

Table 1-8. 2022 East Los Angeles Business Meetings for the Recirculated Draft EIR

Business Meeting #1 January 27, 2022 Via Care.
Non-Metro hosted meeting 5:30 pm to 7 pm 501 South Atlantic Blvd,
Los Angeles, CA 90022
Virtual on Zoom
Business Meeting #2 March 3, 2022 In-person streaming location at Via Care
Hosted by Metro 5:30 pmto 7 pm 501 South Atlantic Blvd,

Los Angeles CA 90022

Source: Metro (2022). Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project- East Los Angeles Business Meetings Attachment F of Appendix S of the
Recirculated Draft EIR.

As a follow-up to the community meeting series hosted in November 2021, Metro hosted another
round of update meetings in March 2022 to provide Project updates focused on specific communities
and cities to share information on the ongoing station design efforts and provide stakeholders the
opportunity to ask questions. Metro hosted four virtual community meetings focused on providing
informational updates on the status of the Project and answering questions related to those specific
updates. Table 1-9 summarizes participation at each meeting. Further details on Community Meetings
held in March 2022 can be found in Attachment F of Appendix S of the Recirculated Draft EIR.
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Table 1-9. 2022 Public Outreach Meetings for the Recirculated Draft EIR

Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Outreach Summary Report

Community Meeting #1 - March g, 2022 Atlantic Avenue Park 84 25
East Los Angeles 570 S Atlantic Blvd, (Including 7 at
Los Angeles, CA 90022 Tech Booth)
Community Meeting #2 - March 10, 2022 Commerce City Hall 59 21
Commerce and Parking Lot (Including 2 at
Montebello 2535 Commerce Way, Tech Booth)
Commerce, CA 90040
Community Meeting #3 - March 16, 2022 Pico Rivera Senior Center 89 58
Pico Rivera, Santa Fe 9200 Mines Avenue, (Including 8 at
Springs, Unincorporated Pico Rivera, CA 90660 Tech Booth)
Los Angeles County Los
Nietos Community
Community Meeting #4 - March 17, 2022 Whittier Uptown Senior 75 29
Whittier Center (Including 2 at
13225 Walnut Street, Tech Booth)
Whittier, CA go602
Virtual Community November 9, 2022 Zoom 60 23
Update Meeting
Total 367 156
(Including 19
at Tech
Booth)

Source: Metro (2022). Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project- East Los Angeles Business Meetings Attachment F of Appendix S of the

Recirculated Draft EIR.

1.7

Consultation

Government and Other Agency

A participating agency is defined in CEQA/NEPA as a federal, state, regional, county local or tribal
governments with an interest in the Project. These agencies are also eligible to be participating
agencies if their responsibility relate to areas within special expertise or jurisdiction. The Project
included a total of 25 participating agencies. Cooperating Agencies are inclusive of the federal agencies
with jurisdiction by law or special expertise, providing input in the areas that they oversee or by
expertise. The Cooperating Agencies for this Project include USEPA, United States Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE), and the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). A complete list of
Participating and Cooperating Agencies is included in Attachment C of Appendix A of the Recirculated
Draft EIR.
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1.8 Tribal Coordination

During preparation of the Recirculated Draft EIR, Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was
contacted by letter and provided with a brief Project description and a map of the general study area
(GSA). The NAHC responded to Metro on November 22, 2019 with an Assembly Bill (AB) 52
consultation list of tribes and tribal contacts who are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the
Project area. The NAHC also provided the results of the Sacred Lands File (SLF) search. The SLF
search result was positive for sacred sites and the NAHC requested Metro contact the Gabrielefio
Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation and the Gabrielefio/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission
Indians for more information regarding these sites.

On December 3, 2019, a letter was sent to each of the tribes on the AB 52 consultation list. The letter
was intended to initiate consultation with the tribes on both the state and federal levels, in order to
comply with AB 52 and the terms of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. Letters
describing the GSA and U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) topographic maps were sent on December 3,
2019 to the following Native American representatives, identified by the NAHC as potentially having
knowledge of the GSA:

Andrew Salas, Chairperson, Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation

Anthony Morales, Chairperson, Gabrielefio/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians

Sandonne Goad, Chairperson, Gabrielefio/Tongva Nation

Robert Dorame, Chairperson, Gabrielefio Tongva Indians of California Tribal Council

Charles Alvarez, Gabrielefio-Tongva Tribe
On December 10, 2019, Andrew Salas, Chairperson, Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians — Kizh
Nation, responded and requested consultation. Accordingly, a consultation meeting was held between
the Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation and Metro on March 25, 2020. On April 27,
2020, the Gabrielefio Band of Mission Indians — Kizh Nation provided additional information

regarding their tribal lineage and ties to the area of direct impacts (ADI) via email.

Correspondence received and meeting minutes may be found in Confidential Attachment B (this
attachment is not part of the EIR pursuant to PRC § 21082.3(c) (1)) of the Tribal Cultural Resources
Impacts Report (Appendix O) of the Recirculated Draft EIR.

1.9  Other Supporting Public Outreach
1.9.1  Stakeholder Organization Outreach

The Project’s outreach program engaged with Community Based Organizations (CBOs) to establish
communication and adapt to the communities’ needs and participation preferences. In alignment with
the Metro Equity Platform and the CBO Partnering Strategy, Metro has developed a CBO Roundtable
Strategy for the Project. This Strategy provides an approach to collaborating with local organizations
for effective outreach methods, engagement, and tools for meaningful community input. Metro
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outreached to over 30 CBOs from around the communities surrounding the Project with the
opportunity to give feedback and collaborate in the outreach efforts. The CBO partnership includes a
total of eight CBOs that responded with interest and followed through with all steps of the onboarding
process. Further information on CBOs can be found in Attachment H of Appendix S of the
Recirculated Draft EIR.

1.9.2  Ongoing Public Outreach

1.9.2.1  Stakeholder Database

An initial Project database was created at the inception of the environmental phase in 2009. Since that
time, the database has been maintained and expanded to include elected offices, including local,
regional, state, and federal representatives; department executives of city and regional agencies;
academic institutions and schools; community-based organizations; chambers of commerce; major
employers; utility companies; and other key stakeholder representatives and residents of the corridor
communities. The information collected in the database includes name, organization, email address,
phone number, and mailing address.

The database has continued to expand as additional contacts were collected through stakeholder
engagements. Maintenance of the database is ongoing to keep agency and organization contacts up-
to-date prior to the start of notification for each meeting series or major announcement. New contacts
are added when members of the public opt-in to receive Project communications by providing their
contact information at public meetings or pop-up events. Similarly, new agency contacts are added as
they participate in Project meetings or as they become directly involved. Contacts are also added as
inquiries are received through the helpline, Project email, and online submission form. This database
will continue to be maintained and updated throughout the life of the Project.

In addition, mailing lists were also generated for each major Project announcement to reach

occupants and owners of properties that are within one-quarter mile of a proposed station, as well as
those who are within a soo-foot buffer from the Project corridor.

1.9.2.2 Online communication tools
To keep stakeholders up-to-date, a Project website was developed and updated at every major Project
milestone, including prior to public meeting series and as major Project updates become available.

The website features the latest Project information, including fact sheets, Project maps, other
collateral materials, presentations, display materials, and video recordings of past meetings.

1.9.2.3 Notification and Project Awareness Efforts

A variety of notification and informational tools were used for outreach to target audiences. Outreach
methods included the following:
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Traditional methods

In-person meetings with cities, counties, chambers of commerce, councils of
governments, educational institutions, community stakeholder groups, agency staff, and
elected officials

Direct mail notification
Newspaper display ads (print and digital)

Placement of meeting notices in Metro light rail trains (Metro L [Gold] Line) as well as
connecting Metro buses

Project awareness banners at highly visible locations along the Project corridor
Pop-up or information tables

Public involvement opportunities
Public community meetings

The display of Project materials at other Metro project community meetings (NextGen Bus
Plan, I-105 ExpressLanes, West Santa Ana Branch [WSAB] Transit Corridor)

Metro L (Gold) and E (Expo) Line rail tours

Information booths and pop-ups at various community events and at Metro L (Gold) Line
stations

Project communication tools

Project website

Project helpline

Project overview survey

Email notification

Social media (i.e., Facebook and Twitter)

Project videos (video simulation, Project overview, meeting webcasts, and recordings)
Other targeted outreach

Electronic signs

Text messages
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The Source, Metro’s online publication
Earned media (social media, blogs, newspapers, other media)

These notification tools and outreach efforts were customized based on the type of community
meetings with a focus on maximizing cost-effectiveness and participation. A variety of informational
documents were made available to the public, including Project fact sheets, Metro systemwide fact
sheets (i.e., Property Acquisition, Public-Private Partnership, Rail Transit Modes, frequently asked
questions), meeting notices, electronic newsletters (eblasts), and other materials.

1.9.3  Public and Agency Comment Process

Throughout the Project development process, public and agency comments have been collected
through a variety of methods, including orally at in-person meetings, via the Project helpline, through
the mail, via online comment forms, and via Project email. During the official scoping comment
period, comments were accepted via comment cards submitted at meetings or mailed in, email,
online comment form, or orally via a court reporter.

Comments regarding the Project were also made through social media or other online platforms and,
when possible, the outreach team provided stakeholders with the list of approved comment methods
in case they wanted their comment on the official record. Relevant comments submitted during official
comment periods were incorporated into the Recirculated Draft EIR and comments were addressed by
the technical team.

All comments received during the Recirculated Draft EIR public review period were be compiled and
responded to as part of the Recirculated Final EIR.

1.10  Draft EIR Release and Public Hearings

The Recirculated Draft EIR was released for public review for 60 days from June 30, 2022 through
August 29, 2022. To inform agencies, stakeholders, and the community about the release of the
Recirculated Draft EIR, a notice of availability was distributed through agencies, organizations, elected
officials, and other interested parties. A newspaper notice was published in the Los Angeles Times, La
Opinion (Spanish), Whittier Daily News, and Eastside Sun. In addition, Metro distributed a public
mailer that included information on the release of the Recirculated Draft EIR, how to access the
document, ways to provide comments, details on the community information sessions and public
hearings, and how to use the new virtual interactive tool. Community pop-up events were held to
provide additional information to the public surrounding the availability of the Draft EIR for review and
comment. Other outreach efforts included social media postings, a second mailing, display of
banners, distribution of flyers and lawn signs, distribution of a toolkit to stakeholders for spreading the
information to other neighborhood and community members, slides provided to cities for posting on
their cable channel, and postings on Metro’s website and news blog.

The Recirculated Draft EIR was made available online at the California State Clearinghouse website,
the Metro project webpage, and StoryMap, and printed copies were made available at the seven
repository sites along the corridor and at Metro Headquarters. Hard copies of the Recirculated Draft
EIR were available for public review at the following locations:
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Metro Headquarters, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles

East Los Angeles Library, 4837 E 3rd Street, East Los Angeles

Commerce Public Library, 5655 Jillson Street, Commerce

Chet Holifield County Library, 1060 S Greenwood Avenue, Montebello

Los Nietos County Library, 8511 Duchess Drive, Whittier

Whittier Public Library, 7344 Washington Avenue, Whittier

The public was able to comment on the Recirculated Draft EIR at public hearings, via an online
comment form, U.S. mail, and a dedicated helpline (for voice-recorded comments) for the Project.
Metro conducted four public hearings — three in-person and one virtual with in-person remote viewing
access at a central site along the corridor — to provide information on the Recirculated Draft EIR and
receive verbal and written public comments. Metro staff was also available to informally answer
questions and provide information in a workshop-type setting immediately before and after the formal
public hearings. Table 1-10 lists the public hearing meetings during the circulation of the Recirculated

Draft EIR.

Table 1-10. 2022 Public Hearings for the Recirculated Draft EIR

Public Hearing #1

East Los Angeles (In
Person)

July 21, 2022
6 pmto 8 pm
Kaiser Permanente Medical Offices
(Northeast Parking Lot)
5119 Pomona Blvd, Los Angeles, CA 90022

19 attendees

7 Oral Comment
o Comment Cards

Public Hearing #2

Montebello (In
Person)

July 30, 2022
10 am to 12 pm

Applied Technology Center High School

1200 W Mines Avenue, Montebello, CA
90640

32 attendees

8 Oral Comment
5 Comment Cards

Public Hearing #3

Pico Rivera and
Virtual (Online)

August 11, 2022
6 pmto 8 pm
Zoom Link: tinyurl.com/3k8pms7f
Call-In Number: 213.338.8477
Meeting ID: 814 9183 9547

71 attendees
(57 Virtual Zoom)
(14 In-Person)

o Oral Comment
1 Comment Cards

Public Hearing #4
Whittier (In Person)

August 17, 2022
6 pmto 8 pm
Whittier Community Center (Gymnasium)
7630 Washington Avenue, Whittier, CA
90602

42 attendees

13 Oral Comment
2 Comment Cards

TOTAL

164 attendees

28 Oral Comment
8 Comment Cards

Source: Metro (2024).Error! Not a valid bookmark self-reference. lists the coordination meetings
between Metro and agencies having jurisdiction.
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Table 1-11. 2022 Coordination Meetings with Agencies Having Jurisdiction for
the Recirculated Draft EIR

Briefing with
Assemblywoman Agency Briefings October 31,2023 | Metro Staff Only
Wendy Carrillo
Meeting with FTA Agency Briefings October 30, 2023 Metrc;/ti‘]EfCOM

Gateway Cities Council Metro Staff Only

of Governments Agency Briefings October 4, 2023
Briefing
Gateway Cities Council
of Governments Elected & City
Transportation Briefings August 3, 2022 Metro Staff Only
Committee

Source: Metro (2024).

1.11  Selection of Locally Preferred
Alternative

On December 1, 2022, the Metro Board selected Alternative 3 with the Atlantic/Pomona Station
Option, the Montebello At-Grade Option, and the Montebello MSF as the LPA. Factors evaluated in
selecting the LPA included consideration of the environmentally superior alternative identified in the
Recirculated Draft EIR, as well as which Build Alternative had the best opportunity for federal funding
opportunities relative to meeting the federal requirements for local funding commitment and the
timeline of required coordination with regulatory agencies. (Alternative 1 would require extensive
coordination with the California Department of Transportation [Caltrans] and the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers [USACE].)

In addition to identifying the LPA as Alternative 3 with the design options and the Montebello MSF,
the Metro Board of Directors adopted a motion for continuing the CEQA process for the LPA and the
full alignment with a terminus at Lambert station in Whittier (Alternative 1). The Metro Board did not
advance Alternative 2 for further environmental evaluation in the Final EIR because it would only
connect to the Commerce MSF, which would have a significant unavoidable impact on cultural
resources and would not continue east to connect to the environmentally superior Montebello MSF
option. Pursuant to the Metro Board motion, this Final EIR advances Alternative 1 with the design
options and the Montebello MSF and Alternative 3 with the design options and the Montebello MSF.

While the Metro Board is not advancing Alternative 2 to the Final EIR, Chapter 3, Corrections and
Additions, and Chapter 4, Responses to Comments, address all alternatives, design options, and MSF
site options evaluated in Recirculated Draft EIR.
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1.12 Release of the Final EIR

In support of the Final EIR release, public engagement will be conducted to announce this important
milestone and provide updates on the anticipated next steps for Metro Board certification.

During the Final EIR release and leading up to Metro Board certification, ongoing public engagement
activities and project updates will continue to be broadly available to project stakeholders in digital,
physical, and in-person formats. As part of the Project’s expansive public involvement efforts, existing
partnerships with community-based organizations will be arranged to execute further outreach to key
audiences, including youth, seniors, and other future transit riders of the Project.
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Recommendation

CONSIDER:
A. APPROVING the Board selected full 9-mile Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 with the Lambert
Station in the City of Whittier as the terminus for the Project

B. APPROVING the refinement to the Board selected Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA), a 4.6-mile
extension of the existing Metro E Line to Greenwood Station as the Initial Operating Segment; with
design options for Atlantic/Pomona (open underground station) and Greenwood Station (at-grade)
and a Maintenance and Storage Facility (including both at-grade and aerial yard lead design options)
located in the City of Montebello

C. CERTIFYING, in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the Final
Environmental Impact Report (EIR);

D. ADOPTING, in accordance with CEQA the:
1. Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations, and
2. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP); and

E. AUTHORIZING the Chief Executive Officer to file a Notice of Determination with the Los Angeles
County Clerk and the State of California Clearinghouse.
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9 miles (full alignment)

o 5 mile at-grade

o 1 mile aerial

o 3 miles below grade
7 LRT stations

o 4 at-grade
3 below grade

(@]

o 5 park & ride facilities

o 4 surface lots

o 1 existing parking structure

Major crossings

o Rio Hondo Channel

o San Gabriel River

o 1-605
LRT Crossings

o 3 aerial grade-separations

o 14 at-grade crossings
MSF facility

o City of Montebello
TPSS

o 8 Locations
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Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA)

Atlantic to Greenwood Initial
Operating Segment (10S)

>

Approx. 4.6 miles (Atlantic
Station to Greenwood
Station)

4 stations, including 1
relocated open-air station, 2
underground stations, and 1

at-grade

Stations located in
Commerce, Montebello, and
unincorporated Los Angeles
County

11,000 average weekday total
station boardings (2042)

5,857 new daily transit riders

1,859 transit-dependent
households within % mile of
stations
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Recirculated DEIR Comments and Environmental Impacts

>

>

Draft EIR Comments: 301 total comment submissions (total of 958 comments)
concerning approval/disapproval of one or more of the Build Alternatives,
economic and social issues, traffic and safety, construction impacts, community
impacts

Significant and unavoidable impacts would result from implementation of the
Project

Selected the environmentally superior alternative: Alternative 3 with the
Montebello MSF site option, with or without the design options; with no
residential displacements

Incorporated design refinements for the following:

. Aerial or at-grade yard lead track options for the Maintenanceand
Storage Facility located in the City of Montebello, and

. Additional interlockings to meet the Metro Rail Design Criteria (MRDC)
for revenue services and safety standardsfor rail operationsand
maintenance

Prepared a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP)

With mitigation, the Project will result in significant unavoidableimpacts

on Paleontological Resources

Project benefits outweigh and override the significant and unavoidable impacts

D Metro



FEIR Community Outreach and Next Steps

Final EIR and Notice of Availability (NOA) released on April 26, 2024

>

V V V V VYV VY

NOA mailed to agencies & organizations(111), affected property owners (237), and Draft
EIR commenters (101)

Final EIR availableatlibrary locationsthroughout project corridor

Legal noticesin local newspapers (LA Times, LA Opinion, Whitter Daily News)
Eblaststo over 2,400 stakeholdersand SMS (texts) to over 130 stakeholders
Notices (door-to-door) to 45,000 properties along project corridor

24,000 notices mailed to stakeholders and elected officials

5,000 fliers for community events

Next Steps

>

>

File a Notice of Determination with the Los Angeles County Clerk and State of California
Clearinghouse for the Final EIR document

Coordinatewith FTA to reinitiate the NEPA process by Summer 2024
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