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M. Jenny Cristales-Cevallos, Project Manager
" Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-7
Los Angeles, CA 90012

COMMENTS FOR THE RECIRCULATED DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
METRO GOLD LINE EASTSIDE TRANSIT CORRIDOR PHASE 2

Dear Jenny Cristales-Cevallos:

This is to provide comments regarding the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report
Metro Gold Line Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 which proposes to extend the Light Rail
Transit Metro L (Gold) Line from the current terminus at the Atlantic Station into eastern Los
Angeles County.

-1-1

LA County Library operates the Chet Holifield Library, which is 0.2 miles from the proposed
aerial Greenwood station. Library has reviewed the findings and agrees that there is a less than
significant impact to library services.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact Elsa Mufioz at (562)
940-8450 or EMunoz@library.lacounty.gov. —L

Very best,

Skye Patrick
County Librarian

SP:YDR:GR:EM

c: Grace Reyes, Administrative Deputy, LA County Library
Jesse Walker-Lanz, Assistant Director, Public Services, LA County Library
Ting Fanti, Departmental Finance Manager, Budget and Fiscal Services, LA County Library

https://lacounty.sharepoint.com/sites/publiclibrary/docs/staffservices/Documents/EIR/Metro Gold Line Eastside Transit Corridor/Los Angeles
County Metro Area Plan response.doc )

—
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Los Angeles Unified School District

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

CARLOS A. TORRES
ALBERTO M. CARVALHO Director, Environmental Health and Safety
Superintendent of Schools

JENNIFER FLORES
Deputy Director, Environmental Health and Safety

August 19, 2022
Submitted via electronic mail

Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Project Manager

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

PROJECT NAME: Metro Gold Line Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2

Recirculated Draft EIR
Presented below are comments submitted on behalf of the Los Angeles Unified School District’s (Los
Angeles Unified) Office of Environmental Health and Safety (OEHS) regarding the Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the proposed Metro Gold Line Eastside Transit Corridor
Phase 2 Project (Project). LAUSD understands that the Project includes approximately 3.2 to 9 miles of
extension, depending on the Build Alternative, of the Metro L (Gold) Line, a Light Rail Transit (LRT) line,
from its current terminus at Atlantic Station in the unincorporated area of East Los Angeles to eastern Los
Angeles County. The LRT 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 3rd Street. The guideway would then turn south and run beneath Atlantic Boulevard to
approximately Verona Street and Olympic Boulevard. The existing Atlantic Station would be relocated and
reconfigured to an underground center platform station located beneath Atlantic Boulevard south of Beverly
Boulevard in East Los Angeles.

A-2-1

Due to the proximity of the project to Los Angeles Unified schools, we have the following concerns about
potential negative impacts on the operation of schools as well as the school communities, including
students, teachers, staff, and parents. _
Potential Impacts to 4" Street Elementary School, 4" Street Primary Center, Garfield High School,
Griffith Middle School STEAM Magnet, and Monterey Continuation High School

4" Street Elementary School, 4™ Street Primary Center, and Griffith Middle School STEAM Magnet are :
immediately adjacent to the Project Corridor. Garfield High School and Monterey Continuation High
School are located approximately 330 feet east of the Project Corridor.

Noise and Vibration

LAUSD requests that the Final EIR studies Noise and Vibration impacts during Construction and Operation
to 4™ Street Primary Center located immediately adjacent to the Project Corridor. Located at 469 Amalia
Avenue, 4™ Street Primary Center is bounded by Atlantic Boulevard on the western border of the Campus.

A-2-

Noise created by construction and operation activities may impact District schools that are adjacent to the
Project corridor. The California Environmental Quality Act requires that such impacts be quantified and
eliminated or reduced to a level of insignificance. LAUSD established maximum allowable noise levels to
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The Office of Environmental Health and Safety is dedicated to providing a safe and healthy environment
for the students and employees of the Los Angeles Unified School District.




Comments on DEIR Metro Gold Line Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2

protect students and staff from noise impacts generated in terms of Leq. These standards were established
based on the California High Performance Schools (CHPS) noise standard. LAUSD’s exterior noise standard
is 67 dBA Leq and the interior noise standard is 45 dBA Leq. A noise level increase of 3 dBA or more over
ambient noise levels is considered significant for existing schools and would require mitigation to achieve
levels within 2 dBA of pre-Project ambient level.

| | A-2—3—N

In addition, to ensure that effective measures are employed to reduce construction and operation related
noise impacts on District sites, LAUSD asks that the following language be included in the control measures
for noise impacts:

A-2-4

e Atemporary noise barrier capable of reducing construction noise levels on the 4" Street Primary
Center and Griffith Middle School STEAM Magnet campuses to 67 dBA Leq shall be installed
between the rail corridor and the schools.

e Provisions shall be made to allow school administrators and/or their designated representative(s)
to notify the contractor if construction noise levels are adversely impacting the learning
environment. In this event, the contractor must implement additional noise attenuation measures
or reschedule noise-generating activities to a time when school is not in session.

J F
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Pedestrian Safety, and Traffic

OEHS approves of the below grade light rail transit, as this eliminates potential conflict points between the
trains and pedestrians or vehicles. However, OEHS is concerned with the close proximity of the proposed
staging area located west of Atlantic Boulevard between Corona Street and East 4" Street. Construction
activities will also lead to the presence of heavy equipment and increased truck trips to haul materials on
and off the project site, which can lead to safety hazards for people walking or driving in the vicinity of the
construction site. In addition, construction activities also may lead to increased traffic volumes or traffic
disruptions in an already congested area during school drop off and pickup times. To ensure that impacts

—
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on nearby schools from the construction of the proposed Project are reduced to the extent feasible, OEHS ~ [
asks that the following mitigation measures be required:
[ee]
e Contractors must maintain ongoing communication with Los Angeles Unified school <
administrators, providing sufficient notice to forewarn children and parents when existing
pedestrian routes to schools may be impacted. j
e Contractors must maintain safe and convenient pedestrian routes to Los Angeles Unified schools. (q
Los Angeles Unified’s School Pedestrian Route Maps are available at: http://www.lausd- <
oehs.org/saferoutestoschools.asp.

e Contractors must install and maintain appropriate traffic controls (signs and signals) to ensure
pedestrian and vehicular safety.

e Haul routes are not to pass by any school, except when school is not in session.

e No staging or parking of construction-related vehicles, including worker-transport vehicles, will
occur on or adjacent to a school property.

e Funding for crossing guards or flaggers, at the project proponent’s expense, is required any time
the safety of children may be compromised by construction-related activities at impacted school
crossings.

e Barriers and/or fencing shall be installed to secure construction equipment and to minimize
trespassing, vandalism, short-cut attractions, and attractive nuisances.

e Contractors are required to provide security patrols (at their expense) to minimize trespassing,
vandalism, and short-cut attractions.

I_I l_l A-2-13 L—IL—II_,L
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e Los Angeles Unified’s Transportation Branch must be contacted at (213) 580-2900 regarding the
project’s potential effect upon existing school bus routes.

e The Project Manager or designee shall notify the Los Angeles Unified Transportation Branch of the
expected start and ending dates for various portions of the proposed project that may affect traffic
within the nearby school areas.

e School buses must have unrestricted access to Los Angeles Unified schools.

e During the construction phase, truck traffic and construction vehicles may not cause traffic delays
for our transported students.

e During and after construction, changed traffic patterns, lane adjustment, traffic light patterns, and
altered bus stops may not affect school buses’ on-time performance and passenger safety.

e Construction trucks and other vehicles are required to stop when encountering school buses using
red-flashing-lights must-stop-indicators per the California Vehicle Code.

e Contractors must install and maintain appropriate traffic controls (signs and signals) to ensure
vehicular safety.

o Contractors must maintain ongoing communication with Los Angeles Unified school administrators,
providing sufficient notice to forewarn children and parents when existing vehicle routes to school
may be impacted.

e Parents dropping off their children must have access to the passenger loading areas.

OEHS’s charge is to protect the health and safety of students and staff, and the integrity of the learning
environment. The comments presented above identify potential environmental impacts related to the
proposed project that must be either analyzed further or addressed to ensure the welfare of the students
attending Los Angeles Unified schools, their teachers and the staff, as well as to assuage the concerns of
the parents of the students. Therefore, the measures set forth in these comments should be adopted as
conditions of project approval to offset unmitigated impacts on the students and staff at Los Angeles Unified
schools.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. If you need additional information, please contact me at (213)
241-3394.

Regards,

Christy Wong, CEQA Project Manager
Office of Environmental Health & Safety
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August 23, 2022

Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

CristalesCevallosJ@metro.net

Subject: Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report for Eastside Transit
Corridor Phase 2 Project, SCH #2010011062, Los Angeles County

Dear Ms. Cristales-Cevallos:

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has reviewed the Draft Environmental
Impact Report (DEIR) for the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project (Project) from the Los
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA). Associated documents
reviewed also included the Biological Resources Impacts Reports (BRIR). Thank you for the
opportunity to provide comments and recommendations regarding those activities involved in
the Project that may affect California fish and wildlife. Likewise, we appreciate the opportunity to
provide comments regarding those aspects of the Project that CDFW, by law, may be required
to carry out or approve through the exercise of its own regulatory authority under the Fish and
Game Code.

CDFW’s Role

CDFW is California’s Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources and holds those resources
in trust by statute for all the people of the State [Fish & G. Code, 88 711.7, subdivision (a) &
1802; Pub. Resources Code, 8§ 21070; California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines,
§ 15386, subdivision (a)]. CDFW, in its trustee capacity, has jurisdiction over the conservation,
protection, and management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and habitat necessary for biologically
sustainable populations of those species (Id., 8 1802). Similarly, for purposes of CEQA, CDFW
is charged by law to provide, as available, biological expertise during public agency
environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related activities that have the
potential to adversely affect state fish and wildlife resources.

CDFW is also submitting comments as a Responsible Agency under CEQA (Pub. Resources
Code, § 21069; CEQA Guidelines, § 15381). CDFW expects that it may need to exercise
regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code, including lake and streambed
alteration regulatory authority (Fish & G. Code, 8 1600 et seq.). Likewise, to the extent
implementation of the Project as proposed may result in “take”, as defined by State law, of any
species protected under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (Fish & G. Code, §
2050 et seq.), or CESA-listed rare plant pursuant to the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA; Fish
& G. Code, 81900 et seq.), CDFW recommends the Project proponent obtain appropriate
authorization under the Fish and Game Code.

3-1
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
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Project Description and Summary A

Objective: The Project would extend the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority L Line, a light rail transit line, from its current terminus at the Atlantic Station in the
unincorporated community of East Los Angeles to the city of Whittier. It would extend the Metro
L Line approximately 3.2 to 9.0 miles, depending on the Build Alternative. The Build Alternatives
are: Alternative 1 Washington (Alternative 1), Alternative 2 Atlantic to Commerce/Citadel Initial
Operating Segment (I0S) (Alternative 2), and Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood I0S
(Alternative 3). By extending the existing LACMTA L Line into eastern Los Angeles County, the
Project will provide connectivity to other destinations along LACMTA'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.

Location: The Project area is generally bounded by 1-10 to the north, Peck Road in South El
Monte and Lambert Road in Whittier to the east, I-5 and Washington Boulevard to the south,
and I-710 to the west. The new alignment corridor will run through five cities of Commerce,
Montebello, Pico Rivera, Santa Fe Springs, and Whittier and communities of unincorporated
East Los Angeles and Whittier-Los Nietos.

A-3-1

Comments and Recommendations

CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist LACMTA in adequately
identifying, avoiding, and/or mitigating the Project’s significant, or potentially significant, direct,
and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) resources. Editorial comments or other
suggestions are also included to improve the environmental document. CDFW recommends the
measures or revisions below be included in a science-based monitoring program that contains
adaptive management strategies as part of the Project’s CEQA mitigation, monitoring and
reporting program (Pub. Resources Code, § 21081.6; CEQA Guidelines, § 15097).

Specific Comments
Comment #1: Impacts on Species of Special Concern — Reptiles

Issue: The Project may impact coastal whiptail (Aspidoscelis tigris stejnegeri) and western
spadefoot toad (Spea hammondii), both species designated as California Species of Special
Concern (SSC).

Specific impacts: Project construction and activities, directly or through habitat modification,
may result in direct injury or mortality (trampling, crushing), reduced reproductive capacity,

population declines, or local extirpation of an SSC. Also, loss of foraging, breeding, or nursery r
habitat for an SSC may occur.

A-3-2

Why impacts would occur: Table 6-1. Special-Status Wildlife and Plant Species Potential in
the BRSA [Biological Resources Study Area] lists the coastal whiptail and western spadefoot
toad as having potential suitable habitat in the BRSA. However, appropriate avoidance,
minimization, or mitigation measures were not included in the DEIR in the event an SSC is
discovered on site. Impacts to an SSC could result from ground-disturbing activities and
vegetation removal. Wildlife may be trapped or crushed under structures. Large equipment,
equipment and material staging, and vehicle and foot traffic could trample or bury wildlife. SSC A 4
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could be injured or killed. Impacts on these SSC are more likely to occur because these are
cryptic species that are less mobile and seek refuge under structures. In addition, focused
surveys for amphibian and reptile species were not conducted for the DEIR to determine
presence/absence on site. As such, there is potential for the Project to impact SSC.

Evidence impacts would be significant: A California Species of Special Concern is a species,
subspecies, or distinct population of an animal native to California that currently satisfies one or
more of the following (not necessarily mutually exclusive) criteria:

e s extirpated from the State or, in the case of birds, is extirpated in its primary season or
breeding role;

e s listed as ESA-, but not CESA-, threatened, or endangered; meets the State definition
of threatened or endangered but has not formally been listed;

e is experiencing, or formerly experienced, serious (noncyclical) population declines or
range retractions (not reversed) that, if continued or resumed, could qualify it for State
threatened or endangered status; and/or

¢ has naturally small populations exhibiting high susceptibility to risk from any factor(s),
that if realized, could lead to declines that would qualify it for CESA threatened or
endangered status (CDFW 2022a).

CEQA provides protection not only for CESA-listed species, but for any species including but

not limited to SSC which can be shown to meet the criteria for State listing. These SSC meet

the CEQA definition of rare, threatened, or endangered species (CEQA Guidelines, § 15380).
Therefore, take of SSC could require a mandatory finding of significance (CEQA Guidelines, §
15065).

Impacts to any sensitive or special status species should be considered significant under CEQA
unless they are clearly mitigated below a level of significance. The DEIR does not provide
mitigation for potential impacts on SSC. Inadequate avoidance, minimization, and mitigation
measures for impacts to sensitive or special status species will result in the Project continuing to
have a substantial adverse direct, indirect, and cumulative effect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status
species by CDFW.

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s):

Mitigation Measure #1: Biological Monitor — To avoid direct injury and mortality of any SSC,
CDFW recommends LACMTA require a qualified biologist on site to move out of harm’s way
wildlife of low mobility that would be injured or killed. Wildlife should be protected, allowed to
move away on its own (non-invasive, passive relocation), or relocated to suitable habitat
adjacent to the Project site. In areas where any SSC was found, work may only occur in these
areas after a qualified biologist has determined it is safe to do so. Even so, the qualified
biologist should advise workers to proceed with caution near flagged areas. A qualified biologist
should be on site daily during initial ground and habitat disturbing activities and vegetation
removal. Then, the qualified biologist should be on site weekly or bi-weekly (once every two
weeks) for the remainder of Project until the cessation of all ground disturbing activities to
ensure that no wildlife of any kind is harmed.

Mitigation Measure #2: Scientific Collecting Permit — CDFW recommends LACMTA retain a
gualified biologist with appropriate handling permits, or should obtain appropriate handling

3-2
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permits to capture, temporarily possess, and relocate wildlife to avoid harm or mortality in A
connection with Project construction and activities. CDFW has the authority to issue permits for
the take or possession of wildlife, including mammals; birds, nests, and eggs; reptiles,
amphibians, fish, plants; and invertebrates (Fish & G. Code, 88 1002, 1002.5, 1003). Effective
October 1, 2018, a Scientific Collecting Permit is required to monitor project impacts on wildlife
resources, as required by environmental documents, permits, or other legal authorizations; and,
to capture, temporarily possess, and relocate wildlife to avoid harm or mortality in connection
with otherwise lawful activities (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 650). Please visit CDFW’s Scientific
Collection Permits webpage for information (CDFW 2022b). Pursuant to the California Code of
Regulations, title 14, section 650, LACMTA/qualified biologist must obtain appropriate handling
permits to capture, temporarily possess, and relocate wildlife to avoid harm or mortality in
connection with Project construction and activities. The LSA Agreement may provide similar
take or possession of species as described in the conditions of the agreement (see Comment
#2 Impacts on Streams).

Mitigation Measure #3: Wildlife Relocation Plan — Prior to initial ground and habitat disturbing
activities and vegetation removal, CDFW recommends LACMTA retain a qualified biologist to
prepare a Wildlife Relocation Plan. The Wildlife Relocation Plan should describe all wildlife
species that could occur within the Project site and proper handling and relocation protocols.
The Wildlife Relocation Plan should include species-specific relocation areas, at least 200 feet
outside of the Project site and in suitable and safe relocation areas. No wildlife nests, eggs, or
nestlings may be removed or relocated at any time.

A-3-2

Mitigation Measure #4: Injured or Dead Wildlife — If any SSC are harmed during relocation or
a dead or injured animal is found, work in the immediate area should stop immediately, the
gualified biologist should be notified, and dead or injured wildlife documented immediately. A
formal report should be sent to CDFW and LACMTA within three calendar days of the incident
or finding. The report should include the date, time of the finding or incident (if known), and
location of the carcass or injured animal and circumstances of its death or injury (if known).
Work in the immediate area may only resume once the proper notifications have been made
and additional mitigation measures have been identified to prevent additional injury or death.

Comment #2: Impacts to Streams

Issue: For Alternative 1, the DEIR proposes to replace one bridge column within the Rio Hondo,
one column within the Rio Hondo Spreading Grounds, and four columns within the San Gabriel
River.

Specific impacts: The Project has potential to result in temporary impacts to streams and
biological diversity in and downstream of the Project. The BRIR states, “If groundwater is
encountered during excavation for bridge piers, the excavation would be supported with the use
of drilling muds, or the "wet method of construction.” With this method, the hole is kept filled with
a drilling fluid during the entire operation of drilling the hole and placing the reinforcing and
concrete. The drilling fluid may consist of water if the hole is stable against collapse, or a
prepared slurry designed to maintain stability of the hole. The drilling slurry is formed by adding
either mineral bentonite or synthetic polymers to water and is maintained inside the drilled hole
at least five or more feet higher than the groundwater level.”

A-3-3
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Why impacts would occur: Project activities may potentially introduce deleterious materials
into the Rio Hondo, Rio Hondo Spreading Grounds, or San Gabriel River, potentially impacting
fish and wildlife resources downstream. Drilling within the streambed, placing equipment into the
riparian area, and introducing artificial structures to the bed, bank, or channel of a stream has
the potential to alter flows and result in scouring of a streambed. Scouring during and after
storm events could potentially lead to shifting or exposure of Project components, such as pipes
or manholes, that may further alter the shape and flows of the stream and diminish downstream
water quality. Placing heavy construction equipment into the Rio Hondo, Rio Hondo Spreading
Grounds, or San Gabriel River could decrease water quality on the Project site via leaks of
water, groundwater, oil, or other petroleum products. In addition, deleterious materials may
contaminate the Rio Hondo, Rio Hondo Spreading Grounds, or San Gabriel River due to frac-
out.

Bridge pier excavation has potential to release drilling fluids into the surrounding environment
through frac-outs. A frac-out occurs when drilling fluids penetrate fractured bedrock, or seeps
and flows into rock or sediment eventually reaching the surface. Because drilling muds consist
largely of a bentonite-clay mixture, they may not be classified as toxic or hazardous substances.
However, if released into water bodies, bentonite has the potential to adversely impact fish and
invertebrates.

Evidence impacts would be significant: CDFW concurs with the DEIR that construction of
Alternative 1 would require a section 1602 Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement with
CDFW.

Fish and Game Code section 1602 requires any person, State or local governmental agency, or
public utility to notify CDFW prior to beginning any activity that may do one or more of the
following:

Divert or obstruct the natural flow of any river, stream, or lake;
Change the bed, channel, or bank of any river, stream, or lake;
Use material from any river, stream, or lake; or,

Deposit or dispose of material into any river, stream, or lake.

According to Fish and Game Code Section 5650 (a), it is unlawful to deposit in, permit to pass
into, or place where it can pass into the waters of this state any of the following:

1. Any petroleum, acid, coal or oil tar, lampblack, aniline, asphalt, bitumen, or residuary
product of petroleum, or carbonaceous material or substance.

2. Any refuse, liquid or solid, from any refinery, gas house, tannery, distillery, chemical

works, mill, or factory of any kind.

Any sawdust, shavings, slabs, or edgings.

Any factory refuse, lime, or slag.

Any cocculus indicus.

Any substance or material deleterious to fish, plant life, mammals, or bird life.

ogkw

Per Fish and Game Code 5652 (a), “It is unlawful to deposit, permit to pass into, or place where
it can pass into the waters of the state, or to abandon, dispose of, or throw away, within 150 feet
of the high water mark of the waters of the state, any cans, bottles, garbage, motor vehicle or
parts thereof, rubbish, litter, refuse, waste, debris, or the viscera or carcass of any dead

3-3
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mammal, or the carcass of any dead bird.”

The Project may substantially adversely affect the existing stream pattern of the Project site
through the alteration or diversion of a stream, which absent specific mitigation, could result in
substantial erosion or siltation on site or off site of the Project. Debris, soll, silt, sawdust,
rubbish, raw cement/concrete or washings thereof, asphalt, paint or other coating material, oil or
other petroleum products, or any other substances which could be hazardous or deleterious to
aquatic life, wildlife, or riparian habitat resulting from Project related activities may enter the
stream.

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s):

Mitigation Measure #5: CDFW recommends the LSA Notification include a hydrology report to
evaluate whether altering streams within the Project site may impact hydrologic activity within
and downstream of the Project site. The hydrology report should also include an analysis to
determine if Project activities will impact the current hydrologic regime or change the velocity of
flows on site and downstream. The hydrology report should also determine if the Project will
result in substantial changes to water availability downstream for biological resources. CDFW
also requests a hydrological evaluation of any potential scour or erosion at the Project site and
downstream due to a 100, 50, 25, 10, 5, and 2-year frequency storm event for existing and
proposed conditions to determine how the Project activities may change the hydrology on site.

Mitigation Measure #6: CDFW recommends the Project implement Best Management
Practices (BMPs) to prevent erosion and the discharge of sediment and pollutants into
drainages during Project activities. CDFW recommends BMPs be monitored and repaired, if
necessary, to ensure maximum erosion, sediment, and pollution control. LACMTA should
prohibit the use of erosion control materials potentially harmful to fish and wildlife species, such
as mono-filament netting (erosion control matting) or similar material, within stream areas. All
fiber rolls, straw wattles, and/or hay bales utilized within and adjacent to the Project site should
be free of nonnative plant materials. Fiber rolls or erasion control mesh should be made of
loose-weave mesh that is not fused at the intersections of the weave, such as jute, or coconut
(coir) fiber, or other products without welded weaves. Non-welded weaves reduce entanglement
risks to wildlife by allowing animals to push through the weave, which expands when spread.

Mitigation Measure #7: The Project should not allow drill cuttings, drilling mud, and/or
materials or water contaminated with bentonite, or any other substance deemed deleterious to
fish or wildlife be allowed 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.

Mitigation Measure #8: The LACMTA should develop a frac-out contingency plan. The frac-out
plan should establish operational procedures and responsibilities for the prevention,
containment, and clean-up of frac-outs associated with proposed drilling activities.

Recommendation #1: CDFW’s issuance of an LSA Agreement for a Project that is subject to
CEQA will require CEQA compliance actions by CDFW as a Responsible Agency. As a
Responsible Agency, CDFW may consider the CEQA document from the LACMTA for the
Project. To minimize additional requirements by CDFW pursuant to Fish and Game Code
section 1600 et seq. and/or under CEQA, the CEQA document should fully identify the potential

A-3-3
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impacts to the stream or riparian resources and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, A
monitoring, and reporting commitments for issuance of the LSA Agreement.

To compensate for any on- and off-site impacts to wetlands or riparian resources, additional
mitigation conditioned in any LSA Agreement may include the following: erosion and pollution
control measures, avoidance of resources, protective measures for downstream resources, on-
and/or off-site habitat creation, enhancement or restoration, and/or protection, and management
of mitigation lands in perpetuity

A-3-5

— |

Comment #3: Impacts to Trees and Tree Replacement
Issue: An unknown number of trees may be removed or disturbed during construction activities.

Specific impact: The Project will remove an unknown number and unknown species of trees.
Project activities that result in the removal of trees may cause temporary or permanent impacts
to wildlife that utilize the tree as habitat. In addition, Project activities that involve removal of
trees have the potential to result in the spread of tree insect pests and disease into areas not
currently exposed to these stressors. This could result in expediting the loss of trees in
California which may support a high biological diversity including special status species.

Why impacts would occur: Page 18 of the BRIR states, “Most of the municipalities do not
have specific replacement requirements and mitigation is developed on a case-by-case basis
within each jurisdiction.” However, page 79 of the BRIR states, “Local tree protection policies
typically require tree removal permits which may include tree replacement or relocation under a
plan prepared in compliance with tree protection policies.” It is unclear which cities may have
their own tree replacement policies, if at all. If so, the DEIR does not present what these
replacement policies are nor does it present any tree replacement mitigation in the event there
are no policies in place. CDFW is therefore unable to determine if these policies are sufficient in
mitigating for impacts to trees removed. The lack of mitigation measures in the DEIR may result
in an ultimate total net loss of trees associated with the Project activities.

3-6

Moreover, all trees on site may provide habitat for wildlife within the Project vicinity. These trees
may provide adequate habitat for nesting birds and small mammals. Removal of trees on site
may temporarily or permanently impact available habitat for wildlife in the area. The loss of trees
should be included in the mitigation efforts.

Lastly, there is no proposed investigation and plan for managing tree pests or pathogens at the
time of removal. This may result in the introduction of pests, pathogens, or diseases to areas
where they previously have not been found.

Evidence impacts would be significant: The greater Los Angeles area is home to a wide
variety of migratory and non-migratory species of birds that utilize the urban ecosystem. Studies
have shown that street trees provide necessary foraging habitat to birds and are a critical
resource to promote avian biodiversity. Feeding bird density has been shown to be positively
associated with increases in density and size of street trees. In addition, there is evidence that
avian species generally prefer native street-tree species and only a few nonnative tree species
for foraging (Wood & Esaian 2020). CDFW is concerned that without sufficient mitigation for the
loss of street trees, there will be a negative impact of wildlife species, such as birds, in the

alignment area that would use these street trees for potential nesting and foraging habitat. j
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Lastly, without a proper investigation and management plan, the Project may also result in an ?

adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, by exposing other habitats to
insect and/or disease pathogens. Exposure to insect and/or disease pathogens may have a
substantial adverse effect on any sensitive natural community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, and regulations or by the CDFW or United States Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS).

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s):

Mitigation Measure #9: An infectious tree disease management plan should be developed and
implemented prior to initiating Project activities. All trees scheduled for removal should be
identified and counted to provide total numbers and species type. In addition, trees scheduled
for removal resulting from the Project should be inspected for contagious tree diseases
including but not limited to: thousand canker fungus (Geosmithia morbida), Polyphagous Shot
Hole Borer (Euwallacea spp.), and goldspotted oak borer (Agrilus auroguttatus) (TCD 2020;
UCANR 2020; UCIPM 2013). To avoid the spread of infectious tree diseases, diseased trees
should not be transported from the Project site without first being treated using best available
management practices relevant for each tree disease observed.

A-3-6

Mitigation Measure #10: Given that the DEIR does not provide justification for how any city
mitigation ratio would adequately reduce impacts to below a level of significance while
considering temporal loss, native trees, size of trees, potential mitigation failure, or other factors,
CDFW recommends replacing native trees with at least a 3:1 ratio. CDFW also recommends
replacing non-native trees with at least a 1:1 ratio with native trees.

Additional Recommendations |

Recommendation #2: CDFW recommends modifying BIO-MM-1 to include underlined
language and remove language with strikethrough.

“Up to a year prior to demolition work occurring at bridges, and in coordination with 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 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.

A-3-7

If maternity roosts are found, to the extent feasible, work should be scheduled between
October 1 and February 28, outside of the maternity roosting season when young bats are
present but are yet ready to fly out of the roost (March 1 to September 30). If maternity
roosts are found and LACMTA determines that impacts are unavoidable, a qualified bat
specialist should conduct a preconstruction survey to identify those trees proposed for
disturbance that could provide hibernacula or nursery colony roosting habitat. Acoustic
recognition technology should be used to maximize the detection of bats. Each tree
identified as potentially supporting an active maternity roost should be closely inspected by
the bat specialist no more than 7 days prior to tree disturbance to determine the presence or

A 4
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absence of roost bats more precisely. If maternity roosts are detected, trees/structures
determined to be maternity roosts should be left in place until the end of the maternity
season. Work should not occur within 100 feet of or directly under or adjacent to an active
roost. Work should also not occur between 30 minutes before subset and 30 minutes after
sunrise.”

Recommendation #3: CDFW recommends modifying BIO-MM-2 to include underlined
language and remove language with strikethrough.

“Prior to demolition work occurring at bridges and outside of the bird nesting season for
cliff swallows (February 15 to August 31), 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 should 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 conflrmed through inspection bv a quallfled bat

blologlst

evemng—eme#genee—ef—eeeupwng—bats— The DEIR WI|| mcorporate mlthatlon measures in

accordance with California Bat Mitigation Measures (Johnston et al. 2004).”

Recommendation #4: CDFW recommends modifying BIO-MM-4 to include underlined
language and remove language with strikethrough

“To the extent feasible, ground-disturbing activities (e.q., mobilizing, staging, drilling, and
excavating) and vegetation removal during the avian breeding season which generally
runs from February 15 through September 15 (as early as January 1 for some raptors) to
avoid take of birds, raptors, or their eggs. 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, and prior to pile driving near active bird nests and
maintenance activities (e.g., tree trimming) during the bird nesting season, which
generally runs from January 1 through September 1, the following shall occur:

One bioloegicat 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. Buffers may be as large as 300 feet for migratory bird nests and 500 feet for
raptor nests. by-CBFW-and v-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.”

It should be noted that the temporary halt of Project activities within nesting buffers during
nesting season does not constitute effective mitigation for the purposes of offsetting Project
impacts associated with habitat loss. Additional mitigation would be necessary to compensate
for the permanent removal of nesting habitat within the Project site based on acreage of impact

A-3-7
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and vegetation composition. CDFW shall be consulted to determine proper mitigation for
impacts to occupied habitat depending on the status of the bird species. Mitigation ratios would
increase with the occurrence a California Species of Special Concern and would further
increase with the occurrence of a CESA-listed species.

Recommendation #5: The DEIR states, “Some migratory birds could nest in street trees along
Alternative 1 and within station footprints and the Commerce MSF site option. Cliff swallows
were observed nesting under the Washington Boulevard bridge during surveys.” CDFW
recommends the following measures be incorporated into the DEIR to protect cliff swallows
(Petrochelidon pyrrhonota) during construction activities:

Swallow Nesting. Construction should either occur outside of the swallow nesting period (March
15 through August 31), or the suitable bridge nesting habitat should be netted by LACMTA
before initiation of the breeding season to prevent nesting. The netting should remain in place
until August 1 or until construction activities at the site are complete. The netting should 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 should be removed and the net's integrity repaired.

Swallow Exclusion. LACMTA should exclude swallows from areas where construction activities
cause nest damage or abandonment.

Swallow Inspection. Weekly inspection of the bridge for nesting activity should begin by March.
If cliff swallows begin colonizing the bridge prior to beginning bridge work, all nest precursors
(mud placed by swallows for construction of nests) should be washed down at least once daily
until swallows cease trying to construct nests. This activity should not result in harm or death to
adult swallows. This weekly inspection and washing activity should occur until April 1, after that
period, no washing activity should occur to prevent harm or death to eggs or nestlings.

Swallow Nest Removal. Swallow nests should be removed in the fall after nesting season
(February 15 to August 31) to prevent swallows from further nesting within the Project area
during construction activities and only after nests are confirmed to be inactive.

Recommendation #6: CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact
reports and negative declarations be incorporated into a database which may be used to make
subsequent or supplemental environmental determinations [Pub. Resources Code, § 21003,
subd. (e)]. Accordingly, please report any special status species detected by completing and
submitting CNDDB Field Survey Forms (CDFW 2022c). This includes all documented
occurrences of special status species. The LACMTA should ensure the data has been properly
submitted, with all data fields applicable filled out, prior to Project ground-disturbing activities.
The data entry should also list pending development as a threat and then update this
occurrence after impacts have occurred. The LACMTA should provide CDFW with confirmation
of data submittal.

Recommendation #7: Per Public Resources Code section 21081.6(a)(1), CDFW has provided
the LACMTA with a summary of our suggested mitigation measures and recommendations in
the form of an attached Draft Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan (MMRP; Attachment A).
A final MMRP shall reflect results following additional plant and wildlife surveys and the Project’s
final on and/or off-site mitigation plans.

A-3-7
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Filing Fees

The Project, as proposed, would have an impact on fish and/or wildlife, and assessment of filing
fees is necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the Notice of Determination by the LACMTA
of Los Angeles and serve to help defray the cost of environmental review by CDFW. Payment of
the fee is required for the underlying Project approval to be operative, vested, and final (Cal.
Code Regs., tit. 14, § 753.5; Fish & G. Code, § 711.4; Pub. Resources Code, § 21089).

Conclusion

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Project to assist the LACMTA in adequately
analyzing and minimizing/mitigating impacts to biological resources. CDFW requests an
opportunity to review and comment on any response that the LACMTA has to our comments
and to receive notification of any forthcoming hearing date(s) for the Project [CEQA Guidelines,
§ 15073(e)]. If you have any questions or comments regarding this letter, please contact Felicia
Silva, Environmental Scientist, at Felicia.Silva@wildlife.ca.gov or (562) 292-8105.

Sincerely,

EDocuSigned by:
5G91E19EFB094C3 .
Victoria Tang signing for

Erinn Wilson-Olgin
Environmental Program Manager |
South Coast Region

ec: CDFwW
Erinn Wilson-Olgin, Los Alamitos — Erinn.Wilson-Olgin@wildlife.ca.gov
Victoria Tang, Los Alamitos — Victoria.Tang@wildlife.ca.gov
Ruby Kwan-Davis, Los Alamitos — Ruby.Kwan-Davis@wildlife.ca.gov
Felicia Silva, Los Alamitos — Felicia.Silva@wildlife.ca.gov
Julisa Portugal, Los Alamitos — Julisa.Portugal@wildlife.ca.gov
Fredric Rieman, Los Alamitos — Frederic.Rieman@wildlife.ca.qgov
Cindy Hailey, San Diego — Cindy.Hailey@wildlife.ca.gov
CEQA Program Coordinator, Sacramento — CEQACommentLetters@wildlife.ca.gov

Office of Planning and Research

State Clearinghouse, Sacramento — State.Clearinghouse @opr.ca.qov
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Attachment A: Draft Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan
CDFW recommends the following language to be incorporated into a future environmental document for the Project. A final
MMRP shall reflect results following additional plant and wildlife surveys and the Project’s final on and/or off-site mitigation
plans.
Biological Resources (BIO)
Mitigation Measure (MM) or Recommendation (REC) Timing Responsible Party
To avoid direct injury and mortality of any SSC, LACMTA shall
require the Project Applicant to have a qualified biologist on site to
move out of harm’s way wildlife of low mobility that would be
injured or killed. Wildlife shall be protected, allowed to move away
on its own (non-invasive, passive relocation), or relocated to
suitable habitat adjacent to the Project site. In areas where any Prior to
MM-BIO-1- SSC was found, work may only occur in these areas after a Proiect
Biological qualified biologist has determined it is safe to do so. Even so, the ) . LACMTA
, e : : . : . construction
Monitor qualified biologist shall advise workers to proceed with caution o
o : ) ) . and activities
near flagged areas. A qualified biologist shall be on site daily
during initial ground and habitat disturbing activities and vegetation
removal. Then, the qualified biologist shall be on site weekly or bi-
weekly (once every two weeks) for the remainder of Project until
the cessation of all ground disturbing activities to ensure that no
wildlife of any kind is harmed.
LACMTA shall require the Project Applicant retain a qualified
MM-B1O-2- bIO|OgIS'F with apprppnate h_andllng permits, or sha'II obtain Prior to
S appropriate handling permits to capture, temporarily possess, and .
Scientific - : P ) . Project
. relocate wildlife to avoid harm or mortality in connection with . LACMTA
Collecting . ) . . construction
) Project construction and activities. CDFW has the authority to o
Permit : . . . : and activities
issue permits for the take or possession of wildlife, including
mammals; birds, nests, and eggs; reptiles, amphibians, fish,

-3-10
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plants; and invertebrates (Fish & G. Code, 8§ 1002, 1002.5, 1003).
Effective October 1, 2018, a Scientific Collecting Permit is required
to monitor project impacts on wildlife resources, as required by
environmental documents, permits, or other legal authorizations;
and, to capture, temporarily possess, and relocate wildlife to avoid
harm or mortality in connection with otherwise lawful activities (Cal.
Code Regs., tit. 14, § 650). Please visit CDFW’s Scientific
Collection Permits webpage for information (CDFW 2022b).
Pursuant to the California Code of Requlations, title 14, section
650, the Project Applicant/qualified biologist must obtain
appropriate handling permits to capture, temporarily possess, and
relocate wildlife to avoid harm or mortality in connection with
Project construction and activities. The LSA Agreement may
provide similar take or possession of species as described in the
conditions of the agreement (see Comment #2 Impacts on
Streams).

Prior to initial ground and habitat disturbing activities and
vegetation removal, LACMTA shall require the Project Applicant
retain a qualified biologist to prepare a Wildlife Relocation Plan.
The Wildlife Relocation Plan shall describe all wildlife species that

and LACMTA within three calendar days of the incident or finding.
The report shall include the date, time of the finding or incident (if

and activities

could occur within the Project site and proper handling and Prior to
MM-BIO-3- . - ; X .
o relocation protocols. The Wildlife Relocation Plan shall include Project
Wildlife : g . . : LACMTA
, species-specific relocation areas, at least 200 feet outside of the construction
Relocation Plan . ; . . ) ) o
Project site and in suitable and safe relocation areas. The Project | and activities
Applicant shall submit a copy of a Wildlife Relocation Plan to
LACMTA prior to initial ground and habitat disturbing activities and
vegetation removal. No wildlife nests, eggs, or nestlings may be
removed or relocated at any time.
If any SSC are harmed during relocation or a dead or injured
animal is found, work in the immediate area shall stop immediately, | Prior to
MM-BIO-4- - ) . e o - .
. the qualified biologist shall be notified, and dead or injured wildlife | Project
Injured or Dead . il ¢ | hall b . LACMTA
Wildlife documented immediately. A formal report shall be sent to CDFW construction

A-3-10
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known), and location of the carcass or injured animal and
circumstances of its death or injury (if known). Work in the
immediate area may only resume once the proper notifications
have been made and additional mitigation measures have been
identified to prevent additional injury or death.

MM-BIO-5-
Hydrology
Report

The LSA Notification shall include a hydrology report to evaluate
whether altering streams within the Project site may impact
hydrologic activity within and downstream of the Project site. The
hydrology report shall also include an analysis to determine if
Project activities will impact the current hydrologic regime or
change the velocity of flows on site and downstream. The
hydrology report shall also determine if the Project will result in
substantial changes to water availability downstream for biological
resources. CDFW also requests a hydrological evaluation of any
potential scour or erosion at the Project site and downstream due
to a 100, 50, 25, 10, 5, and 2-year frequency storm event for
existing and proposed conditions to determine how the Project
activities may change the hydrology on site.

Prior to
Project
construction
and activities

LACMTA

MM-BI10-6-BMPs

Projects shall implement Best Management Practices (BMPs) to
prevent erosion and the discharge of sediment and pollutants into
drainages during Project activities. BMPs shall be monitored and
repaired, if necessary, to ensure maximum erosion, sediment, and
pollution control. The Project proponent shall prohibit the use of
erosion control materials potentially harmful to fish and wildlife
species, such as mono-filament netting (erosion control matting) or
similar material, within stream areas. All fiber rolls, straw wattles,
and/or hay bales utilized within and adjacent to the Project site
shall be free of nonnative plant materials. Fiber rolls or erosion
control mesh shall be made of loose-weave mesh that is not fused
at the intersections of the weave, such as jute, or coconut (coir)
fiber, or other products without welded weaves. Non-welded
weaves reduce entanglement risks to wildlife by allowing animals
to push through the weave, which expands when spread.

Prior to
Project
construction
and activities

LACMTA

A-3-10
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The Project shall not allow drill cuttings, drilling mud, and/or
materials or water contaminated with bentonite or any other .
. . I Prior to
substance deemed deleterious to fish or wildlife be allowed to .
MM-BIO-7- : Project
- enter the stream or be placed where they may be washed into the . LACMTA
Drilling Mud . . . construction
stream. Any contaminated water/materials from the drilling and/or O
. I : . ” and activities
project activities shall be pumped or placed into a holding facility
and removed for proper disposal.
The LACMTA shall develop a frac-out contingency plan. The frac- | Prior to
MM-BIO-8-Frac- | out plan shall establish operational procedures and responsibilities | Project
i : . LACMTA
out Plan for the prevention, containment, and clean-up of frac-outs construction
associated with proposed horizontal directional drilling. and activities
CDFW’s issuance of an LSA Agreement for a Project that is
subject to CEQA will require CEQA compliance actions by CDFW
as a Responsible Agency. As a Responsible Agency, CDFW may
consider the CEQA document from the LACMTA for the Project.
To minimize additional requirements by CDFW pursuant to Fish
and Game Code section 1600 et seq. and/or under CEQA, the
CEQA document should fully identify the potential impacts to the
stream or riparian resources and provide adequate avoidance, Prior to
REC-1-CEQA mitigation, monitoring, and reporting commitments for issuance of | Project
. . LACMTA
Compliance the LSA Agreement. construction
and activities
To compensate for any on- and off-site impacts to wetlands or
riparian resources, additional mitigation conditioned in any LSA
Agreement may include the following: erosion and pollution control
measures, avoidance of resources, protective measures for
downstream resources, on- and/or off-site habitat creation,
enhancement or restoration, and/or protection, and management
of mitigation lands in perpetuity
MM-BI0O-9- An infectious tree disease management plan shall be developed Pri
. \ ) L . o rior to
Infectious Tree and implemented prior to initiating Project activities. All trees Proiect
Disease scheduled for removal shall be identified and counted to provide ) . LACMTA
. . construction
Management total numbers and species type. In addition, trees scheduled for o
, . : and activities
Plan removal resulting from the Project shall be inspected for
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contagious tree diseases including but not limited to: thousand
canker fungus (Geosmithia morbida), Polyphagous Shot Hole
Borer (Euwallacea spp.), and goldspotted oak borer (Agrilus
auroguttatus) (TCD 2020; UCANR 2020; UCIPM 2013). To avoid
the spread of infectious tree diseases, 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.

Given that the DEIR does not provide justification for how any City

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.

If maternity roosts are found, to the extent feasible, work
should be scheduled between October 1 and February 28,

and activities

mitigation ratio would adequately reduce impacts to below a level Prior to
MM-BIO-10-Tree | of significance while considering temporal loss, native trees, size of | Project
. e ; ; . LACMTA
Replacement trees, potential mitigation failure, or other factors, native trees shall | construction
be replaced with at least a 3:1 ratio. Non-native trees shall be and activities
replaced with at least a 1:1 ratio with native trees.
CDFW recommends modifying BIO-MM-1 to include underlined
language and remove language with strikethrough.
“Up to a year prior to demolition work occurring at bridges, and
in coordination with 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 be scheduled by Metro or the contractor. Prior to
REC-2-Bat Surveys shall be conducted using ultrasonic detectors and Project LACMTA
Surveys night vision technology in order to capture species and construction

A-3-10
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outside of the maternity roosting season when young bats are
present but are yet ready to fly out of the roost (March 1 to
September 30). If maternity roosts are found and LACMTA
determines that impacts are unavoidable, a qualified bat
specialist should conduct a preconstruction survey to identify
those trees proposed for disturbance that could provide
hibernacula or nursery colony roosting habitat. Acoustic
recognition technology should be used to maximize the
detection of bats. Each tree identified as potentially supporting
an active maternity roost should be closely inspected by the
bat specialist no more than 7 days prior to tree disturbance to
determine the presence or absence of roost bats more
precisely. If maternity roosts are detected, trees/structures
determined to be maternity roosts should be left in place until
the end of the maternity season. Work should not occur within
100 feet of or directly under or adjacent to an active roost.
Work should also not occur between 30 minutes before subset
and 30 minutes after sunrise.”

REC-3-Bat
Nests

CDFW recommends modifying BIO-MM-2 to include underlined
language and remove language with strikethrough.

Prior to demolition work occurring at bridges and outside of
the bird nesting season for cliff swallows (February 15 to
August 31), 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 should 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. H-the-nests-are-unoceupied,-they
hall I lor the di . : Lfiod bioloaist

Any-nests-accupied-by-bats-shall- be removed-under

StperviSion of a_qua_lllleel biclogist |||_ee||sultat|en_ with

Prior to
Project
construction
and activities

LACMTA
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emergence-of-ocecupyihrg-bats: The DEIR will incorporate

mitigation measures in accordance with California Bat
Mitigation Measures (Johnston et al. 2004).

REC-4-Nesting
Birds

CDFW recommends modifying BIO-MM-4 to include underlined
language and remove language with strikethrough

“To the extent feasible, ground-disturbing activities (e.q.,
mobilizing, staging, drilling, and excavating) and vegetation

removal during the avian breeding season which generally
runs from February 15 through September 15 (as early as
January 1 for some raptors) to avoid take of birds, raptors,
or their eggs. 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, and prior to pile driving near
active bird nests and maintenance activities (e.g., tree
trimming) during the bird nesting season, which generally
runs from January 1 through September 1, the following
shall occur:

One bioloegicat 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. Buffers may be as large as 300 feet for
migratory bird nests and 500 feet for raptor nests. by
CBRWand v-Vegetation removal within the buffer shall be
postponed until the nest is vacated and juveniles have

Prior to
Project
construction
and activities

LACMTA
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fledged (minimum of six weeks after egg-laying) and when
there is no evidence of a second attempt at nesting.”

It should be noted that the temporary halt of Project activities
within nesting buffers during nesting season does not constitute
effective mitigation for the purposes of offsetting Project impacts
associated with habitat loss. Additional mitigation would be
necessary to compensate for the permanent removal of nesting
habitat within the Project site based on acreage of impact and
vegetation composition. CDFW shall be consulted to determine
proper mitigation for impacts to occupied habitat depending on the
status of the bird species. Mitigation ratios would increase with the
occurrence a California Species of Special Concern and would
further increase with the occurrence of a CESA-listed species.

REC-5-CIiff
Swallows

The DEIR states, “Some migratory birds could nest in street trees
along Alternative 1 and within station footprints and the Commerce
MSF site option. Cliff swallows were observed nesting under the
Washington Boulevard bridge during surveys”. CDFW
recommends the following measures be incorporated into the
DEIR to protect cliff swallows (Petrochelidon pyrrhonota) during
construction activities.

Swallow Nesting. Construction should either occur outside of the
swallow nesting period (March 15 through August 31), or the
suitable bridge nesting habitat should be netted by LACMTA
before initiation of the breeding season to prevent nesting. The
netting should remain in place until August 1 or until construction
activities at the site are complete. The netting should 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
should be removed and the net's integrity repaired.

Swallow Exclusion. LACMTA should exclude swallows from areas
where construction activities cause nest damage or abandonment.

Prior to
Project
construction
and activities

LACMTA
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Swallow Inspection. Weekly inspection of the bridge for nesting
activity should begin by March. If cliff swallows begin colonizing the
bridge prior to beginning bridge work, all nest precursors (mud
placed by swallows for construction of nests) should be washed
down at least once daily until swallows cease trying to construct
nests. This activity should not result in harm or death to adult
swallows. This weekly inspection and washing activity should
occur until April 1, after that period, no washing activity should
occur to prevent harm or death to eggs or nestlings.

Swallow Nest Removal. Swallow nests should be removed in the
fall after nesting season (February 15 to August 31) to prevent
swallows from further nesting within the Project area during
construction activities and only after nests are confirmed to be
inactive.

CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact
reports and negative declarations be incorporated into a database
which may be used to make subsequent or supplemental
environmental determinations [Pub. Resources Code, § 21003,
subd. (e)]. Accordingly, please report any special status species

A final MMRP shall reflect results following additional plant and

detected by completing and submitting CNDDB Field Survey E:g)'[e::(t)
REC-6-Data Forms (CDFW 2022c). This includes all documented occurrences ) : LACMTA
. . construction
of special status species. The LACMTA should ensure the data and activities
has been properly submitted, with all data fields applicable filled
out, prior to Project ground-disturbing activities. The data entry
should also list pending development as a threat and then update
this occurrence after impacts have occurred. The LACMTA should
provide CDFW with confirmation of data submittal.
Per Public Resources Code section 21081.6(a)(1), CDFW has Prior to
REC-7- provided the LACMTA with a summary of our suggested mitigation approval of
Mitigation and measures and recommendations in the form of an attached Draft CEOA LACMTA
Monitoring Plan | Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan (MMRP; Attachment A). document

A-3-10



https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Submitting-Data
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Submitting-Data

DocuSign Envelope ID: A56CD436-FBD3-4640-B57E-AGA93ED35788

Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

August 23, 2022
Page 22 of 22

wildlife surveys and the Project’s final on and/or off-site mitigation
plans.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, Covernor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7

100 S. MAIN STREET, MS 16

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

PHONE (213) 505-5003

FAX (213) 897-1337

TTY 711

www.dot.ca.gov

Making Conservation
a California Way of Life

August 23, 2022

Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-6
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Re-circulated Draft Environmental
Impact Report (DEIR)

SCH # 2010011062
Vic. Multiple
GTS # 07-LA-2019-03991

Dear Jenny Cristales-Cevallos:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the j
environmental review process for the above referenced DEIR. This is a recirculation of
an earlier DEIR that was issued for public review on August 22, 2014. Per CEQA
Guidelines, recirculation is required when significant new information is added to the EIR
after the public review notice was given, such as changes to either the Project or
environmental setting. The Project would extend the Los Angeles County Metropolitan —t
Transportation Authority 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 to
the City of Whittier. It would extend the Metro L (Gold) Line approximately 3.2 to 9.0 miles,
depending on the Build Alternative. The four alternatives to be evaluated include:
Washington (Alternative 1), Atlantic to Commerce/Citadel Initial Operating Segment (I10S)
(Alternative 2), Atlantic to Greenwood I0S (Alternative 3), and a No Build Alternative. The
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority is the Lead Agency under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

A-4-1

A-4-2

Caltrans supports transportation projects that bring all modes of transportation together
to increase connectivity, expand the use of public transportation, and advance equity and
livability in all communities. It is our goal to provide a safe, sustainable, integrated, and
efficient transportation system to enhance California’s economy and livability while

l—e—

maintaining the safety and integrity of the State’s transportation system. After reviewing
the re-circulated DEIR, Caltrans has the following comments:
Caltrans does not anticipate any potential safety impacts on its facilities from the three (3) <
proposed build alternatives along Washington Boulevard. However, trucks hauling
A 4

“Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people
and respects the environment.”



Jenny Cristales-Cevallos
August 23, 2022
Page 2 of 2

materials should have tarp covers to prevent debris from falling onto State facilities’ on/off-
ramps and should avoid peak hours of congestion.

Also, Alternative 1 is outside Caltrans’ right of way, except the crossing at the 1-605
freeway. Alternatives 2 and 3 are outside of Caltrans’ right of way. On Washington
Boulevard at the 1-605 interchange, if there is a change in geometry/configuration (e.g.,
reduction in the number of lanes, traffic control, etc.), a Traffic Operations Analysis Report
(TOAR) including an Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE) should be prepared.

Regarding Complete Streets for Alternative 1, the project should consider upgrading all
existing station-adjacent intersection crosswalks to Continental style for increased
visibility and pedestrian accessibility. Further considerations consist of addressing
sidewalk gap closures, sidewalk widening, and ADA compliance, where needed. For the
SiX new stations, the adjacent crosswalks should include Leading Pedestrian Intervals
(LPIs) due to the lengthy intersections.

Additionally, most of the planned route would run along Atlantic and Washington
Boulevard, two streets that do not have bicycle facilities. A total of 50.9 existing miles of
Class I-1V bicycle facilities traverse or are adjacent to the project area. To further increase
multimodal safety, the project should incorporate bike signage and wayfinding to existing
(or planned) facilities.

As areminder, any transportation of heavy construction equipment and/or materials which
requires use of oversized-transport vehicles on State highways will need a Caltrans
transportation permit. Caltrans recommends that the Project limit construction traffic to
off-peak periods to minimize the potential impact on State facilities. If construction traffic
is expected to cause issues on any State facilities, please submit a construction traffic
control plan detailing these issues for Caltrans’ review.

Finally, any work completed on or near Caltrans’ right of way may require an
encroachment permit. However, the final determination on this will be made by Caltrans’
Office of Permits. This work would require additional review and may be subject to
additional requirements to ensure current design standards and access management
elements are being addressed. For more information on encroachment permits, see:
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/traffic-operations/ep.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Karen Herrera, the project
coordinator, at Karen.Herrera@dot.ca.gov and refer to GTS # 07-LA- 2019-03991.

Sincerely,
7%7;/ Cmeonasn
MIYA EDMONSON

LDR/CEQA Branch Chief
cc: State Clearinghouse

“Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people
and respects the environment.”
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
“Parks Make Life Better!”

Norma E. Garcia-Gonzalez, Director Alina Bokde, Chief Deputy Director

August 29, 2022

Ms. Jenny Cristales-Cevallos
Project Manager

Los Angeles County Metro
One Gateway Plaza

Mail Stop 99-22-7

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Cristales-Cevallos:

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY (NOA)
RECIRCULATED DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
METRO GOLD LINE EASTSIDE TRANSIT CORRIDOR PHASE 2

The NOA for the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Metro Gold
Line Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project has been reviewed for potential impact
on the facilities of the Los Angeles County Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR).
The Project would extend the Metro Gold Line from the existing Atlantic Station in East
Los Angeles to Whittier along Washington Boulevard.

Impacts on Multi-Use Trails

The proposed Alternative 1 may affect both the Rio Hondo River Trail and the San
Gabriel River Trail operated and maintained by DPR. The EIR analysis mainly focuses
on paved river bikeways operated by Los Angeles County Department of Public Works
(PW). DPR’s multi-use (hiking, biking and horseback riding) trails need to be taken into
consideration for project planning and impact evaluation.

The PW bikeway and DPR multi-use trail are separated at the Rio Hondo River
intersection along Washington Boulevard (Exhibit 1) and on the San Gabriel River
(Exhibit 3). Along the Rio Hondo River, the multi-use trail is on the western bank and the
bikeway runs alongside the eastern side of the river (Exhibit 2). At the San Gabriel River
Trail undercrossing, the bike path and multi-use trail are separated on the eastern bank
side (Exhibit 3). A general overview of both rivers and trails (Exhibit 4) and a screenshot
of PW's bikeway map data (Exhibit 5) are also attached. The Alternative 1 contains at-
grade segments at the Rio Hondo River Trail crossing and the San Gabriel River Trail
crossing, which may affect trail users. Further clarification on the change in elevation of
the tracks is needed.

Planning and Development Agency ¢ 1000 S. Fremont Avenue, Unit #40, Alhambra, CA 91803 « (626) 588-5322
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Ms. Jenny Cristales-Cevallos
August 29, 2022
Page 2

All construction activities, specifically those which generate construction traffic, noise
and/or disturbances, shall occur outside of high visitations days (weekends) and
holidays. If temporary trail closure, obstruction detour, and/or restrictions are deemed
necessary, Metro shall coordinate with DPR sixty (60) days prior to the onset of
construction activities to allow for review and coordination of schedule for construction
activities. Prior to temporary trail closure, obstructions, detour and/or restrictions, Metro
shall provide DPR a complete description of construction activity, materials, equipment,
method, trail re-route options and vehicles to be used, temporary signage as well as
best management practices to be implemented. For trail inquiries, please contact Ms.
Natasha Krakowiak, Trail Planner, at (626) 588-5813 or at
nkrakowiak@parks.lacounty.gov.

Public Noticing

Prior to construction or any disturbance of the trail, Metro shall notify the public at-large
of the pending construction activity, if any, forty-five (45) days prior to commencing
construction. The form of public outreach shall be through several mediums such as
local publications and public signs within a one-mile radius of trail access points or
existing trails. Notices on the trail shall begin approximately two (2) miles north and
south of the construction zone in both directions with intermediate signs every one-half
mile. Notice shall be sent to groups such as equestrian, mountain bike, and hiking
groups in the general area. Please coordinate with our trail staff regarding re-routing of
the Rio Hondo River Trail and the San Gabriel River Trail during construction.

Right-of-Entry Permit

Construction activities and operations occurring within Rio Hondo River Trail and San
Gabriel River Trail may require a right-of-entry permit from DPR. Metro shall contact
DPR ninety (90) days prior to commencing construction. For inquiries on the right-of-
entry permit, please contact Ms. Diane Thome, at (626) 588-5324 or by email at
dthorne@parks.lacounty.gov.

Thank you for including DPR in this environmental review process. If we may be of
further assistance, please contact Ms. Jui Ing Chien, Park Planner, at (626) 588-5317 or
by email at jchien@parks.lacounty.gov.

Sincerely,

Sean Woods 7\/

Chief of Planning
SW.CL.JIC:NK:ev

c. Parks and Recreation (C. Lau, M. O'Connor, L. Barocas, N. Krakowiak, D. Thorne, J.
Chien)

A-5
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Robert C. Ferrante

~ LOS ANGELES COUNTY Chief Engineer and General Manager
SANITATION DISTRICTS 1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601-1400
Converting Waste Into Resources Mailing Address: P.O. Box 4998, Whittier, CA 90607-4998

(562) 699-7411 « www.lacsd.org

August 29, 2022
Ref. DOC 6619292
Ms. Jenny Cristales-Cevallos
Project Manager
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Cristales-Cevallos:

Recirculated Draft EIR Response to Metro Gold Line Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project

The Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts (Districts) received a Notice of Availability of a Recirculated
Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the subject project on July 5, 2022. The proposed project is
located within the jurisdictional boundaries of Districts Nos. 2 and 18. Previous comments submitted by the
Districts to your agency in correspondences dated March 30, 2010, and October 22, 2014, (copies enclosed) still
apply to the subject project with the following comment and updated information:

1. Section 3.16.6 Impact Evaluation; Operational Impacts; pages 3.16-12, 3.16-16, 3.16-20, 3.16-29; 3.16-
30; 3.16-31: the Draft EIR mentioned that “...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.” Please
note that the Districts will not be able to accept discharge during rainfall or regional flooding. Other
emergency discharges of flood water into the sewers, as a result of a burst pipe for example, are generally
not allowed and should be directed to the storm drains. Some emergency discharges may be allowed on a
case-by-case basis and would require a Districts’ permit for Industrial Wastewater Discharge. Project
developers should contact the Districts’ Industrial Waste Section at (562) 908-4288, extension 2900, in
order to reach a determination on this matter. Project developers will be required to forward copies of final
plans and supporting information for the proposed project to the Districts for review and approval before
beginning project construction. For additional Industrial Wastewater Discharge Permit information, go to
https://www.lacsd.org/services/wastewater-programs-permits/industrial-waste-pretreatment-
program/industrial-wastewater-discharge-permits.

2. The proposed project may impact existing and/or proposed Districts’ facilities (e.g. trunk sewers, recycled
waterlines, etc.) over which it will be constructed. Districts’ facilities are located directly under and/or
cross directly beneath the proposed project alignment. The Districts cannot issue a detailed response to or
permit construction of the proposed project until project plans and specification that incorporate Districts’
facilities are submitted for our review. To obtain copies of as-built drawings of the Districts’ facilities
within  the project limits, please contact the Districts® Engineering Counter at
engineeringcounter@lacsd.org or (562) 908-4288, extension 1205. When project plans that incorporate our
facilities have been prepared, please submit copies of the same to the Engineering Counter for our review
and comment.

3. The wastewater flow originating from the Maintenance and Storage Facilities (MSF’s) of the proposed
project will discharge to a local sewer line, which is not maintained by the Districts, for conveyance to the
Districts’ Montebello Diversion Trunk Sewer, located in South Malt Avenue, north of Telegraph Road.

DOC 6677277.D0218
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Ms. Jenny Cristales-Cevallos 2 August 29, 2022

The Districts’ 18-inch diameter trunk sewer has a capacity of 3.8 million gallons per day (mgd) and
conveyed a peak flow of 0.3 mgd when last measured in 2016.

The wastewater generated by the MSF’s of the proposed project will be treated at the Joint Water Pollution
Control Plant located in the City of Carson, which has a capacity of 400 mgd and currently processes an
average flow of 243.1 mgd.

In order to estimate the volume of wastewater the project will generate, go to www.lacsd.org, under Services,
then Wastewater Program and Permits, select Will Serve Program, and scroll down to click on the Table 1
Loadings for Each Class of Land Use link for a copy of the Districts” average wastewater generation factors.

The Districts are empowered by the California Health and Safety Code to charge a fee to connect facilities
(directly or indirectly) to the Districts’ Sewerage System or to increase the strength or quantity of
wastewater discharged from connected facilities. This connection fee is used by the Districts for its capital
facilities. Payment of a connection fee may be required before this project is permitted to discharge to the
Districts’ Sewerage System. For more information and a copy of the Connection Fee Information Sheet,
go to www.lacsd.org, under Services, then Wastewater (Sewage) and select Rates & Fees. In determining
the impact to the Sewerage System and applicable connection fees, the Districts will determine the user
category (e.g. Condominium, Single Family Home, etc.) that best represents the actual or anticipated use
of the parcel(s) or facilities on the parcel(s) in the development. For more specific information regarding
the connection fee application procedure and fees, the developer should contact the Districts’ Wastewater
Fee Public Counter at (562) 908 4288, extension 2727. If an Industrial Wastewater Discharge Permit is
required, connection fee charges will be determined by the Industrial Waste Section.

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (562) 908-4288, extension 2743, or

mandyhuffman@lacsd.org.

Very truly yours,

Pandy, Hoffrnan

Mandy Huffman
Environmental Planner
Facilities Planning Department

MNH:mnh

Enclosure

CC:

J. Chung

A. Howard

R. Paracuelles

K. Ruffell

D. Whipple
Engineering Counter
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WATER
AECLAMATION

SOLID VASTE MANAGEMENT

1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601-1400
PO. Box 4998, Whitlier, CA 90607-4998 STEPHEN R. MAGUIN

Mailing Address:
Telephone: (562) 699-7411, FAX: (562) 699-54272

www.lacsd.org

March 30, 2010
File No: 02-15-18-00.00-00

Ms. Kimberly Yu, Project Manager

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-2

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Yu:

Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project
This is in reply to your letter, which was received by the County Sanitation Districts of

Los Angeles County (Districts) on February 8, 2010. The proposed transit corridor routes cross Districts

Nos. 2,
1.

15 and 18. We offer the following comments regarding sewerage service:

The Districts maintain sewerage facilities within the project area that may be affected by the
proposed project. Approval to construct improvements within a Districts' sewer casement and/or
over or near a Districts' sewer is required before construction may begin. For a copy of the
Districts' buildover procedures and requirements, go to www.lacsd.org, Information Center, Will
Serve Program, Obtain Will Serve Letter, and click on the appropriate link on page 2. For more
specific information regarding the buildover procedure, please contact Mr. Tony Wehbe at
extension 2720.

The proposed project may impact existing and/or proposed Districts' trunk sewers over which it
will be constructed. Existing and proposed Districts' trunk sewers are located directly under
and/or cross directly beneath the proposed project alignment. The Districts cannot issue a
detailed response to or permit construction of the proposed project until project plans and
specifications that incorporate Districts' sewer lines are submitted. In order to prepare these
plans, you will need to submit a map of the proposed project alignment, when available, to the
attention of Ms. Martha Tremblay of the Districts' Sewer Design Section at the address shown
above. The Districts will then provide you with the plans for all Districts' facilities that will be
impacted by the proposed project. Then, when revised plans that incorporate our sewers have
been prepared, please submit copies of the same for our review and comment.

The Districts own, operate, and maintain only the large trunk sewers that form the backbone of
the regional wastewater conveyance system. Local collector and/or lateral sewer lines are the
responsibility of the jurisdiction in which they are located, As such, the Districts cannot
comment on any deficiencies in the sewerage system for the proposed project except to state that
presently no deficiencies exist in Districts' facilities that serve the project area. For information
on deficiencies for a specific City's sewerage system you should contact that City's Department of
Public Works and/or the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works.

The wastewater generated by the proposed project will be treated at the Joint Water Pollution
Control Plant located in the City of Carson, which has a design capacity of 400 mgd and currently

IDOC #1537028 |
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Ms. Kimberly Yu, Project Manager -2- March 30, 2010

AR:ar

processes an average flow of 281.1 mgd, or the Los Coyotes Water Reclamation Plant located in
the City of Cerritos, which has a design capacity of 37.5 mgd and currently processes an average
flow of 26.5 mgd.

In order to estimate the volume of wastewater the project will generate, a copy of the Districts’
average wastewater generation factors is available online, Go to www.lacsd.org, Information
Center, Will Serve Program, Obtain Will Serve Letter, and click on the appropriate link on page 2.

The Districts are authorized by the California Health and Safety Code to charge a fee for the
privilege of connecting (directly or indirectly) to the Districts’ Sewerage System or increasing the
strength or quantity of wastewater attributable to a particular parcel or operation already
connected. This connection fee is a capital facilities fee that is imposed in an amount sufficient to
construct an incremental expansion of the Sewerage System to accommodate the proposed
project. Payment of a connection fee will be required before a permit to connect to the sewer is
issued. For a copy of the Connection Fee Information Sheet, go to www.lacsd.org, Information
Center, Will Serve Program, Obtain Will Serve Letter, and click on the appropriate link on
page 2. For more specific information regarding the connection fee application procedure and
fees, please contact the Connection Fee Counter at extension 2727.

In order for the Districts to conform to the requirements of the Federal Clean Air Act (CAA), the
design capacities of the Districts' wastewater treatment facilities are based on the regional growth
forecast adopted by the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). Specific
policies included in the development of the SCAG regional growth forecast are incorporated into
clean air plans, which are prepared by the South Coast and Antelope Valley Air Quality
Management Districts in order to improve air quality in the South Coast and Mojave Desert Air
Basins as mandated by the CAA. All expansions of Districts' facilities must be sized and service
phased in a manner that will be consistent with the SCAG regional growth forecast for the
counties of Los Angeles, Orange, San Bernardino, Riverside, Ventura, and Imperial. The
available capacity of the Districts' treatment facilities will, therefore, be limited to levels
associated with the approved growth identified by SCAG. As such, this letter does not constitute
a guarantec of wastewater service, but is to advise you that the Districts intend to provide this
service up to the levels that are legally permitted and to inform you of the currently existing
capacity and any proposed expansion of the Districts' facilities.

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (562) 908-4288, extension 2717.
Very truly yours,

Stephen R. Maguin

Vi

Adriana Raza
Customer Service Specialist
Facilities Planning Department

c: T. Wehbe
M. Tremblay

Doc #: 1535507.1
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COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 90601-1400

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 4998, Whittier, CA 90607-4998 GRACE ROBINSON HYDE
Telephone: (562) 699-7411, FAX: (562) 699-5422 Chief Engineer and General Manager
www.lacsd.org

October 22, 2014

Ref File No.: 3067926

Ms. Laura Cornejo

Los Angeles County

Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-2

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Cornejo:

Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project

The County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County (Districts) received a Draft Environmental
Impact Report for the subject project on August 19, 2014. We offer the following comment:

. The proposed project may impact existing and/or proposed Districts’ trunk sewers over which it
will be constructed. Existing and proposed Districts’ trunk sewers are located directly under
and/or cross directly beneath the proposed project alignment. The Districts cannot issue a
detailed response to or permit construction of the proposed project until project plans and
specification that incorporate Districts’ sewer lines are submitted. In order to prepare these plans,
you will need to submit a map of the proposed project alignment, when available, to the attention
of Mr. Jon Ganz of the Districts’ Sewer Design Section at the address shown above. The
Districts will then provide you with the plans for all Districts’ facilities that will be impacted by
the proposed project. Then, when revised plans that incorporate our sewers have been prepared,
please submit copies of the same for our review and comment. |

A-6-16

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (562) 908-4288, extension 2717.
Very truly yours,
Grace Robinson Hyde

\

Adriana Raza
Customer Service Specialist
Facilities Planning Department

AR:ar

cc? J. Ganz

DOC: #3121022.D99

I 4 7
Recycled Paper L%




A-7

CITY OF COMMERCE

Jose D. Jimenez, Director of Economic
Development and Planning
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND
PLANNING

Sent Via Web Form: metro.net/eastsidecomments

August 29, 2022

Ms. Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Project Manager

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-7

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 -
State Clearinghouse Number: 2010011062

Ms. Cristales-Cevallos,

Thank you for allowing the City of Commerce to comment on Metro’s Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report for the Gold Line Eastside Transit Corridor Phase Two Project.
This Project is very significant to the region, especially for us in the City of Commerce. Below
are the City of Commerce’s comments on the EIR.

A-7-1

e General Comment, as a member of the Five-City Washington Light Rail Transit Coalition,
the City of Commerce is in full support of any and all efforts to see the complete
development and construction of the nine-mile segment that encompasses Metro’s Phase
Two Project as described in the Recirculated EIR (SCH#2010011062) and discussed
herein.

¢ General Comment, the City of Commerce encourages Metro Staff to undertake any and all
efforts to ensure all possible funding mechanisms are being explored in order to complete
this project in an expeditious manner. This would include undertaking the NEPA process in
order to qualify for certain federal funds.

o On Page ES-7 and ES-8, it is suggested that all proposed train stations be clearly identified
to include their tentative names.

e On page ES-9, please clarify when, or what event(s) will initiate the 60 to 84 month
construction schedule.

L A-7-4 —l I— A-7-3 —' I—— A7-2 _' |
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Throughout the document and when referring to the Commerce/Citadel Station, there is a
statement which reads, “Parking would not be provided at this station.” Clarity or additional
context is requested with this statement. In other words, will the document prevent/prohibit,
the City or Metro in the future from exploring alternative parking scenarios based on the
deployment of light rail in the general area of the Commerce/Citadel Station?

Under 2.5.5.1.5 (Page 2-36) Traction Power Substations, the City of Commerce would like
to take part in any discussions and decisions regarding the placement of any power
substations within the City of Commerce.

City of Commerce would like to kindly remind Metro and its contractors that any and all
construction activities as described in Section 2.6.1 Construction Sequencing (Page 2-39)
within the City of Commerce shall obtain any and all necessary permits from the City prior to
the commencement of any work within the City.

The City of Commerce respectfully requests proper notice be given to the City on any and
all property acquisitions within the City of Commerce for the proposed Construction Staging
Areas as identified in Section 2.6.2 or as indicated in further detail in Appendix P and
Volume 2 of the Recirculated Draft EIR. This statement would include any other private
property acquisitions in conjunction with the proposed Project.

In reference to Implementation Schedule 2.8 (Page 2-45), the City of Commerce would like
to encourage Metro staff to explore any and all alternatives to accelerate the construction of
light rail in the region. This would include exploring any and all alternatives to complete the
entire segment within a foreseeable future.

Paragraph three on page 3-1-10 makes reference to Smithway Street as a “not typically
busy” roadway. Please note, this segment of roadway is vital to the Citadel Retail Center
and surrounding businesses throughout the year, especially during the winter holiday
season (ex. Black Friday Sale.) City of Commerce requests that any impacts that could limit
the use of this roadway be first reviewed and discussed with the City and any business that
may be impacted by construction activity along Smithway Street.

Figure 3.4.6. Goodyear Tire and Rubber Company Warehouse image (2353 Garfield
Avenue),(View east) appears to be an adjacent building, and not the former Goodyear
Building.

As understood by City staff, Alternative Three with the Montebello MSF site option, with or
without the design alternatives, would be the environmentally superior alternative as it would
result in a lower number of significant and unavoidable impacts compared to Alternatives
One, Two, and Three with the Commerce MSF site option, and smaller level of
environmental effects when compared to the full build-out of the Alternative One with
Montebello MSF site option. As an alternative mitigation measure to the possible loss of
historic contributing resources to the Vail Field Industrial Addition, in anticipation of the
Commerce MSF site, including the potential loss of the Pacific Metals Company Building;
the City of Commerce requests that Metro explore and include the dedication of open space
in the general area of the Pacific Metal Building that pays tribute to the former Vail Airfield as
well as the history of the general area. This request is in addition to the interpretive material
being recommended as a mitigation measure. If the mitigation measure is acknowledged,
then the City of Commerce would like to take part in any consideration involving the
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dedication of open space as recommended herein.

In addition, the plans show an aerial configuration occupying a considerable portion of the
street side as the tracks head east along Washington Blvd.  This may result in the
bifurcation of this part of the community. Staff would like to work closely with METRO on
alternatives to ensure the City is not left with a street side that is void of any pedestrian
opportunities.

The Project may potentially impact property within the City, including the one at Northwest
corner of Washington Blvd. and Garfield Ave. The project should consider the widening of
the west side of Garfield Ave. and north side of Washington Blvd. to create additional room
for bus stops and a right turn lane from Garfield south to Washington west.

The City is working on adding a right turn lane from westbound Washington Blvd. to
northbound Garfield at the northeast corner. The plans reviewed by staff show impacts at
this intersection, the widening of this intersection and adding a right turn lane may not be
possible due to the proposed work/improvements related to Eastside Project. The Eastside
Phase 2 Project should consider reimbursing the City for the costs the City had spent
related to the right turn evaluation (City did appraisals, survey, designs for the potential right
turn lane).

The Eastside Phase 2 Project will eliminate the third lanes (curb lanes) on both directions of
Washington Blvd., starting at Garfield Ave., which will reduce the capacity of Washington
Blvd. by approximately one-third. This may result in traffic being diverted to other City
Streets. The Eastside Phase 2 Project should consider and provide mitigation measures to
offset the impacts.

The City is looking to realign some of the streets within the project area to provide for better
mobility which would complement and mitigate the proposed Eastside Phase 2 Project.
These include, but are not limited to Smithway St. being realigned, Saybrook Ave to be
extended, and Tubeway St to be realigned and extended, among others. The City would
like to request that Metro work with staff to discuss/explore the feasibility/options if the takes
by the project can be evaluated/adjusted to assist the City with the proposed street
extensions/realignments.

The project should discuss various improvements to mitigate the impacts of the project, and
consider improvements, such as upgrading signals, rehabilitation of pavements, sidewalks,
etc. within the impact areas, especially along Washington Blvd.

There are overhead Southern California Edison (“SCE”) Power Poles along Washington
Blvd. Discussions on the relocation, including grounding, should take place with SCE.

The City of Commerce, and its staff are available to further discuss these comments or
Metro’s recommendations at any moment prior to final decision, as well as moving forward.
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The items discuss herein are a summary of our comments, and should not be construed as an
exclusive list of corrections or comments. Please feel free to reach out to us should you have
any questions regarding the enclosed information on this letter. | can be reached by phone at
323-722-4805, ext. 2389 or via email at jjimenez@ci.commerce.ca.us. Thank you. Stay Safe.
Stay Healthy.

Sincerely,

Jose D. Jimenez
Director of Economic Development and Planning

cc: Edgar Cisneros, City Manager
Viviana Esparza, Senior Management Analyst
Gisselle S. Delgado, Management Analyst
Metro Reading Case File, 2022
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City of Pico Rivera
OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER

6615 Passons Boulevard - Pico Rivera, California 90660
(562) 801-4371

Web: www.pico-rivera.org e-mail: scastro@pico-rivera.org

Steve Carmona

A-8
City Council
Dr. Monica Sanchez
Mayor
Erik Lutz
Mayor Pro Tem
Gustavo V. Camacho
Councilmember
Raul Elias
Councilmember
Andrew C. Lara

City Manager Councilmember

August 29, 2022
VIA ELECTRONIC AND U.S. FIRST CLASS MAIL

Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Project Manager

Metro

One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-7
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Email: eastsidephase2@metro.net

Re: Metro Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 — Draft EIR Comments
Dear Ms. Cristales-Cevallos:

The City of Pico Rivera (“City”) will be significantly affected by the proposed Metro Gold Line
Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Project (“Project”). The City has carefully reviewed the Gold
Line Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report, dated
June 2022 (“Draft EIR”) and offer the attached comments and questions (“City’s Comments and
Questions to the Draft EIR”) consistent with the process expressed in Section 6.10 of the Draft
EIR.

On behalf of the City, we ask that the City’s Comments and Questions to the Draft EIR be
addressed and analyzed. The City’s Comments and Questions to the Draft EIR are the City’s
initial comments and the City reserves the right to present additional comments and/or questions
as the scope of this Project develops.

Thank you in advance for Metro’s review and evaluation of the City’s response to the Draft EIR.
The City of Pico Rivera will remain interested and engaged in the process of the Project and the
impact it will create upon the residents and businesses of our City. If you have any questions
concerning the City’s Comments and Questions to the Draft EIR, please feel free to contact my
office.

Sincerely,

Db e —
Steve Carmona
City Manager
City of Pico Rivera

Attachment - City’s Comments and Questions to the Draft EIR
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Metro Eastside Gold Line Phase 2

Recirculated Draft Environmental Report

City of Pico Rivera - Comments

Page

Section

Header

Comment / Question

ES-6

ES-7

ES-13

ES-37

3.4-25

3.4-25

3.4-26

3.4.35

3.5-17

3.5-28

3.7-18

ES.3

ES.3.1

Table ES-2

ES.5.1

3.45.9

3.45.10

3.45.11

3.46.11

3.56.11

3.5.6.1.3

3.76.11

Alternatives Considered/Project Description

Build Altnernatives

Summary of Impacts by Environmental Resource

Environmentally Superior Alternantive

Dal Rae Restaurant

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Depot (PR
Museum)

Cliff May Ranch House 6751 Lindsey Avenue

Alt 1. Construction Impacts - Dal Rae

Alt 1. Operational Impacts - Regional Traffic

Alt 3. Operational Impacts - Regional Traffic

Alt 1. Op. Impacts - Total Op Emissions

To be more cost effective, what actions can Metro take to re-evaluate extending the line without relocating or
reconfiguring the existing Atlantic/Pomona station, currently operates as intended? Why is relocating and
reconfiguring the Atlantic/Pomona station deemed necessary for this project? Considering the cost, it appears
this project betterment comes at the expense of extending the line all the way to Whittier in a timely manner.

Altnernatives 2 and 3 reference 10S. Does this imply that these build altneratives will not extend beyond the
determined end-point? OR is this an attempt to introduce a phasing strategy? If so, can you please describe the
subsequent phases with more detail? Please provide timeframes, segment lengths, and constraints associated
with each of the subsequent phases.

A-8-5 A-8-4 A-8-3 A-8-2

Considering the distance of travel and number of stations, it appears that Alternative 1 - Montebello MSF has the
least amount of impacts and is therefore most beneficial from an enviornmental standpoint. How did Alternative 3
elevate as the most superior when the benefits are nowhere near as significant?

A-8-6

The environmental analysis summary indicates that both Alternative 1 and 3 are equivilent. However, per the
technical analysis on greenhouse gas reductions and vehicle miles traveled, Alternative 1 offers much greater
environmental benefit.

ey — L

Considering that Alternative 1 will introduce a visual impact to a site that is eligible for historic preserveration, how
will Metro support that establishment or the local city to preserve its historical sigifnicance?

Considering that Alternative 1 will introduce a visual impact to a site that is eligible for historic preserveration, how
will Metro support that establishment or the local city to preserve its historical sigifnicance?

A-8-8

Considering that Alternative 1 will introduce a visual impact to a site that is eligible for historic preserveration, how
will Metro support that establishment or the local city to preserve its historical sigifnicance?

According to the DEIR, a sliver of property is required to reconfigure the existing curb, sidewalk, and landscaping
along Washington Blvd. Construction will not alter the character-defining sign of Dal Rae but may disturb the
feature. Impacts must be avoided to prevent damaging the sign.

Per the DEIR, Alterntive 1 will result in 3.2 million VMT reduction, which is equalt to an annual reduction of 89,000
gallons of gas and 4,000 gal of diesel, resulting in 11.3 billion BTUs of energy saved. Alt. 1 reduces 2.2 billion
BTUs more energy that Alt. 3. Why is Alternative 3 determined to be more superior when Alerternative 1
clearly provides much greater benefit.

A-8-9

2.5 million VMT reduction = annual reduction of 71,000 gal of gas & 3,000 gal of diesel = 9.1 billion BTUs of
energy saved.

Alternative 1 would reduce regional VMT by 3,180,000 miles per year and GHG by 300 metric tons of CO2e per
year plus an additional VMT/GHG reductions with future transit connections and improvements. Alternative 1 is
superior to Alternative 3 in reducing VMT & GHG.

A—8-10—I L



3.7-34 3.76.1.3 Alt 3. Operational Impacts - Regional Traffic

Impacts LUP-2 - Plan Policy, or Regulation Conflicts

3.10-17 3.10.6.2 LAl

3.12-8 3.12.6.1.1 Unplanned Pop Growth
3.13-8 3.13.6.1.1 Alt. 1 Fire & Police Protection
3.13-9 3.13.6.1.1 Alt. 1 Fire & Police Protection

»
0

Alt 2 will reduce regional VMT by 2,544,00 miles/yr and GHG by 299 metric tons CO2e/yr

Alternative 1 helps to advance the 2014 Pico Rivera General Plan by satisfying Environmental Resource Policy
8.3-1, Circulation Policy 5.1-5, Healthy Community Goal 10.2-3, Section 3.2 - Air Quality, Section 3.7 - GHG.
Alternative 2 or 3 do not assist Pico Rivera to acheive these goals, and are therefore not superior.

EIR states that Alternative 1 "would not induce unplanned population growth or dramatically stimulate
development;" EIR does not mention or account for the current, ongoing transit-oriented development planning
around the Rosemead BI. Station, which will definitely have an impact on population growth via mixed use
development, with an emphasis on affordable housing near the station. The EIR mischaracterizes ongoing
efforts to plan population growth around the station area.

| I_A-Z-lz N [ | Lasw0 »l

Alternative 1 would potentially increase fire and police response times but remain acceptable with coordination
and design practices. Delays would be minor due to small trainsets and the short time period to enter and exit an
at-grade crossing. Trains can clear signaled and unsignaled intersections quickly allowing emergency vehicles to
pass. Alternative 1 will comply with National Fire Protection Assciation 130 Standard for fixed guideway Transit
and Passenger Rail Systems and Metro's Fire/Life Safety Criteria.

Considering the depth of quantitative data that Metro has collected during it's existance and througout the
countywide transit system, the EIR does not provide and/or evaluate any before-and-after data, rates, statistics,
averages on the potential increase of incidents. Metro can and should utilize existing data to extrapolate incident
rates that would be comparable and correlate with the new proposed stations for Alternative 1.

Alternative 1 may increase demand for fire/police due to incidents and emergencies resulting from stations,
facilities, and grade crosings. Fare evasion, assualt/robbery can occur at stations. Metro shall provide police from
the Transit Services Bureau to suppliment law enforcement efforts. Metro is also launching a 3-yr pilot Transit
Amabassador Program to observe and report incidents/emergencies.

A-8-13

Metro should provide quantitative analsysis and data regarding the total, average, and rates of incidents in light
rail corridors to fully understand the potential impacts to to fire/police response. Furthermore, the DEIR does not
provide insight on the increase services hours from fire/police. Will Metro be responsible for increase service
hours resulting from incidents on or near the light rail facilities? How will Metro compensate local jurisdictions for
budgetary impacts resulting from increase in fire/police services? —L

General Comments - Non Environmental Impacts & Considerations

Impacts to Local and Regional Truck Routes and Commerce

The DEIR did not include analysis that evaluates the project impacts to regional truck routes and commerce,
especially on Washington BI., which the local warehouse, industrial and commercial areas of the local economy
rely on. How does the loss of truck lanes, lane width reductions, and reduced turn-radii impact local and regional
commerce? Metro should conduct an economic impact assessment and an cost/benefit analysis. Provide a
complete operational analysis of the proposal to change Washington Boulevard from 6 through lanes to 4
through lanes, including traffic levels of service and delays associated with both scenarios. Address all modes of
transportation in this analysis.

l— A-8-14 —l



Cost Overruns - Rebuilding Atlantic/Pomona Station

Homelessness Support

Traffic Light Syncronization

Property Acquisitions & Dispensation

Business Impacts & Local Tax Base

Business Closures

A-8

The project cost estimates are skyrocketing due to the significant cost drivers such as the
relocation/reconfiguration of the Atlantic/Pomona station, tunnel, maintenance yard, and bridges. Metro should
consider maintaining the existing the Atlantic/Pomona Station as-is and begin tunneling once the LRT is on
Atlantic Blvd. The cost overruns will impact the project's ability to reach the proposed terminus in the City of
Whittier in a timely manner. What are the impacts to the project timeline if the underground Atlantic/Pomona
Station was completed as the final phase of the project?

A-8-16

The uincorporated community of East LA has 4 existing LRT stations plus 1 new proposed station for a
population of 120,000 people. That is equal to one station for every 24,000 people. Pico Rivera is proposed to
have 1 station for its population of 64,000. How does Metro plan to rectify the inequitable use of funding to rebuild
a fully functioning station at the expense of communities that do not have high quality transit? If cost and
construction impacts are a major influence on extending the light rail line to Whittier in a timely manner, Metro
should explore maintaining the existing Atlantic/Pomona station as-is or consider eliminating the station all
together.

A-8-18

B e Reee LTS

What resources and/or support will Metro provide to address homelessness on its facilities?

! L A-8-19

What agency will be responsible for providing LRT priority light syncronization to minimize traffic impacts and to
maximize LRT travel times within the corridor? How will this impact perpindicular roadway traffic, signals and
intersections that cross Washington Blvd?

A-2-20

Metro is proposing to acquire land surrounding the station near the intersection of Rosemead Boulevard and
Washington Boulevard for purpose of construction staging. Upon completion of the project, the City of Pico Rivea
would like to explore the dispensation of those lands to the local jurisdiction for the purpose of mixed-use transit
oriented community defvelopment with maximum local control.

According to a 2017 study from Columbia University and published in the Journal of Transportation and Land
Use, "station construction appears to increase the risk of business failure by 46% for businesses within 400
meters of a station." The study goes on to suggest that loan and technical assistance programs for businesses
affected by construction should become standard practice to support businesses in retooling to meet new
demand in addition to mitigating construction nuisance. Businesses at the Pico Rivera Towne Center have
generated an average of $1.7 million in sales tax annually over the past 10 years. Most recently, Pico Rivera
Towne Center businesses generated $2.2 million in sales tax revenue. Station construction will negatively impact
these vital City revenues for a prolonged period of time.Construction for Alternative 1 will significantly hinder local
business productivity and impact the local tax revenues received from business along the Washington Blvd.
corridor. How will Metro support local businesses subject to construction impacts? How will Metro compensate
local jurisdictions for the decline and/or loss of tax revenues?

A-2-21

According to a 2011 technical report from the U.S. Department of Transportation's Federal Transit Administration,
light rail projects present the following impacts, which may result in loss of business revenue along Washington
Boulevard: pedestrian access, traffic and vehicular access, temporary parking loss, utility shutoffs, noise and
vibration, increased dirt and dust, and visual impacts. If businesses, especially small long-standing businesses
are unable to endure the construction impacts and ultimately have to close, how will Metro make up for this type
of cultural and economic loss? Will these local businesses receive some form of restitution, compensation, and/or
relocation assistance?




Local Jurisdicational Project Reviews

Multimodal Safety & Access

Noise Attenuation - "Buffer Zone"

A-8

Local cities such as Pico Rivera are involved in reviewing project plans, documents, and designs, and support
efforts related to community outreach and engagement. How will Metro compensate and/or reimburse local
jurisdictions for project reviews and participation?

The development of safe, multimodal access to public transportation networks is critical to the success of this
project. This also includes first/Last mile planning that relates to street and sidewalk infastructure for vulnerable
road users suchas pedestrians, bicyclists, peopel with disabilities, and other users. Multimodal access needs to

consider and accommodate the many ways public transportation users get to and from a public transporation stop &

or access it. For example, the inclusion of a complete streets concept is crucial. With this concept, it is critical
that the infrascture around the lightrail is built to support multimodal access - including crosswalks, bike lanes,
bike parking, benches, wayfinding, etc.

Advocate for creation of a "buffer zone" that serves as noise attenuation betweent the track and any vibration-
sensitive receivers adjacent to the single-family residences (and TELACU residential development) along
Washington Boulevard. The stretch from Washington Blvd at Rosemead through Washington Boulevard at Pico
Vista Rd. is the only stretch in the entire proposed extension that passes directly accross residences. Noise
attenuation levels need to be assessed specifically for residential areas (vs. commercial, industrial, etc.)

y
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CITY OF COMMERCE

Jose D. Jimenez, Director of Economic
Development and Planning
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND
PLANNING

Sent Via Web Form: metro.net/eastsidecomments

August 29, 2022

Ms. Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Project Manager

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-7

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 -
State Clearinghouse Number: 2010011062

Ms. Cristales-Cevallos,

Thank you for allowing the City of Commerce to comment on Metro’s Recirculated Draft
Environmental Impact Report for the Gold Line Eastside Transit Corridor Phase Two Project.
This Project is very significant to the region, especially for us in the City of Commerce. Below
are the City of Commerce’s comments on the EIR.

e General Comment, as a member of the Five-City Washington Light Rail Transit Coalition,
the City of Commerce is in full support of any and all efforts to see the complete
development and construction of the nine-mile segment that encompasses Metro’s Phase
Two Project as described in the Recirculated EIR (SCH#2010011062) and discussed

herein. !
e General Comment, the City of Commerce encourages Metro Staff to undertake any and all h
efforts to ensure all possible funding mechanisms are being explored in order to complete
this project in an expeditious manner. This would include undertaking the NEPA process in
order to qualify for certain federal funds.
e On Page ES-7 and ES-8, it is suggested that all proposed train stations be clearly identified
to include their tentative names.
e On page ES-9, please clarify when, or what event(s) will initiate the 60 to 84 month
construction schedule. 1
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Throughout the document and when referring to the Commerce/Citadel Station, there is a 1
statement which reads, “Parking would not be provided at this station.” Clarity or additional
context is requested with this statement. In other words, will the document prevent/prohibit,
the City or Metro in the future from exploring alternative parking scenarios based on the
deployment of light rail in the general area of the Commerce/Citadel Station?

Under 2.5.5.1.5 (Page 2-36) Traction Power Substations, the City of Commerce would like
to take part in any discussions and decisions regarding the placement of any power
substations within the City of Commerce.

City of Commerce would like to kindly remind Metro and its contractors that any and all
construction activities as described in Section 2.6.1 Construction Sequencing (Page 2-39)
within the City of Commerce shall obtain any and all necessary permits from the City prior to
the commencement of any work within the City.

The City of Commerce respectfully requests proper notice be given to the City on any and
all property acquisitions within the City of Commerce for the proposed Construction Staging
Areas as identified in Section 2.6.2 or as indicated in further detail in Appendix P and
Volume 2 of the Recirculated Draft EIR. This statement would include any other private
property acquisitions in conjunction with the proposed Project.

In reference to Implementation Schedule 2.8 (Page 2-45), the City of Commerce would like
to encourage Metro staff to explore any and all alternatives to accelerate the construction of
light rail in the region. This would include exploring any and all alternatives to complete the
entire segment within a foreseeable future.

A-9-1

Paragraph three on page 3-1-10 makes reference to Smithway Street as a “not typically
busy” roadway. Please note, this segment of roadway is vital to the Citadel Retail Center
and surrounding businesses throughout the year, especially during the winter holiday
season (ex. Black Friday Sale.) City of Commerce requests that any impacts that could limit
the use of this roadway be first reviewed and discussed with the City and any business that
may be impacted by construction activity along Smithway Street.

Figure 3.4.6. Goodyear Tire and Rubber Company Warehouse image (2353 Garfield
Avenue),(View east) appears to be an adjacent building, and not the former Goodyear
Building.

As understood by City staff, Alternative Three with the Montebello MSF site option, with or
without the design alternatives, would be the environmentally superior alternative as it would
result in a lower number of significant and unavoidable impacts compared to Alternatives
One, Two, and Three with the Commerce MSF site option, and smaller level of
environmental effects when compared to the full build-out of the Alternative One with
Montebello MSF site option. As an alternative mitigation measure to the possible loss of
historic contributing resources to the Vail Field Industrial Addition, in anticipation of the
Commerce MSF site, including the potential loss of the Pacific Metals Company Building;
the City of Commerce requests that Metro explore and include the dedication of open space
in the general area of the Pacific Metal Building that pays tribute to the former Vail Airfield as
well as the history of the general area. This request is in addition to the interpretive material
being recommended as a mitigation measure. If the mitigation measure is acknowledged,
then the City of Commerce would like to take part in any consideration involving the 1
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dedication of open space as recommended herein.

In addition, the plans show an aerial configuration occupying a considerable portion of the
street side as the tracks head east along Washington Blvd.  This may result in the
bifurcation of this part of the community. Staff would like to work closely with METRO on
alternatives to ensure the City is not left with a street side that is void of any pedestrian
opportunities.

The Project may potentially impact property within the City, including the one at Northwest
corner of Washington Blvd. and Garfield Ave. The project should consider the widening of
the west side of Garfield Ave. and north side of Washington Blvd. to create additional room
for bus stops and a right turn lane from Garfield south to Washington west.

The City is working on adding a right turn lane from westbound Washington Blvd. to
northbound Garfield at the northeast corner. The plans reviewed by staff show impacts at
this intersection, the widening of this intersection and adding a right turn lane may not be
possible due to the proposed work/improvements related to Eastside Project. The Eastside
Phase 2 Project should consider reimbursing the City for the costs the City had spent
related to the right turn evaluation (City did appraisals, survey, designs for the potential right
turn lane).

The Eastside Phase 2 Project will eliminate the third lanes (curb lanes) on both directions of
Washington Blvd., starting at Garfield Ave., which will reduce the capacity of Washington
Blvd. by approximately one-third. This may result in traffic being diverted to other City
Streets. The Eastside Phase 2 Project should consider and provide mitigation measures to
offset the impacts.

A-9-1

The City is looking to realign some of the streets within the project area to provide for better
mobility which would complement and mitigate the proposed Eastside Phase 2 Project.
These include, but are not limited to Smithway St. being realigned, Saybrook Ave to be
extended, and Tubeway St to be realigned and extended, among others. The City would
like to request that Metro work with staff to discuss/explore the feasibility/options if the takes
by the project can be evaluated/adjusted to assist the City with the proposed street
extensions/realignments.

The project should discuss various improvements to mitigate the impacts of the project, and
consider improvements, such as upgrading signals, rehabilitation of pavements, sidewalks,
etc. within the impact areas, especially along Washington Blvd.

There are overhead Southern California Edison (“SCE”) Power Poles along Washington
Blvd. Discussions on the relocation, including grounding, should take place with SCE.

The City of Commerce, and its staff are available to further discuss these comments or
Metro’s recommendations at any moment prior to final decision, as well as moving forward.

i 4
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The items discuss herein are a summary of our comments, and should not be construed as an
exclusive list of corrections or comments. Please feel free to reach out to us should you have
any questions regarding the enclosed information on this letter. | can be reached by phone at
323-722-4805, ext. 2389 or via email at jjimenez@ci.commerce.ca.us. Thank you. Stay Safe.
Stay Healthy.

Sincerely,

Jose D. Jimenez
Director of Economic Development and Planning

cc: Edgar Cisneros, City Manager
Viviana Esparza, Senior Management Analyst
Gisselle S. Delgado, Management Analyst
Metro Reading Case File, 2022

—
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A-10
STATE OF CALIFORNIA GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102-3298

(Electronically Transmitted — No hard copy will follow)

August 30, 2022

Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Project Manager

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-7

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Email: CristalesCevallosJ@metro.net

SUBJECT: SCH 2010011062 - Metro Gold Line Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 -
CPUC comments to the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report

Dear Ms. Cristales-Cevallos:

The California Public Utilities Commission (Commission) has jurisdiction over rail crossings
(crossings) and rail transit projects in California. All rail fixed guideway systems are subject to
the Commission’s Safety Oversight Program requirements. Safety Certification Plan (SCP)
approval and Safety Certification Verification Report (SCVR) approval from the Commission
are required for rail transit projects to be placed in revenue service. In addition, the California
Public Utilities Code requires Commission approval for construction or alteration of crossings
and grants the Commission exclusive authority on the design, alteration, and/or closure of
crossings in California. The Commission’s Rail Transit Safety Branch (RTSB) will review rail
transit project matters and the Rail Crossings and Engineering Branch (RCEB) will review
crossing matters. The Commission has reviewed the Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact
Report (DEIR) from Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA or
Metro), who is the lead agency for the proposed Metro Gold Line Eastside Transit Corridor
Phase 2 Project (Project).

A-10-1

The Commission previously commented in 2010 to the project’s Notice of Preparation of A
DEIR, and again in 2014 to the project’s DEIR. We welcome the opportunity to comment on the
project’s Recirculated DEIR. According to the Recirculated DEIR, the Project would extend the
existing Metro Gold Line, or L Line, from the current terminus at Atlantic Station into eastern
Los Angeles County. There are 3 proposed Base Build alternatives which have the same
guideway alignment east of the existing terminus at Atlantic Station but vary in length:
Alternative 1 Washington, Alternative 2 Atlantic to Commerce /Citadel initial Operating
Segment (I0S), and Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood IOS. There is also one No Build j
Alternative.




CPUC Comments - Metro Gold Line Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Recirculated DEIR
August 30, 2022
Page 2 of 5

Additionally, two IOS alternatives are being evaluated in this Recirculated DEIR (Alternative 2
and Alternative 3). An IOS is a segment of the Project alignment that can function as a stand-
alone Project with independent constructability (independent of other segments or phases to be
constructed).

There are design options under consideration for each of the three Build Alternatives that
consists of a variation in the design of the relocated/reconfigured Atlantic Station (applicable to
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3) and a variation in the station and alignment profile in the city of
Montebello (applicable to Alternatives 1 and 3). Construction and operation of one or both
designs options are considered and evaluated for Alternative 1 and Alternative 3.

Base Alternative 2 to Commerce/Citadel 10S is the shortest alignment with 3.2 mile of
underground alignment. Three new underground stations (including the relocated Atlantic
Station) are proposed.

Base Alternative 3 includes Base Alternative 2 and would extend the project with an additional
1.5 miles of aerial alignment to an aerial terminal station (Greenwood Station) in the city of
Montebello. The Montebello At-Grade design option to Base Alternative 3 would move 1.1
miles of the proposed aerial alignment in the base alternative to an at-grade alignment with 4
crossings.

Base Alternative 1 includes Base Alternative 3 and would extend the project with an additional
4.5 miles of at-grade alignment with 11 crossings. The Alternative 1 alignment crosses the Rio
Hondo and San Gabriel River and the Rio Hondo Spreading Grounds. The existing San Gabriel
River and Rio Hondo bridges would be replaced. The Montebello At-grade design option would
also be applied to Base Alternative 1 and replace 1 mile of aerial alignment with an at-grade
alignment with 4 crossings.

According to conceptual drawings in the Recirculated DEIR, the at-grade alignments would be
street running light rail transit along Washington Boulevard for Base Alternative 1 from Carob
Way to the proposed terminus of Lambert Station in the city of Whitter. The at-grade alignments
of the Montebello At-grade Options for Alternative 1 and 3 would also be street running light rail
transit along Washington Boulevard between Yates Avenue and Carob Way in the city of
Montebello.

The three Build Alternatives are rail fixed guideway systems and therefore will be subject to
several rules and regulations involving the Commission. These may include, but are not limited
to:

e California Public Utilities Code, Sections 1201 et al, which requires Commission
authority to construct rail crossings

e California Public Utilities Code, Section 99152; rail transit safety

e Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure, which detail the Formal Application
process for construction or modification of a public crossing. These are available on the
CPUC website: https://www.cpuc.ca.gov .

A-10
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CPUC Comments - Metro Gold Line Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Recirculated DEIR
August 30, 2022
Page 3 of 5

The design criteria of the proposed project must comply with Commission General Orders
(GOs), such as:

e GO 26 series, Clearances on Railroads and Street Railroads as to Side and Overhead
Structures, Parallel Tracks and Crossings,

e (GO 72 series, Construction and Maintenance of Crossings — Standard Types of Pavement
Construction at Railroad Grade Crossings (if any),

e GO 75 series, Warning Devices for At-Grade Railroad Crossings (if any),

e GO 95 series, Overhead Electric Line Construction (if any),

e GO 128 series, Construction of Underground Electric Supply and Communication
Systems,

e (GO 143 series, Design, Construction and Operation Safety Rules and Regulations
Governing Light-Rail Transit, and

e GO 164 series, Rules and Regulations Governing State Safety Oversight of Rail Fixed
Guideway Systems

The project must ensure compliance with federal regulations including:
e 49 CFR Part 674, Rail Fixed Guideway Systems: State Safety Oversight

The following link provides resources on the Commission’s rules and regulations regarding rail
safety:

https://www.cpuc.ca.gov/about-cpuc/divisions/rail-safety-division

The proposed project options may disrupt the heavily used roadway network in the surrounding
communities. The potential impacts should be identified, discussed, and evaluated for necessary
safety improvements and mitigations at each proposed construction stage. This includes
considering traffic circulation and queuing, level of service, emergency service response, and
compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act.

For those Build Alternatives that contain elevated guideway, Commission authorization is
required to construct the grade-separated crossings above streets and intersections. Similarly, for
the Build Alternatives and design options that contain at-grade guideway, Commission
authorization to construct at-grade crossings across roadways and through intersections is also
required. LACMTA will have to apply to the Commission for approval of its crossing designs
and authorization to construct those crossings. Applications to the Commission must include a
copy of the environmental analysis undertaken by the applicant. We encourage early
coordination with Commission staff in order to provide consultation on proposed design and
engineering of this Project prior to filing applications seeking Commission authorization to
construct. A general concern for this project regarding the construction of proposed aerial
stations would be to ensure that the design provides adequate fall protection for passengers of
berthing and departing trains and for patrons waiting on platforms.

Additionally, careful consideration should be given to station configurations, including
pedestrian paths of travel through the stations as patrons move between LACMTA trains and the
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August 30, 2022
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other modes of transportation at the station locations. Pedestrian paths of travel should avoid
crossing the tracks at grade to access or depart from the station platforms, where feasible.

Finally, in addition to our general concerns above, Commission staff would like to advise you of
some specific crossing related concerns with the Project as follows:

Evaluation of Transportation Impacts:

We understand that changes in CEQA on evaluating transportation impacts changed with the
passage of SB 743 in 2013 and implementation in 2018 when the Governor’s Office of Planning
and Research (OPR) issued guidance in the form of a Technical Advisory on Evaluating
Transportation Impacts in California Environmental Quality Act. All projects now must be
analyzed by their impact on Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) rather than vehicle delay and level
of service (LOS). The OPR’s technical advisory specifies that transit and active transportation
projects generally reduce VMT and are therefore anticipated to cause less than significant
impacts on transportation.

Subsequently, the Recirculated DEIR indicates that changes to Washington Boulevard, for the at-
grade guideways, like reductions in vehicle lanes from 3 to 2 per direction, elimination of
ingress/egress movements at driveways and selected cross streets that can impact truck
ingress/egress for industrial properties in Commerce and Montebello, are determined to result in
less than significant impacts related to traffic circulation because the changes “would not
preclude vehicle or truck access along Washington Boulevard and left-turn movements would
continue to be allowed to and from major cross-streets (e.g., Garfield Avenue, Greenwood
Avenue) at signalized intersections...” However, it is this type of interaction between vehicles
and trucks at intersections with light rail vehicles that impacts safety and traffic circulation.

Commission staff cannot ignore the significant impacts to traffic that were identified in the 2014
DEIR, for which the Commission submitted comments. When reviewing the Transportatioin and
Traffic Impact Report in appendix N of the Recirculated DEIR, we find that none of the impacts
to traffic identified in the 2014 DEIR have been addressed. Specifically, there remain significant
impacts for the following Build Alternatives:

Build Alternative 1 Washington with Montebello At-Grade Option:

The 2014 DEIR identified 16 of 17 intersections on the Washington Boulevard at-grade
guideway would suffer significant/adverse impacts with no feasible mitigation measures
identified due largely to ROW constraints or significant secondary effects to upstream and
downstream intersections. (The Recirculated DEIR identifies 15 intersections with
implementation of the Montebello At-Grade Option). These 16 intersections (2014 DEIR) would
suffer Level of Service ratings of E or F, resulting in unacceptable traffic congestion impacts to
surface traffic.

It is these types of negative impacts to traffic circulation that lead to increased roadway user
frustration, increased motorist risky behavior and higher risks of train-vehicle collisions at
signalized intersections. Furthermore, experience has shown that at-grade street-running
guideways lead to driver confusion and vehicle-train collisions, especially from vehicles making
left turns and U-turns across LRT tracks at roadway intersections. LACMTA continues to
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struggle with these types of collisions on every street-running portion of its existing A/Blue Line,
L/Eastside Gold Line Phase 1, and E/Exposition Line.

In addition, the 2014 DEIR also identified the two intersections: Rosemead Boulevard and I-605
Freeway/Pioneer Boulevard based on detrimental impacts to intersection Level of Service and
efficiency. It also identified design options to grade separate these two locations to eliminate the
adverse impacts of the project. Commission staff recommends these grade separation options be
implemented if Build Alternative 1 is selected.

Also, if Build Alternative 1 is selected, Commission staff recommends reevaluating the 11
intersections for grade separation. We also recommend not implementing the Montebello At-
Grade Option and keeping that portion of the guideway grade-separated.

Build Alternative 3 Atlantic to Greenwood 10S with Montebello At-Grade Option:
Commission staff has the same concerns for the four at-grade intersections that would be
constructed with implementation of the Montebello At-Grade Option as previously discussed
under our comments to Build Alternative 1, above. Commission staff recommends that if Build
Alternative 3 is selected, the Montebello At-Grade Option be eliminated so that no new at-grade
crossings are constructed.

The Commission appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the project described in
the Recirculated DEIR. Please feel free to contact me at (916) 928-6858 or
daren.gilbert@cpuc.ca.gov or contact our lead staff on this project: Ainsley Kung at (213) 330-
9496 or ainsley.kung@cpuc.ca.gov for transit safety matters and Jose Pereyra at (213) 576-7083
or jose.pereyra@cpuc.ca.gov for crossing matters.

Sincerely,

Daren Gilbert, Manager
Rail Transit Safety Branch
Rail Safety Division

cc: (all via e-mail)

State Clearinghouse

Roger Clugston, Director, Rail Safety Division

Stephen Artus, Program and Project Supervisor, Rail Transit Safety Branch

Ainsley Kung, Senior Utilities Engineer Supervisor, Rail Transit Safety Branch
Anton Garabetian, Manager, Rail Crossings and Engineering Branch

Matt Bond, Program and Project Supervisor, Rail Crossings and Engineering Branch
Jose Pereyra, Utilities Engineer, Rail Crossings and Engineering Branch
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY Gavin Newsom, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7

100 S. MAIN STREET, SUITE 100

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 ) ]
PHONE (213) 897-0362 Making Conservation
FAX (213) 897-0360 a California Way of Life.
Y 711

www.dot.ca.gov

August 22, 2022

Ms. Jenny Cristales-Cevallos
Metro Headquarters

One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-7
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

Dear Ms. Cristales-Cevallos:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on the Draft EIR for the Eastside Transit
Corridor Phase 2 Project.

A-11-1

Caltrans is eager to enhance and connect the multimodal transportation network, we
highly recommend that commuters be offered incentives to encourage the use of ralil
options for example, offering commuters a free ride ticket.

Metro will need to apply for an encroachment permit because the proposed project will
encroach on State Right of Way on I-605. The National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) applies to encroachment permits when there is federal funding, or a federal
approval is required. Examples of federal approvals include:

» Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) or Caltrans approval of a non-highway
use on a federal-aid highway.

» A federal permit issued by another federal agency (e.g., United States Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE), United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS),
etc.).

* The action is occurring on federal lands requiring the federal land-management
agency to comply with NEPA. 1

A-11-2

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to enhance California’s economy and livability”



FHWA or Caltrans Approval of a Non-Highway Use

FHWA approval of a non-highway use on a federal-aid highway is a federal action that
requires compliance with NEPA, even in those instances in which the approval of

the non-highway use (i.e., the encroachment permit or other right-of-way

agreement) is delegated to Caltrans through the FHWA/Caltrans Stewardship and
Oversight Agreement. A federal-aid highway is defined as any public highway eligible
for Title 23 assistance (funding) except a highway functionally classified as a local road
or rural minor collector. The “federal-aid system” is synonymous with the “National
Highway System” which includes interstate routes.

Biological Resources:

1) General- When trimming trees, in addition to impact concerns to nesting or migratory
birds, no more than 25% of the tree canopy should be removed during trimming to
reduce impacts to, and preserve the integrity of, the tree.

2) P. 3.3-5, under 3.3.3.2.2 Rare Plant Surveys, indicates that rare plant surveys were
conducted during May 2016. A more current rare plant survey should be conducted
prior to construction or clearing and grubbing, or any vegetation removal.

3) P. 3.3-9, Paragraph 5, Sentence 1: Since surveys for bats and bat habitat were
conducted in September 2015 at the Washington Boulevard bridges over the Rio Hondo
and San Gabriel River, an additional survey should be conducted prior to construction.

4) P. 3.3-16, Paragraph 2, Sentence 1: In addition to Oregon wedge enclosures and bat
houses, bat habitat in the form of crevices or gaps on the underside concrete portion of
a bridge should be incorporated into the plans for any new bridges over drainages or
open spaces where bats are known to exist and done in such a manner as to not
interfere with maintenance activities.

5) P. 3.3-16, Paragraph 2, Sentence 2, and Paragraph 2, Sentence 1: A sound survey
should be conducted once the rail system is completed to determine the difference in
sound levels below the conventional highway bridges and any newly constructed rail
bridges to determine if sound impact minimization or mitigation measures are necessary
for roosting bats or nesting birds.

6) P. 3.3-32, Paragraph 4, MM BIO-2, Sentence 1: Caltrans uses a nesting bird survey
season of February 1 to September 1 for all passerines and songbirds, and January 1 to
September 1 for raptors.

7) P. 3.3-33, Paragraph 1, MM BIO-3, Sentence 1: It should be noted, and exclusionary
measures developed for bats that roost in the falsework of a bridge during construction.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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8) General: A mitigation measure for storage of equipment in environmentally sensitive
areas such as riverbeds should include the use of drip pans to prevent equipment fluids
from entering the environment.

Traffic:

During construction, | recommend that hauling trucks should avoid congested freeway
locations especially during peak hours. To avoid debris from falling down, a tarp cover is
recommended.

On Washington Boulevard at the 1-605 Interchange, if there’s a reduction in the number
of lanes, a Traffic Operations Analysis Report (TOAR) including an Intersection Control
Evaluation (ICE) should be prepared. Also, per HDM Section 308.1, depending on the
proposed lane configuration: Where the 2-lane local facility connects to a freeway within
an interchange, the lane width of the local facility shall be 12 feet.

Where a multilane local facility connects to a freeway within an interchange, the outer
most lane in each direction of the local facility shall be 12 feet. If Metro cannot conform
to the Highway Design Manual (HDM) standard, then a Design Standard Decision
Document (DSDD) must be completed.

Visual Resources:

Refer to the San Gabriel River Master Plan for aesthetic consideration for Washington
Boulevard Bridge over the San Gabriel River. In addition, The Los Angeles River Design
Guidelines are applicable standards for trails, lighting, fences, bridges, and other
landscape elements that will also apply to the San Gabriel River.

With respect to the I-605 Washington Boulevard Bridge Under Crossing, if the bridge is
modified, aesthetic treatment must comply with the 1-605 Corridor Aesthetic Master
Plan, MTA/Caltrans.

Air Quality:

According to the Air Quality Impacts Report (dated June 2022), the project construction
is set to complete by 2035. However, construction emissions for all alternatives are
guantified based on construction schedules that begins on 1/1/22 and end, respectively,
on 10/8/26 (Alt 1) or on 10/22/25 (Alt 2) or on 8/25/26 (Alt 3). The construction
emissions quantified for evaluation in the Report account for emissions from certain
mobile sources; therefore, it is suggested to revise the construction emissions estimate
based on the updated construction schedules to complete by 2035.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Hydrology:

* Has a Location Hydraulics Study for crossing, river or creek etc. been prepared?
» If Caltrans drainage systems are being impacted due to proposal, then Caltrans
Hydrology Unit must review the encroachment permit package.

Hazardous Waste:

1. Page ES-20 to 25 (Hazards and Hazardous) - It states "Alt 1 with Potentially
Significant including MM HAZ-1 thru 5 various hazardous concerns". Since this EIR
covers the whole project of the 9 miles limit. It is recommended to have a separate
section, or a separate report, to focus on Caltrans ROW portion of the hazardous
finding/discussion.

2. Section 3.8 (Hazards and Hazardous) - Section 3.8.5.2 mentioned a "May 2021 Draft
Final ISA identified 30 affected properties”, and Figure 3.8.3 identified site 27 to be the
nearest location to 1-605. Please verify if any ISA concern regarding at the Caltrans
ROW vs. the Project SOW. Please also refer the Section 3.8.5.3 Omega Superfund Site
for the ISA concern.

3. Section 3.8 (Hazards and Hazardous) - Section 3.8.5.4 states "hazardous materials
from roadway corridors has lead concerns on yellow thermoplastic and yellow-painted
traffic stripe and pavement marking". In additional to that, the non-yellow traffic striping
may also contain lead but may be classified as non-hazardous waste for disposal. It is
still an OSHA requirement to obtain an LCP/HASP for worker safety.

4. Section 3.8 (Hazards and Hazardous) - Section 3.8.7 Impact Evaluation HAZ-1
mentions Phase Il Environmental Site Investigation (ESI), however ADL was not
addressed. It is contradicting the statement in the EIR states "Aerially-deposited lead
(ADL) can be present along major roadway corridors, such as Washington Boulevard
and Atlantic Boulevard, from historical use of leaded gasoline (DTSC 2004)", and the
May 2021 Draft Final ISA Report identified "Elevated concentrations of lead (from use
of leaded gasoline) and other metals are sometimes associated with older roadways.
ADL may be present in shallow soil along these roadways, especially along Atlantic
Boulevard and Washington Boulevard". Please clarify if the "metals" mentioned in MM
HAZ-1 includes ADL and Title 22 metals for ESI.

5. Please identify Caltrans ROW and provide a Caltrans specific conceptual design plan
and the scope of work.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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In the event if the Project involve work within Caltrans ROW, a Caltrans Project Specific
Initial Site Assessment (ISA), a Health and Safety Plan (HASP), and Site Investigation
Work Plan (SI-WP) are required for Caltrans review/approval prior for Caltrans permit to
access for a Site Investigation (Sl).

A-11-22

Sincerely,

RON KO I

Deputy District Director
Division of Environmental Planning
Department of Transportation District 7

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to enhance California's economy and livability”
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Ible to do these in person with three out of four. You
an provide comments there. Just so whatever you
xperienced here, we'll have this also in Montebello and
ve'll also have this in Whittier and Pico Rivera for the
irtual meeting. You will be able to view that online.
So pretty much that's how today is going.
m going to conclude this portion, but | ask you again
D please ask your questions. This is why staff is here
0 better explain it. If you have any additional
nuestions you would like, we have different stations to
provide that information for you.
So, with that, | want to thank you for

coming, and I'm going to close this presentation. Thank

you again.

[PRESENTATION CLOSED.]
THE FOLLOWING PUBLIC COMMENT WAS SUBMITTED
VIA THE COURT REPORTER:

EDDIE TORRES: Eddie Torres, resident of East
_0s Angeles, co-founder of the East Los Angeles
Coalition. So I'm the co-founder of the East

_os Angeles Coalition. Early on we asked Metro to
provide us with parking if they were going to take the
Sketcher's parking lot on Atlantic and Whittier. We see

hat the EIR is going to affect the parking structure,

34
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EASTSIDE TRANSIT CORRIDOR PHASE 2
PUBLIC HEARING on 07/21/2022

Ind we're going to lose the parking structure on
\tlantic and Whittier. So we feel that we need parking
eplaced because people are going to be coming and
)arking in private parking lots to go take the Metro.

They do it right now currently on the
Pomona and Atlantic station. Instead of paying for
)arking, parking at the station, they'll park at the
/letro Plaza privately-owned parking, and they'll park at
he McDonald's parking and -- because the customers --
he businesses lose the customer parking, right. And
hen also we've asked from Metro and the powers that be
o0 strongly enforce the parking regulations on Atlantic
Boulevard because, once the construction starts, there's
joing to be less parking and more impacts.
L.A. County spent over $100,000 on a
parking study proving that we were -- for the businesses
ive didn't have enough parking spaces to have -- help the
pusinesses stay in business, flourish. But on that note
hey're not enforcing any of the parking laws, and when
Metro starts, it's going to be increased of an impact.
We've asked from the very beginning to
nave security and be -- be aware that the underground
stations, we want to make sure that there's security and
here's people looking out for the commuters and not

allow the homeless people to bother them or set up
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1

rncampments. | don't see that addressed.
The addresses that were clearly stated in
)rior EIR's from Metro now are parcel numbers. We feel
hat that's a disservice to the process, and they're not
)eing transparent.

Metro on the Third Street project promised
s businesses on the bottom floor of the Metro parking
Dt on Pomona and Atlantic. They never did that. They
)romised us they were going to replace the parking that
hey took along third street. Metro never did that. So
iwve want to hold Metro accountable and make sure that we
pet all that we need and not sold a bill of goods.

Also, the East Los Angeles Chamber of
Commerce and the East L.A. Coalition support the covered
concept for the relocation of the Atlantic and Pomona
station. We do not support the open-air design. Thank

you.

--00000--
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So, Eddie, when you're ready, we'll start
the clock.
EDDIE TORRES: My name is Eddie Torres,

resident, East Los Angeles, all my life. I'm here

=

epresenting the East Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce

—*

hat has the best interest of the business of the

Q

ommunity.

NO. 1, the timeline for this Metro project

=

ght now is too fast. It started from the first

meeting in January, now mid July -- early July, it's
already going to the EIR. That's too fast. There is --
the community had a meeting at Atlantic Park, and there
vas a lot of people that just were shut off. Their
comments were not heard. Metro never made that up to
IS,

The EIR doesn't list addresses. It gives

parcel numbers. So we had to research it. And thank
5od for Hilda Solis' office. They gave us the actual
addresses, and there's a ton of them. Why would you
nide that?

The station being relocated from Atlantic

and Pomona where it's currently at to Atlantic and
Beverly, | believe, we should have had some renderings
nere to see the covered concept or the open concept.

The EIR should be extended because we don't have city

30
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ouncil to oversee what we're doing.

Being part of the East L.A. Chamber of
commerce, one of the local voices you have, | have a
ign-in sheet here. So if anyone wants to join, I'm
)art of the East L.A. Coalition, residents and
)Jusinesses working together to hold Metro accountable.

Ve don't want another Third Street. Thank you.

And in the course of Eddie's comment, we
received another speaker card. So Denise -- Denise H.
apologize for mispronouncing. If you could please
speak your name into the record.
DENISE HAGOPIAN: Denise Hagopian, Montebello,
D0640. | have a couple of comments. | don't feel that
he businesses that are on Washington have been notified
properly or at all. 1 feel that Washington Boulevard
loesn't have buses now which to me means that residents
aren't using that route to go Downtown L.A.

Montebello is being used as a
horoughfare. So our businesses will be put out of
pusiness. The property values will be degraded. The
noise and the pollution level will be increased. And |
don't know if you were listening to the trains as they
ivere going by and the cars, but | could hear them from

nere. So | think that we have a lot of noise and

EDGAR GUTIERREZ: Thank you for your comments.
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Via Care Community Health Center

We serve over 8,000 low-income individuals with life-saving primary care medical, dental, T
behavioral health and supportive services, at our non-profit federally-qualified health centers on !
Atlantic Blvd. It is critical that the impacts of this project be transparent and fully investigated. Any 9
interruption or loss of our services could have severe impacts on the health and well-being of the

surrounding community, and our ability to deliver services. Thank you.
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In East Los Angeles, Boyle Heights and beyond we claim genocide and ecocide! People in our
communities have died and so have other life forms. Entire families in our neighborhoods are
chronically sick. Children have been born with congenital health problems and families have
suffered from spontaneous abortion and other reproductive issues. Our future generations along
with the planet will forever be impacted by the long term environmental racism we have been
exposed to for more than a century.

Currently, Los Angeles County METRO formerly known as the MTA, is attempting to expand the
Eastside Gold Line with an Extension. This project is another example of the anti Mexican hate
crimes that LACMETRO/MTA has perpetuated against our communities and others for years.
There are violation of our human and civil right, and political corruption including mis
appropriatuon of funds. Land use projects were approved by politicians who served on the
LACMETRO/MTA board that are currently under indictement. Mark Ridley Thomas and Jose
Huizar did not recuse themselves when voting on these projects. They also received campaign
contributions from these entities. and did not disclose the relationship they had with them.

It is unacceptable to allow for this extension project to be taken into consideration when so
many issues continue to be ignored and have yet to be addressed or resolved with the Gold
Line.

This DEIR does not comply with CEQA. It left out all the environmental hazards that have
resulted from the Exide exposure, Cogen Landfill, Maravilla and Montebello and other
community dump repositories, also including gas and oil wells, incinerators, and all the other
contaminating facilities. Furthmore, the City of Los Angeles voted to build all contaminated
facility on the Eastside back in the 1930's. We are surrounded by the East LA Interchange, one
of the largest freeway intersections in the country. We are also surrounded by the Railroads
and other major throughways

The proposed project consists of a subway, stations, storage and workstations. The subway will
go 50 feet underground and will cross all along the contaminated region. It will also cross the
San Gabriel River, streams and flood channels/dams. This proposed project will negatively
impact the biodiversity around the river and streams along the path.

During the Gold Line construction our burial grounds were desecrated even though we objected
to and shared our concerns and knowledge of the territory and provided an alternative. The
DEIR discusses once again that human remains will be unearthed. The determination that these
impacts would be less than significant once again, exposes the violent racist description
LACMETRO/MTA holds against our communities. The generational trauma that this has caused
our community is unrepairable. The potential unearthing of human remains also poses extreme
danger to workers and to the community at large. Serious life threatening illnesses remain in the
bones of our ancestors. Ancient burial grounds and grave pits, that resulted from the U.S. War
with Mexico (or the genocide) of aboriginal indigenous peoples, included humans classified as
slaves due to conquest and manifest destiny. These remains or sacred burial items should not
be touched or placed in a museum as the DEIR proposes.

CO-4-1
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The proposed subway also poses another problem. Since we are expected to have another
hundred year flood these plans jeopardize the river, streams, as well as the flood channels,
dams, and communities along its path.

The proposed subway is in the geographical region of the San Andres and Whittier Fault Lines.
A major earthquake will jeopardize the health and safety of our communities. There is the
possibility that after a large earthquake a massive explosion may occur. We testified at
meetings requesting information including maps of fault lines, dumps, gas lines, and oil wells,
that were in the path and all along the region of the subway. This information was never
provided. We also requested CDC information that would show the cancer clusters and all the
other health issues we are suffering from in the area and this was also never provided.
Furthermore, DTSC recently admitted publicly that they are following through on a failed
remediiation plan as it relates to the Exide cleanup. To this day DTSC has done nothing to
change the way they are remediating the cleaning up. They have failed to remove the
contamination from the region which is all along the subway pathway. The following is taken
from the following article.

https://capitalandmain.com/california-quietly-stored-500000-pounds-of-contaminated-soil-in-
jurupa-valley-then-residents-found-out

"Four years, thousands of soil samples and paint chips taken from homes, schools, parks and
parkways near the former Exide battery facility have been stored inside shipping containers at a
Superfund site. Without consulting local officials or residents, California’s Department of Toxic
Substances Control transported the samples to the Stringfellow facility, an Inland Empire quarry
that once served as an industrial dumping ground — one that leaked toxic chemicals into
groundwater and soil over several decades."

The DTSC transported hazardous waste from a predominantly Mexican and Mexican American
community into another one without notice; this is unacceptable! Although we refer to Mexican
and Mexican Americans, all other ethnic groups that live in the contaminated region are also
significantly impacted.

This proposed subway will endanger the lives of people and all life forms in the region. We are
concerned that we will be actively exposed to carcinogenic chemicals, led, arsenic, benzine,
cadmium haxalavent chromium 6, methane, xylene, toluene, and VOCs that combine with
another industrial pollutant, nitrogen oxide, in sunlight to form ozone.

The DEIR did not contain clear and detailed discussion of impact significance determinations,
and in particular it has to explain the nature and magnitude of significant impacts.

The DEIR failed to include analysis that correlated the project’s soil, air, and water pollutants
and air emissions that will continue to impact our health. It lacks analysis and omits discussing
the magnitude of the impacts.

CO-4-5
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The DEIR fails to comport with its intended function. The fact remains that this DEIR was
conducted during a pandemic. It failed to include the public. The community did not participate
in the preparation of the DEIR. To exclude the people specifically, those considered meaningful
who are currently diagnosed with cancer and other ilinesses raises serious concerns with the
legality of this DEIR and its false content.

Our communities know first hand what the impacts are because our family members have died
and we are currently sick from toxic long term exposure of so many pollutants. For the report to
describe the impacts as less than significant is not only false but a premeditated act of murder
and genocide. The toxic exposure exceeds the threshold therefore, the DEIR does not provide
evidence to show the level of pollutant reduction and how that would reduce the adverse health
effects.

The determination whether a discussion is sufficient is not solely a matter of discerning whether
there is substantial evidence to support the agency’s factual conclusions. Applying these
principles, we claim the DEIR failed to adequately inform the public about the health effects of
the project’s significant air, soil, and water pollution impacts. We deem the exposure of the
pollutants to be extremely significant and this will cause unavoidable health and environmental
impacts.

The DEIR also contained a discussion, general in nature, about the health effects associated
with the project. However, because the DEIR’s discussion of health effects failed to indicate the
concentrations at which such pollutants would trigger the identified symptoms, we find the
DEIR’s discussion inadequate, and hold that a sufficient discussion of impacts requires not
merely a determination of whether an impact is significant, but some effort to explain the nature
and magnitude of the impacts.

The omission of materials in the DEIR’s discussion are necessary for informed decision-making
and to enable the public to understand and meaningfully consider the impacts of the project.

Therefore, we reject this DEIR from the project developer for additional information connecting
emissions, soil, water and health effects could not be provided.

Given the current state of environmental science, and the lack of scientific data provided only
supports our arguments to reject this proposal. The DEIR itself must explain why, in a manner
reasonably calculated to inform the public of the scope of what is and is not yet known about the
pojects impacts.

Our communties are supposed to be protected by the Clean Water Act of 1972. Yet the USEPA,
California State Water Control Resource Board, Regional Water Control Board, California Air
Resorce Board, AQMD, CDC, and Public Health Department have failed to effectively
implement pollutant control measures or implement significant educational and health programs
for our communities. No type of health plan or medical treatment plan has been designed to
deal with these catastrophic environmental disasters. This project will exacerbate the pollution in
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our aquifers and negatively impact the biodiversity of the soil. This will also impact to the natural
hydrological cycle system of the atmosphere and impact the precipitation during an already
prolonged drought.

! I_ CO-4-11 -»I

The DEIR’s determination that mitigation measures would “substantially” reduce air quality
impacts (without reducing them to a less-than-significant level), holding that the DEIR contained
no facts or analysis to support the “substantial” reduction characterization.

Therefore, the DEIR needs to be rejected or revised to provide evidence to show the level of
pollutant reduction and how that would reduce the adverse health and environmental effects.
We also want to make it clear that mitigation measures we claim are not invalid simply because
the DEIR did not have the capability of fully having access to scientific data or that the agencies
responsible for the protection and clean up of our communities have failed to provide the data or
that they have not done the work expected of them.

CO-4-12

The zone change and proposed subway will drastically expand the occupation and
displacement of our communities and our businesses. This will further obliterate what was once
known as the Eastside and the peoples in it.

The current census data being applied is racist it fails to properly count our community and it
fails to adequately identify the ethnic background of those currently residing in the region. The
income of this community is grossly misrepresented. Incomes are inflated by improperly adding
or bundling the incomes from individuals living on parcels and not distinguishing multigeneration
families, tenants, or units.

CO-4-14 4' I— C0-4-13 —l |
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We are proposing an alternative solution to address the transportation needs for those traveling
through our communities via the Gold Line on Atlantic Blvd and Pomona Blvd, that instead of
building a dangerous underground environmentally toxic subway extension that will cost an
enormous amount of money and displace our homes and businesses. We are proposing that
instead we add the Gold Streak Rapid Transit Route via bus. Where passengers from the Gold
Line can transfer ontto a rapid cleaner smaller triple or double clean bus to arrive at their
destination further east.

This alternative proposal addresses the need for transportation from one area to the other. It will
save an enormous amount of money. It will protect the integrity of our homes and business. It
will prevent the toxic exposure that subway construction could release. It is a safer alternative
because of the San Andreas and Whittier Fault Lines and it can prevent a potential explosion.

CO-4-15

This alternative will significantly lower the gigantic carbon footprint that a subway would have
had on our planet. This alternative plan can also happen much faster. Furthermore, if our
alternative plan is accepted we believe this will aid in repairing the contentious relationship that
exists between the eastside and LACMETRO/MTA.

Por Mi Raza Habla Mi Espiritu! J
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Sofia G. Quinones
East Los Angeles
Boyle Heights Coalition
(323)494-6005
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CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

August 26, 2022

Please receive this letter as a formal request for an extension of the EIR document draft,
pertaining to the Metro Eastside Gold line extension. The East Los Angeles Chamber of
Commerce has had a long working relationship with many community members; to
mention one of them, Clara Solis. Clara's findings in the EIR substantiate that Metro
are fast tracking the entire process.

In addition, Metro Staff has ignored Community comments and concerns by failing to

address them; this behavior from Metro representatives will impact businesses and will
only lead to an unsuccessful project. The East Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce has
many impacted businesses from the original Eastside Gold Line on 3rd Street and now
on Atlantic Boulevard / Pomona Boulevard.

We strongly recommend and request an extension of the EIR draft and allow an
additional 60 days or however long it takes for Metro to modify the errors and
redistribute the document. It is not fair that residents and business owners are being
confused by the Metro East Side Extension and the metro Area Plan, both are being
confused.

Respectfully,
Norma Agaime

Norma Aguirre

President

East Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce
Board of Directors

Business, Prosperity and Community

4716 Cesar E. Chavez Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90022
@ Phone: (323) 263-2005

Email: info@eastlachamber.com

Visit our website: www.eastlachamber.com

CO-5-1



http://www.eastlachamber.com/

CO-6

| ~an. N i .
S Whittier Boulevard Merchants Association
A -«36—-) Tel: (323) 210-4500 Voice or Text

\ §. 4818 Whittier Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90022

g Wi
Whittier

BOULEVARD

August 26, 2022,

My name is Tony DeMarco, | am president of the Whittier Boulevard Merchants
Association of East Los Angeles, | am a property owner and business owner for over 23 years on
Whittier Boulevard. Many of our members feel we are being ignored by Metro. We have so
many concerns that have went unaddressed because Metro is in a hurry to pass this EIR without
the real stakeholders’ comments. We as taxpayers deserve better representation than what we
have now. Whittier Boulevard Merchants supports Clara's request in its entirety. It is a fact that
3rd Street got ruined by Metro, to the extent that Congresswoman Roybal Allard had Metro meet
with us when this project began to promise the 3" Street debacle” would never happen again.
We should learn by those mistakes, slow the process down, get the impacted individuals input
and let's do this project right this time for unincorporated East Los Angeles.

Respectfully submitted,

CO-6-1




Co-7

August 29, 2021

Ms. Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Project Manager

Los Angeles County MTA

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-7
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Extension for Gold Line Eastside Transit Corridor Draft EIR
Dear Ms. Cevallos,

On behalf of the Maravilla Community Advisory Committee (MCAC), we are reaching out to you
today to express our support for the extension of the community comment period of the
Extension for Gold Line Eastside Transit Corridor Draft EIR.

Our membership is made up of residents, homeowners, business owners and other community
stakeholders in Unincorporated East LA, which will be impacted by the Gold Line Transit
Corridor Project.

The community has expressed numerous concerns with this project and that the additional
outreach efforts are necessary prior to proceeding:

e Additional notices sent to community residents and further opportunities for feedback.
Many residents within impacted areas have reported not receiving notice of community
meetings and members that have attended have reported insufficient time to be heard.

e Further analysis as to the impact to affected businesses as well as what supportive
services will be provided.

e Added detail as to how concerns to the impact of gentrification, demography, rental rates
and fresh food retailer availability will be addressed.

e More information on how traffic and parking impacts will be remediated including law
enforcement budget allocations.

This project will impact Unincorporated East Los Angeles for generations to come and it’s vital
that the community's concerns be sufficiently heard, understood and incorporated at this critical
step in the process.

Additionally, we welcome you to attend one of our upcoming monthly meetings and provide
additional information on the topic to the community, which are held on the first Tuesday of each
month.
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Thank you for your consideration,
Maravilla Community Advisory Committee (MCAC) Board
Jason Hyde, Secretary

CC: Kristie Hernandez, Chairperson, Martha Castro, Vice-Chairperson
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From: Sofia Quinones

To: firstdistrict@bos.lacounty.gov; eastsidephase2@metro.net

Subject: DIER EAST LOS ANGELES BOYLE HEIGHTS COALITION WE CLAIM GENOCIDE AND ECOCIDE
Date: Monday, August 29, 2022 5:23:51 PM

supervisor Hilda Solis

In East Los Angeles, Boyle Heights and beyond we claim genocide and ecocide! People in
our communities have died and so have other life forms. Entire families in our
neighborhoods are chronically sick. Children have been born with congenital health
problems and families have suffered from spontaneous abortion and other reproductive
issues. Our future generations along with the planet will forever be impacted by the long
term environmental racism we have been exposed to for more than a century.

Currently, Los Angeles County METRO formerly known as the MTA, is attempting to
expand the Eastside Gold Line with an Extension. This project is another example of the
anti Mexican hate crimes that LACMETRO/MTA has perpetuated against our communities
and others for years. There are violation of our human and civil right, and political
corruption including mis appropriation of funds. Land use projects were approved by
politicians who served on the LACMETRO/MTA board that are currently under indictment.
Mark Ridley Thomas and Jose Huizar did not recuse themselves when voting on these
projects. They also received campaign contributions from these entities. and did not
disclose the relationship they had with them.

It is unacceptable to allow for this extension project to be taken into consideration when so
many issues continue to be ignored and have yet to be addressed or resolved with the Gold
Line.

This DEIR does not comply with CEQA. It left out all the environmental hazards that have
resulted from the Exide exposure, Cogen Landfill, Maravilla and Montebello and other
community dump repositories, also including gas and oil wells, incinerators, and all the
other contaminating facilities. Furthermore, the City of Los Angeles voted to build all
contaminated facility on the Eastside back in the 1930's. We are surrounded by the East LA
Interchange, one of the largest freeway intersections in the country. We are also
surrounded by the Railroads and other major throughways

The proposed project consists of a subway, stations, storage and workstations. The
subway will go 50 feet underground and will cross all along the contaminated region. It will
also cross the San Gabriel River, streams and flood channels/dams. This proposed project
will negatively impact the biodiversity around the river and streams along the path.

During the Gold Line construction our burial grounds were desecrated even though we
objected to and shared our concerns and knowledge of the territory and provided an
alternative. The DEIR discusses once again that human remains will be unearthed. The
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determination that these impacts would be less than significant once again, exposes the
violent racist description LACMETRO/MTA holds against our communities. The
generational trauma that this has caused our community is unrepairable. The potential
unearthing of human remains also poses extreme danger to workers and to the community
at large. Serious life threatening illnesses remain in the bones of our ancestors. Ancient
burial grounds and grave pits, that resulted from the U.S. War with Mexico (or the
genocide) of aboriginal indigenous peoples, included humans classified as slaves due to
conguest and manifest destiny. These remains or sacred burial items should not be
touched or placed in a museum as the DEIR proposes.

The proposed subway also poses another problem. Since we are expected to have another
hundred year flood these plans jeopardize the river, streams, as well as the flood channels,
dams, and communities along its path.

The proposed subway is in the geographical region of the San Andres and Whittier Fault
Lines. A major earthquake will jeopardize the health and safety of our communities. There
is the possibility that after a large earthquake a massive explosion may occur. We testified
at meetings requesting information including maps of fault lines, dumps, gas lines, and oll
wells, that were in the path and all along the region of the subway. This information was
never provided. We also requested CDC information that would show the cancer clusters
and all the other health issues we are suffering from in the area and this was also never
provided.

Furthermore, DTSC recently admitted publicly that they are following through on a failed
remediiation plan as it relates to the Exide cleanup. To this day DTSC has done nothing to
change the way they are remediating the cleaning up. They have failed to remove the
contamination from the region which is all along the subway pathway. The following is
taken from the following article.

https://capitalandmain.com/california-quietly-stored-500000-pounds-of-contaminated-soil-
in-jurupa-valley-then-residents-found-out

"Four years, thousands of soil samples and paint chips taken from homes, schools, parks
and parkways near the former Exide battery facility have been stored inside shipping
containers at a Superfund site. Without consulting local officials or residents, California’s
Department of Toxic Substances Control transported the samples to the Stringfellow
facility, an Inland Empire quarry that once served as an industrial dumping ground — one
that leaked toxic chemicals into groundwater and soil over several decades."

The DTSC transported hazardous waste from a predominantly Mexican and Mexican
American community into another one without notice; this is unacceptable! Although we
refer to Mexican and Mexican Americans, all other ethnic groups that live in the
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contaminated region are also significantly impacted.

This proposed subway will endanger the lives of people and all life forms in the region. We
are concerned that we will be actively exposed to carcinogenic chemicals, led, arsenic,
benzine, cadmium haxalavent chromium 6, methane, xylene, toluene, and VOCs that
combine with another industrial pollutant, nitrogen oxide, in sunlight to form ozone.

The DEIR did not contain clear and detailed discussion of impact significance
determinations, and in particular it has to explain the nature and magnitude of significant
impacts.

The DEIR failed to include analysis that correlated the project’s soil, air, and water
pollutants and air emissions that will continue to impact our health. It lacks analysis and
omits discussing the magnitude of the impacts.

The DEIR fails to comport with its intended function. The fact remains that this DEIR was
conducted during a pandemic. It failed to include the public. The community did not
participate in the preparation of the DEIR. To exclude the people specifically, those
considered meaningful who are currently diagnosed with cancer and other illnesses raises
serious concerns with the legality of this DEIR and its false content.

Our communities know first hand what the impacts are because our family members have
died and we are currently sick from toxic long term exposure of so many pollutants. For the
report to describe the impacts as less than significant is not only false but a premeditated
act of murder and genocide. The toxic exposure exceeds the threshold therefore, the DEIR
does not provide evidence to show the level of pollutant reduction and how that would
reduce the adverse health effects.

The determination whether a discussion is sufficient is not solely a matter of discerning
whether there is substantial evidence to support the agency’s factual conclusions. Applying
these principles, we claim the DEIR failed to adequately inform the public about the health
effects of the project’s significant air, soil, and water pollution impacts. We deem the
exposure of the pollutants to be extremely significant and this will cause unavoidable health
and environmental impacts.

The DEIR also contained a discussion, general in nature, about the health effects
associated with the project. However, because the DEIR’s discussion of health effects
failed to indicate the concentrations at which such pollutants would trigger the identified
symptoms, we find the DEIR’s discussion inadequate, and hold that a sufficient discussion
of impacts requires not merely a determination of whether an impact is significant, but some
effort to explain the nature and magnitude of the impacts.

The omission of materials in the DEIR’s discussion are necessary for informed decision-
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making and to enable the public to understand and meaningfully consider the impacts of
the project.

Therefore, we reject this DEIR from the project developer for additional information
connecting emissions, soil, water and health effects could not be provided.

Given the current state of environmental science, and the lack of scientific data provided
only supports our arguments to reject this proposal. The DEIR itself must explain why, in a
manner reasonably calculated to inform the public of the scope of what is and is not yet
known about the projects impacts.

Our communities are supposed to be protected by the Clean Water Act of 1972. Yet the
USEPA, California State Water Control Resource Board, Regional Water Control Board,
California Air Resource Board, AQMD, CDC, and Public Health Department have failed to
effectively implement pollutant control measures or implement significant educational and
health programs for our communities. No type of health plan or medical treatment plan has
been designed to deal with these catastrophic environmental disasters. This project will
exacerbate the pollution in our aquifers and negatively impact the biodiversity of the soil.
This will also impact to the natural hydrological cycle system of the atmosphere and impact
the precipitation during an already prolonged drought.

The DEIR’s determination that mitigation measures would “substantially” reduce air quality
impacts (without reducing them to a less-than-significant level), holding that the DEIR
contained no facts or analysis to support the “substantial’ reduction characterization.

Therefore, the DEIR needs to be rejected or revised to provide evidence to show the level
of pollutant reduction and how that would reduce the adverse health and environmental
effects. We also want to make it clear that mitigation measures we claim are not invalid
simply because the DEIR did not have the capability of fully having access to scientific data
or that the agencies responsible for the protection and clean up of our communities have
failed to provide the data or that they have not done the work expected of them.

The zone change and proposed subway will drastically expand the occupation and
displacement of our communities and our businesses. This will further obliterate what was
once known as the Eastside and the peoples in it.

The current census data being applied is racist it fails to properly count our community and
it fails to adequately identify the ethnic background of those currently residing in the region.
The income of this community is grossly misrepresented. Incomes are inflated by
improperly adding or bundling the incomes from individuals living on parcels and not
distinguishing multigenerational families, tenants, or units.

We are proposing an alternative solution to address the transportation needs for those
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traveling through our communities via the Gold Line on Atlantic Blvd and Pomona Blvd,
that instead of building a dangerous underground environmentally toxic subway extension
that will cost an enormous amount of money and displace our homes and businesses. We
are proposing that instead we add the Gold Streak Rapid Transit Route via bus. Where
passengers from the Gold Line can transfer on to a rapid cleaner smaller triple or double
clean bus to arrive at their destination further east.

This alternative proposal addresses the need for transportation from one area to the other.
It will save an enormous amount of money. It will protect the integrity of our homes and
business. It will prevent the toxic exposure that subway construction could release. Itis a
safer alternative because of the San Andreas and Whittier Fault Lines and it can prevent a
potential explosion.

This alternative will significantly lower the gigantic carbon footprint that a subway would
have had on our planet. This alternative plan can also happen much faster. Furthermore, if
our alternative plan is accepted we believe this will aid in repairing the contentious
relationship that exists between the eastside and LACMETRO/MTA.

Por Mi Raza Habla Mi Espiritu!

Sofia G. Quinones
East Los Angeles
Boyle Heights Coalition
(323)494-6005
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was also a former member of the gold line RAC and was very involved with the MTA during that

time.

| fundamentally agree with Mr. Torres’ letter. | would also add the additional comment that the
MTA has a horrible reputation in East LA and the community does not trust them to do the right
thing in the community’s best interest. |, personally, have been lied to and misled by the MTA and

i was a person deeply involved in these matters.

The burden is on the MTA to overcome that stigma, to adequately inform the public and to build

the best possible project for the community.

The MTAs structure fundamentally lacks real accountability, so earlier mistakes can easily be
blamed on the former team leaders and the community never really knows who is taking real

responsibility.

These are harsh accusations but | stand by each of them, as they are based on personal, ongoing

experience with the MTA staff.

| trust that the local political leaders will actually hold them accountable and not let them push

through another mediocre project.

| am happy to meet or answer any questions you may have.

Ron Mukai

On Aug 25, 2022, at 11:25 PM, Eddie Torres <eddie.torres@att.net> wrote:

Hello everyone my name is Eddie Torres I'm the co-founder of the East Los Angeles
coalition, immediate past president of the East Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce.
Lifelong resident and property owner in east Los Angeles also will be impacted as a
East Los Angeles resident by the upcoming Construction for the East Side gold Lane
Extension. We agree that there needs to be an extension and a redistribution of the
environmental impact report it is severely flawed does not address East Los Angeles
as it should be addressed as an underserved minority economically disadvantaged
community.

Also at the public hearing at Kaiser Permanente July 21st 2022 | attended there was
only seven or eight individuals the publicly spoke all only three of them were
residents of East Los Angeles but every single person other than those three spoke
against the Metro Light Rail there must have been about 15 and I'm being generous
attendees there was more Metro Staff than there was attendees. Also | believe was
March 2022

East Los Angeles residents at a community outreach meeting were cut off from being
able to give their public comments even though they waited for over 45 minutes to

See Comment Letter 1-213 _ _ _ _ _ _ - o - _ _ _ _ - _ 4

b e - e e e e = = = = = =

CO-9-1

C0-9-2

i 4


mailto:eddie.torres@att.net

0-9A

an hour. Metro should have made up that meeting. As an East Los Angeles resident
and also representing businesses as a former Metro review advisory committee
executive member for the East Side goal line extension 3rd Street project we are
very let down by Metro's lack of consideration for East Los Angeles.

J| C0-9-2

Metro's process is flawed also | would ask everybody to support and demand that
this project has a resident/ business Review advisory committee of impacted
individuals | recommend and request that the East Los Angeles Chamber of
Commerce and the Whittier Boulevard Merchant Association are allowed to appoint
someone to represent them also the East Los Angeles coalition would request the
same since we have residence and business owners that will be impacted. {

C0-9-3

Respectfully
Eddie Torres resident .co-founder
of the East Los Angeles coalition

Sent from AT&T Yahoo Mail on Android

On Wed, Aug 24, 2022 at 9:48 PM, Reyes, Martin
<MReyes@bos.lacounty.gov> wrote:
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R D. McDonal d, and then Reuben Val dez.

Reuben is our current |ast speaker who
submtted a speaker card. So if you've been
holding it and there's sonething burning on your
m nd, go ahead and submt your card.

Go ahead.

MR. COCA: (Good evening. M nane is Kevin
Coca. I'mrepresenting PIH Health. W support the
Metro extension to Whittier because we believe it
wi | I enhance the access to health care services,
especially to transients and indigent.

We ask that noise vibrations as well as
vehi cl e and pedestrian access to the canpus be
consi dered and addressed during construction, but
we're looking forward to the conpletion of the
project. Thank you.

MR, GUTI ERREZ: Thank you. Up next is
R D. McDonald, foll owed by Reuben Val dez, who is
currently our |ast speaker.

MR. MCDONALD: Good evening. M nane is
R D. McDonal d, 90605. | am here speaki ng on behal f
of the Wiittier Area Chanber of Commerce,
representing over 500 businesses in the Wittier

ar ea.

Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 CO-10
Public Hearing on 08/17/2022
like to call on Kevin Coca, who will be foll owed by
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Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 CO-10

Public Hearing on 08/17/2022

Dati ng back to 2010, when this project was
first proposed, the Wiittier chanber along with the
Chanber Alliance, which represents seven chanbers
t hroughout the region that's affected by the
proposed |ine -- we support the Alternative 1, the
Washi ngt on Boul evard extension all the way to the
Lanmbert and WAshi ngton Boul evard i ntersection.

|"d like to thank the project teamfor a
very thorough presentation and having revi ened
portions of the draft EIR -- | haven't gotten
through all of it just yet, but the depth of
experience and the expertise of the team nenbers
not only has been reflected in your thorough
presentation this evening, but also through the
El R

We feel that the environnental --
follow ng the CEQA regul ations, the significant and
unavoi dabl e i npacts, that appropriate mtigation
nmeasures are being considered, both the short-term
I npacts during the construction phase, as well as
the long-terminpacts during operations -- that
appropriate mtigati on neasures are being
consi dered. And thank you.

MR, GUTI ERREZ: Thank you.

Qur | ast speaker is Reuben Val dez. You
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& City of Commerce
4 City of Montebelio
| 3 l i City of Pico Rivera

August 29, 2022

Chair Solis and Members of the Metro Board
Board Administration

1 Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-3-1

Los Angeles, CA 90012

=10, o caal ] sals (e rpmp—
Via email: BoardClerk@ metro.net

Re: Recirculated Draft Environmental Impact Report Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 - State
Clearinghouse Number: 2010011062

Dear Chair Solis and Members of the Metro Board of Directors:
The five incorporated cities along the nine-mile Eastside Transit Corridor have advocated for
n

vears for Metro’s planned Eastside Extension. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on
draft Environmental impact Report.

the

The Coalition strongly advocates for the full nine-mile extension of the project, from its current
terminus at Atlantic Station in the unincorporated area of East Los Angeles to eastern Los Angeles
County and ending in the City of Whittier. As a Coalition we are well-positioned to help Metro
advocate for state and federal funding so that this project can be completed in a timely manner.

According to the Draft EIR, Alternative 3 was identified as the most environm

mentally superior.
However, after careful review, the DEIR clearly illustrates that Alternative 1 reduces more
Vehicles Miles Traveled (VMT), more Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions, and results in more

L]
British Thermal Units (BTU) of saved energy throughout the region. As such, Alierinative 1 offers
the greatest environmental benefits in the region and far surpasses Altematlve 3 from an
environmental standpoint. Furthermore, Aiternative 1 allows alf cities in the corridor to advance
their respective General Plans sooner than later, which further enhances secondary
nen

ntal benefits stemming from multimodal transit connections and corridor-adjacent

Al BRI ® St E 8 e R s LEE LV g s 1 S 1= L L=

tranmt-onented development including affordable housing. Considering these facts, the
Washington Boulevard Coalition would like to implore that Metro select Alternative 1 as the
locally preferred alternative to ensure greater environmental benefits sooner.

We are looking forward to continuing to advocate for the Project on a timeliine that brings the
Eastside Extension to completion in 2035, as directed by the Metro Board and as expected by the
public when they approved Measure M in 2016.

CO-11-1
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IGHT RAIL TRANSIT COALITION

Thank you for your consideration,

i . (\/ g /
Edgar|/Cisneros
City\Wanager

City of Commerce

. P Z”” .
{ A /

Rene Baobadilla
City Manager
City of Montebello

Steve Carmona
City Manager
City of Pico Rivera

Prgercl 2

Ray Cruz

City Manager

City of Santa Fe Springs
P ;

Brign Saeki
City Manager
City of Whittier

CC: Stephanie N. Wiggins, CEO
Supervisor Janice Hahn, Metro Director
Council Member Fernando Dutra, Metro Director

CO-11

City of Commerce

City of Montebelio

City of Pico Rivera

City of Santa Fe Springs
City of Whittier
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We dont see any restroms in the plans of the extension , people will go around the business or
sometimes even urinate in front of the business .
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GFC ATLANTIC ASSOCIATES, LLC

August 19, 2022

Sent Via Certified Mail No: 7018 1830 0001 6374 4252

Attn: Jenny Cristales-Cevallos
Project Manager

Metro

One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-7
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Metro Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 — Letter of Objection to the Project
Dear Jenny Cristales-Cevallos,

The purpose of this letter is to voice our strong objection to the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
expansion project.

We believe there are numerous impacts beyond Metro’s awareness, which include the suffering of the
silent and the incalculable damages from the second and third-degree consequences of Metro
expansions.

Minority business owners (like ourselves) are less likely to know how or have the resources to navigate
the complex political environments to seek restitution for damages caused to us by Metro expansion
projects. We believe a large proportion of damages inflicted on minarities and their small businesses
have been overlooked and will continue to be overlooked by Metro,

We, along with all the shop tenants are each minority-owned small businesses, and we have all already
been significantly impacted by the previous Metro expansion, Atlantic Station, that was constructed on
Pomona Blvd. around 2010. Atlantic Station is directly across the street from our property, located at
271-289 S. Atlantic Blvd., in East Los Angeles, CA.

Our property lost significant visibility from southbound traffic on Atlantic Blvd and westbound traffic on
Pomona Blvd., which negatively affected our small business tenants (most minority owned). In the years
to follow, we’ve had tenants who were put out of business and our property saw its lowest occupancy in
the last decade of 74% in 2012, which was a direct result from Atlantic Station beginning its operations.

If the Metro Station had any positive contribution to our tenant businesses, we believe some of these
benefits would have translated to increasing rents. Unfortunately, this is not the case. Our property
never recovered to pre-2007 rents. Our 2022 base rents are down 20.79% from 2007, despite 90%
occupancy. See Exhibit A.

Is Metro even aware of the challenges we've endured? We would guess not. We've received zero dollars
in compensation or relief for this negative impact from the Atlantic Station expansion. Clearly the
damages we’ve absorbed were either not anticipated in Metro’s impact studies or Metro grossly

3325 S, Gartield Ave., Commerce, CA 90040

Phone: (323) 888-8873 | Fax: (323) 888-9515
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GFC ATLANTIC ASSOCIATES, LLC

underestimated the projects impacts to minorities prior to construction. We're probably not the only
property owner and business adversely affected this way. Similar negative impacts have likely been
replicated all the way through the path of this Metro expansion.

Why weren’t we or our tenants considered and included in the calculations for relief? Was it oversight
and lack of awareness? What recourse do we have even now, years later, when it’s clear that the result
of Atlantic Station has been negative?

In regard to the proposed Phase 2 expansion of this line, it is indescribable what further consequences
will come onto our property. The last two years, we had to borrow money to support our bank
mortgage for this property, while receiving little revenue due to several tenants not being able to pay
their rents. We are still bearing the burden trying to crawl out of this financial burden. Our family has
owned this small shopping center since 1996. We’ve worked hard to help small businesses start up and
grow in the East Los Angeles community. As a family asset, we have never considered selling the
property; however, we understand there is now a good chance that we will be forced to sell to Metro.

We are extremely concerned that the valuation of the shopping center will continue to degrade over the
coming years, as more tenants choose not to lease at our shopping center. With the public
announcement of this upcoming expansion that will probably result in a forced taking and sale of our
property to Metro, it is understandable that current tenants and prospective tenants will not want to
invest and try to grow their small business on a property that will be gone in a few years. Therefore,
with lower occupancy and lower rents in the coming years, we feel that Metro is negatively influencing
the value of our property, so when the time comes for Metro to acquire our property, the property will
be in a significantly inferior position with a considerably lower valuation. We feel that this is extremely
unfair to a small property owner.

If Metro, despite our objection, pushes forward with the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 project, we
strongly request that Metro work with our property specifically to account and compensate us for all
past damages along with the full economic value of the property had there been no Metro impact.

Based on the operating history of Metro light rail, it's difficult to see a net benefit to our community.
Light rail in Los Angeles County over its history has made no financial sense. We only need to look at
Metro’s light rail ‘farebox recovery.’

“The farebox recovery ratio of a passenger transportation system is the fraction of operating
expenses which are met by the fares paid by passengers.”

Pre-covid, Metro light rail farebox recovery at its best, in 2012 and 2013, was at 19% and has declined
each year to 9% in 2019, pre-covid. See Exhibit B.

Compare this to farebox recovery in other countries such as Japan 120% (2018), or Taiwan 83% (2015),
or Singapore 101% (2018), Germany 70% (2010).

Low farebox recovery can signal a combination of factors including Metro being operationally inefficient,
low rider demand and/or an environment not ideal for light rail, whether it's due to LA driving culture or
not enough density. Regardless of the mix of these factors, it’s clear that light rail, especially light rail
expansions to less dense areas, such as the Metro Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2, shouldn’t be
pursued at all.

3325 S. Garfield Ave., Commerce, CA 90040

Phone: (323) 888-8873 | Fax: (323) 888-9515

B-2

[ SR ST o

B-2-8

B-2-9

! |B—2—11| I_ B-2-10 —I I

B-2-12

I— B-2-13 —Il



B-2

l—— B-2-14 —l



B-2






LCERTIFIED MAIL

GFC Atlantic Associates, LLC
3325 5. Garfield Ave.
commerce, CA 90040

7018 1830 0001 k374 yasp
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Attn: Jenny Cristales-Cevallos
Project Manager

J = Metro
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-7
Los Angeles, CA 90012

8/19/22, 1:07 PM

1M

https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1-AQ8TZ8uEvyVK1uUQKJ-L5RHeuQe 1PXv
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GFC ATLANTIC ASSOCIATES, LLC

August 19, 2022

Sent Via Certified Mail No: 7018 1830 0001 6374 4252

Attn: Jenny Cristales-Cevallos
Project Manager

Metro

One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-7
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Metro Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 — Letter of Objection to the Project
Dear Jenny Cristales-Cevallos,

The purpose of this letter is to voice our strong objection to the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
expansion project.

We believe there are numerous impacts beyond Metro’s awareness, which include the suffering of the
silent and the incalculable damages from the second and third-degree consequences of Metro
expansions.

Minority business owners (like ourselves) are less likely to know how or have the resources to navigate
the complex political environments to seek restitution for damages caused to us by Metro expansion
projects. We believe a large proportion of damages inflicted on minarities and their small businesses
have been overlooked and will continue to be overlooked by Metro,

We, along with all the shop tenants are each minority-owned small businesses, and we have all already
been significantly impacted by the previous Metro expansion, Atlantic Station, that was constructed on
Pomona Blvd. around 2010. Atlantic Station is directly across the street from our property, located at
271-289 S. Atlantic Blvd., in East Los Angeles, CA.

Our property lost significant visibility from southbound traffic on Atlantic Blvd and westbound traffic on
Pomona Blvd., which negatively affected our small business tenants (most minority owned). In the years
to follow, we’ve had tenants who were put out of business and our property saw its lowest occupancy in
the last decade of 74% in 2012, which was a direct result from Atlantic Station beginning its operations.

If the Metro Station had any positive contribution to our tenant businesses, we believe some of these
benefits would have translated to increasing rents. Unfortunately, this is not the case. Our property
never recovered to pre-2007 rents. Our 2022 base rents are down 20.79% from 2007, despite 90%
occupancy. See Exhibit A.

Is Metro even aware of the challenges we've endured? We would guess not. We've received zero dollars
in compensation or relief for this negative impact from the Atlantic Station expansion. Clearly the
damages we’ve absorbed were either not anticipated in Metro’s impact studies or Metro grossly

3325 S, Gartield Ave., Commerce, CA 90040

Phone: (323) 888-8873 | Fax: (323) 888-9515
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GFC ATLANTIC ASSOCIATES, LLC

underestimated the projects impacts to minorities prior to construction. We're probably not the only
property owner and business adversely affected this way. Similar negative impacts have likely been
replicated all the way through the path of this Metro expansion.

Why weren’t we or our tenants considered and included in the calculations for relief? Was it oversight
and lack of awareness? What recourse do we have even now, years later, when it’s clear that the result
of Atlantic Station has been negative?

In regard to the proposed Phase 2 expansion of this line, it is indescribable what further consequences
will come onto our property. The last two years, we had to borrow money to support our bank
mortgage for this property, while receiving little revenue due to several tenants not being able to pay
their rents. We are still bearing the burden trying to crawl out of this financial burden. Our family has
owned this small shopping center since 1996. We’ve worked hard to help small businesses start up and
grow in the East Los Angeles community. As a family asset, we have never considered selling the
property; however, we understand there is now a good chance that we will be forced to sell to Metro.

We are extremely concerned that the valuation of the shopping center will continue to degrade over the
coming years, as more tenants choose not to lease at our shopping center. With the public
announcement of this upcoming expansion that will probably result in a forced taking and sale of our
property to Metro, it is understandable that current tenants and prospective tenants will not want to
invest and try to grow their small business on a property that will be gone in a few years. Therefore,
with lower occupancy and lower rents in the coming years, we feel that Metro is negatively influencing
the value of our property, so when the time comes for Metro to acquire our property, the property will
be in a significantly inferior position with a considerably lower valuation. We feel that this is extremely
unfair to a small property owner.

If Metro, despite our objection, pushes forward with the Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 project, we
strongly request that Metro work with our property specifically to account and compensate us for all
past damages along with the full economic value of the property had there been no Metro impact.

Based on the operating history of Metro light rail, it's difficult to see a net benefit to our community.
Light rail in Los Angeles County over its history has made no financial sense. We only need to look at
Metro’s light rail ‘farebox recovery.’

“The farebox recovery ratio of a passenger transportation system is the fraction of operating
expenses which are met by the fares paid by passengers.”

Pre-covid, Metro light rail farebox recovery at its best, in 2012 and 2013, was at 19% and has declined
each year to 9% in 2019, pre-covid. See Exhibit B.

Compare this to farebox recovery in other countries such as Japan 120% (2018), or Taiwan 83% (2015),
or Singapore 101% (2018), Germany 70% (2010).

Low farebox recovery can signal a combination of factors including Metro being operationally inefficient,
low rider demand and/or an environment not ideal for light rail, whether it's due to LA driving culture or
not enough density. Regardless of the mix of these factors, it’s clear that light rail, especially light rail
expansions to less dense areas, such as the Metro Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2, shouldn’t be
pursued at all.

3325 S. Garfield Ave., Commerce, CA 90040

Phone: (323) 888-8873 | Fax: (323) 888-9515
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GFC ATLANTIC ASSOCIATES, LLC

The destruction, environmental impact, destabilization of minority families is too costly a tradeoff for
the expansion of an unsustainable operation such as the Metro light rail.

Thank you,

Frank Chen
Manager
GFC Atlantic Associates, LLC

CC: Gene Yo

3325 S. Garfield Ave., Commerce, CA 90040

Phone: (323) 888-8873 | Fax: (323) 888-9515
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Exhibit A
Atlantic Plaza - 271-289 S Atlantic Blvd, East Los Angeles, 90027

Rent Roll information from June of each Year _Metro Atlantic Station Opened

1997 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
Occupancy 100% 94% 88% 88% B88% 88% 74% 79% 87% 88% 100% 84% 78% 92% 93% 100%| 90%
Monthly Occupied
Base Rent $ 37,347 |95 61,986 |5 52311[5 58052 (5 53,314 |S 52,798 |S 43520|S 464255 52,1308 46,470 |$ 50,579 |S 46,059 (S 44,273 |3 53,802 |5 50,386 (5 50,121 |5 49,008
Annual Occupied
Base Rent $ 448,158 | $ 743,835 | $ 627,728 | § 696,622 | § 639,768 | S 633,582 | $ 522,246 | $ 557,103 | § 625,566 | $ 557,642 | $ 606,948 | $ 552,706 | $ 531,276 | $ 645,622 | 5 604,636 | 5 601,451 | $ 589,171
2022 % Decline in
Rent from 2007 20.79%,




Exhibit B

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority Table 7
Business-type Activities — Transit Operations
Farebox Recovery Percentage by Mode

Last Ten Fiscal Years
Fiscal Year Heavy Rail Light Rail Bus All Modes

2012 32% 19% 29% 28%
2013 30% 19% 27% 26%
2014 27% 17% 28% 26%
2015 29% 18% 27% 25%
2016 25% 15% 24% 22%
2017 22% 14% 19% 18%
2018 19% 13% 17% 16%
2019 19% ) 9% 17% 15%
2020 13% 6% 11% 10%
2021 2% 1% 1% 1%

|

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

s===Heavy Raill e=sslight Rail ====Bus

Source: National Transit Database Report.
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Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 B-4
Public Hearing on 08/17/2022

like to call on Kevin Coca, who will be foll owed by
R D. McDonal d, and then Reuben Val dez.

Reuben is our current |ast speaker who
submtted a speaker card. So if you've been
holding it and there's sonething burning on your
m nd, go ahead and submt your card.

Go ahead.

MR. COCA: (Good evening. M nane is Kevin
Coca. I'mrepresenting PIH Health. W support the
Metro extension to Whittier because we believe it
wi | I enhance the access to health care services,
especially to transients and indigent.

We ask that noise vibrations as well as
vehi cl e and pedestrian access to the canpus be
consi dered and addressed during construction, but
we're looking forward to the conpletion of the
project. Thank you.

MR, GUTI ERREZ: Thank you. Up next is
R D. McDonald, foll owed by Reuben Val dez, who is
currently our |ast speaker.

MR. MCDONALD: Good evening. M nane is
R D. McDonal d, 90605. | am here speaki ng on behal f
of the Wiittier Area Chanber of Commerce,
representing over 500 businesses in the Wittier

ar ea.

53

www.regalcourtreporting.com 1% ECA L

866-228-2685
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David Barboza

1) I support Alternative 1 to extend this light rail line all the way to the City of Whittier. This will
provide the maximum benefit in terms of convenient transit service and getting people to drive less. ;

I_Ill—I

2) More grade separations would be beneficial if funding is available. This would allow the line to
operate faster and be more reliable by experiencing fewer traffic collisions.

An aerial alignment is okay, since that can be done at a lower cost than an underground alignment.

L 1-1-3 -l I— -1-2 —I

3) The proposed route comes very close to Uptown Whittier, which is a major source of residential—[
and employment density, and thus potential ridership, but doesn't quite get there, which is very i

unfortunate. If we're going to spend billions of dollars on a light rail line, it should serve the major
centers in the corridor.

(-

Transit connections to the terminus will be critical if this problem isn't fixed, but currently they
aren't very strong at all.

Lo

o

4) Metro should aggressively pursue opportunities for transit oriented development along the entire

corridor to address our housing affordability crisis and allow more people to access the line without -
having to drive. 1

1



Christine Mowles

-If Alternative 1 is selected, what is the plan for commuters who might need a place to park before 3
getting on the light rail? 1



David Woolery

I want to submit that I am very happy about this rail line coming to the Whittier area, and look
forward to it being built.

The station location at 5-points is an excellent choice, as I see it not only serving Whittier, but it
also serves as a good strategic location from which to possibly extend future lines using the
Lambert Road rail corridor into the North OC region. I would like to think that in the coming
decades, this line could eventually extend to serve Fullerton, Buena Park, Anaheim, and beyond.

—l I— I-3-1 —'
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Shirley Davis
=
We believe that either Alternative 2-Commerce/Citadel or Alternative 3- Greenwood Station would ¥
be best. m
We do not want it going down Washington Blvd because it is already too crowded with all the
Trucks and Factory traffic. It is extremely bad during holidays because of people going to the
Citadel. It would really help the citizens in the Rosewood and Roseini neighborhoods if the Gold ~ «
Line went directly to the Citadel. That way all the shoppers will go right to where they want to be
and not be dumped off on Washington and then have to go walk the rest of the way to the Citadel.
That will be a nightmare! |
=

Please do not put the Gold Line on Washington Blvd. We already have it bad. Don't make it worse ;
for us that live in the area. 1



Jessica Huerta

My concern is more traffic in our community. The line will bring more people and more of a dirty
environment like what we see in other communities affected by the metro.

—l I— I-5-1 —I

The neighbors hate the idea and feel that only because we are a lower income community is why
we are being targeted for the project. You do not find the metro in nicer upscale communities. The «
environment of our community will change to more of a busy downtown city feel, something we
chose to distance ourselves from by moving to Pico Rivera or Montebello. _l



Manuel R

I am a resident of montebello. I live on Washington blvd. This will cause traffic, and stores will out
of business. Don't turn this another East Los Angeles. _|._



Lawrence Reynolds

Good Day Metro Board,

It makes little to no sense to disrupt, as we have come to experience with past projects of this type,
the lives and transportation venues for any option other than the Alternative 1 -Washington.
Alternative 1 would connect the multiple communities (East Los Angeles, Santa Fee Springs, Pico
Rivera, Whittier and etc.) and also provide access to Rio Hondo CC.

7-1

In defense of the other Alternatives 2 & 3, they have their merits; but fall woefully short of
expanding the line so that ridership, aka utilization, can be significantly improved.

! |—|-7-2—| I—I

Lastly, none of the above routes will be utilized unless they are fully and properly secured with
both uniform and undercover metro police officer/security.

In closing, I personally have not used a metro bus or light or heavy rail since prior to the pandemic
due to my concern for mine and those riding with me personal safety.

Frankly, ridership WILL NOT increase without a "Law and Order" upgrade/change in the Los
Angeles DA Office. "Cashless Bail" MUST be OVERTURNED with all due haste. Simply put,
"Yesterday would NOT be too soon." The current occupant must be removed and replaced with an
Officer of the Court who possesses and will operate the DA Office with the mindset like that of the
new DA in San Francisco. the DA major and primary concern must be that of safety for law abiding
riders and citizens. Misbehavior and bad acts, aka criminal acts, must have negative consequences.
"You DO the CRIME. You MUST do the TIME."

I-7-3




Jose Anonymous

My major concern with this project is the reduction in scope without any potential of an expedited —[
timeline. I would urge metro to build the entire line as originally proposed, in a phased manner. The &
Residents of East LA are eager for improved access to rail and the benefits those bring to the j
community.



Mario Tovar

Even though the "experts" have said the environment would not be affected, the working citizens
would include the following.

-higher crime and homeless people that the MTA will bring. (police are inept at doing their job)

-Still does not justify 3 billion dollars for digging holes in the ground. (buy electric buses cheaper
than a train)

-how does MTA know our city needs more public transportation Montebello, Pico, Commerce, and
Whittier already have a public transportation system.

-There is already too much traffic around our small cities. This train will only exacerbate every
problem on this small list of mine.

-The city of Los Angeles has a bigger police department even though they cannot stop the high
crime in their public transportation. Which makes the surrounding small police department not
capable of stopping crime here.

DO NOT WASTE TAXPAYERS MONEY AND MAKE CRIME AN EVERYDAY ISSUE,
TRAFFIC WORSE than it is.

| Load b—10s—
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Cristina Tovar

I am a wife and mother of 3, and I am very concerned about my family here in Montebello. The
crime in Montebello is getting worse, especially regarding shootings around the corner from my
house. This Gold Line MTA is not just a waste of money but will bring crime and homeless people.
The best example I can give is the city of Los Angeles which has public transportation (MTA), and
with a police department that big, they can't even handle the crime on their trains. The LAPD has
the largest police department with unlimited resources, and they can not solve the high crime on
trains. I can imagine a small city with a police force of fewer than 80 cops.

1-10-1

-3 billion dollars is way too much money for 9 miles of the train.

-traffic is already bad, and the train will be a problem.

I|—10—4 1-10-3111-10-21°

- The police and the government officials do not do anything about the rising crime and homeless
people.

-We already have public transportation in Montebello why do we need a 3 billion dollar train?
Sounds like a waste of money which is better used to buy electric buses and not a train.

-This project is obviously about money, and the only people that will suffer are the working people
and small children.

I I-10-6I L‘ 1-10-5 _‘
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Celia Medina

This community that you are going to disrupt with this metro is not supportive of this situation!

There is already an increase in crime and this metro being input into our city will only create more
crime.

I— -11-1 —I

You are also disrupting the city and its beauty. People come to live in this city to stay away from the
LA over population. Please do not bring this metro into our community! We do not want it.

I— -11-2 —I
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Patricia Gomez

This project is a complete waste, and we do not want more crime in East LA.

I— -12-1 —I

There are much better ways to spend taxpayer money. Please release a full cost benefit analysis that_!;
includes other alternatives. You only have 1 route, with no real alternatives. Prove that there is a <
need for this project. -l
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Amy Margolis

Please release all ridership data and a full cost-benefit analysis for this project, comparing this
project to other Metro projects and existing lines. The public deserves to know how well used this
project will be, and how it compares to other mega projects. Metro owes the public an explanation
as to why $5 billion should be sent for less than 10,000 boardings when there are several other
Metro lines and projects with exponentially higher ridership and use. We will not accept the
standard boilerplate response you have given to date.

1-13-1
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Ed Izaguirre

Hello,

My name is Ed Izaguirre, and I am a Whittier resident. After looking at the three alternatives, I
would appreciate the Alternative 1 option, which would take the Gold Line out here to Whittier.
Living in the Gateway Cities my entire life, we have been desperately underserviced by public
transportation. An option to take light rail would truly be life changing. I would stop taking my car
to many places, and would instead take public transportation.

Thank you,
Ed

1-14-1
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Daniel Gomez

This project does not make financial sense in any way, shape or form. Metro owes it to the public to—[
publish a full cost-benefit analysis that compares this project with other transit projects across the
county. Why is a project that serves less than 1,700 riders per mile, less than all other projects and =
several dozen bus lines, being prioritized instead of others that serve more people, more transit J
riders, more destinations, etc.?
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Dominic Gonzalez

Build Alternatives:
Preferred option would be Op.1. Breaking up may allow quicker implementation but make it

possible more expensive due to inflation and other issues such as tariffs, inflation, material scarcity,
etc.

I do not like the placing of the final Whittier station going down Lambert though. Positing it in a
way to make an extension to Whittier Blvd and old town Whittier would be much more impactful
for the community and future ridership rather than pushing it down Lambert.

My next preferred option would be Op.3. Although it would no go as far, this extension would
provide the greatest connectivity beyond the East Los Angeles; however, I would push this
alternative to Rosemead at least to better connect with future BRT that is planned through
SGVCOG.

Option 2 would get it started but is far to insufficient for what we need to transition from auto to
train travel.

In terms of stations, I prefer the Atlantic/Pomona Station option as it is a nice layout similar to that
in Pasadena and save a great deal of money. But [ would design it in a way to have a new tower
constructed on a portion of the triangular site in the future.

I prefer the commerce location due to the flexibility.

Aesthetic:

For the Bridge over the river, please employ an aesthetic design reminiscent of the the bridges over
the LA River in Downtown LA or newer bridges such as the Basket Bridge for the Gold Line over
the 2010. This area is a more natural river bed in LA County with a great bike path. Adding a nice
architectural feature here would be great in terms of sprucing up the experience.

Also look at upgrades to the bike paths that it will be covering and see about basic upgrades to the
bike lanes that run under it. and street bridge.

Transportation and Traffic:

I would look to future proof the design by allowing the existing segment to be broken up into three
future lines. The first new line would be an extension of the E line from Atlantic station down
Beverly Blvd to Whittier Old town and then possibly connect with a further extension of the
currently planned L line extension to Whittier Blvd and Painter/Greenleaf. A second line till go
down Atlantic Blvd which is currently being studied for implementation by SGVCOG, and could
connect this area to San Gabriel Valley cities such as Monterey Park, and Alhambra, San Marino
and South Pasadena and south to Maywood, Bell, Cudahy, South Gate (connecting to the future
Artesia Line Station), and eventually south to Long Beach. The third line would be the portion the
existing lines portion Along Washington then connection to the original L Line with increased
service west of Atlantic/Pomona station or down Olympic into DTLA.

For traffic mitigation at crossings, please put extra effort into the intersection of Rosemead and
Washington as this will intersection is highly trafficked and it would be best for the train service,
traffic, and future rail down Rosemead, so it is very important to grade separate this intersection.

1-16-7 4' I' I-16-6'I I_ I-16-5 —I I_ 1-16-4 _I I_ 1-16-3 —l I_ 1-16-2 —I I_ 1-16-1 —I
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Cristina Zuniga

A light rail light is very much needed from DTLA to Whittier. There aren't any freeways that go
directory to south Montebello, Pico Rivera and Whittier. We are forced to take the streets. A under
or above ground line would help alleviate that traffic.

1-17-1

It would also open up more employment opportunities for these communities. South Montebello —L
and commerce are industrial areas which will bring many jobs opportunities.

l— -17-
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Amy Gong

This 1s so wonderful! So excited and can't wait for the day it extends even further east!! Thank you —[
for all your amazing work!

i
'
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1-19

Iris Nunez

I welcome the possibility of rail transit extending the gold line to the south. It was disheartening
when the gold line was extended to the northeast in advance of the south east. Many people do not
take public transportations because it would take them so much longer than driving. The last time I
went downtown, it took me 3 hours from Pico Rivera. It took me 2-3 buses depending on my route.
2 of those buses were late. I spent much of that time waiting for the different buses. The transit app
was highly inaccurate with transit times. Google maps had less inconsistencies. There is a great
need to better public transit here. But the reliability and frequency of that needs to increase.

The underground alternatives are more attractive, because the trains will not have to stop for
streetlights. The line could also be extended once more funds are available. All the alternatives
follow the same route, but there should be more routes considered, like placing the line alongside
the Union Pacific Railroad. Everything considered, I would welcome a rail line connecting the
southeast community to other cities in a reliable and frequent way.

J I 1-19-1 I
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Anonymous Anonymous

Please explain why rail is justified in this corridor when Metro's own presentations and guidance
indicate that rail is meant for high demand corridors where the number of riders justifies this higher
capacity mode. Metro also needs to justify why rail subway is justified for an extension that will
only serve 7,800 daily boardings, less than what some Metro BUS stops at major intersections
handle today. Metro is contradicting itself by showing graphics where rail is best suited for
corridors with the highest demand, highest congestion, and most dense urban settings. Please
explain why this subway should be a priority over any other subway project in the county, including
projects with much higher benefits to hundreds of thousands of riders. As "transit planners", Metro
has a responsibility to the public to reveal how this project will perform, what its benefits are
compared to other potential projects in the county, and why these low ridership numbers justify rail,
let alone rail subway. Metro is doing the exact opposite in this document, burying ridership numbers
and doing absolutely no comparison to other projects to show whether or not this investment is
worth the small benefits.

1-20-1
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Richard Farber

This isn’t a question; it’s a gripe. I’ve complained before; I’ll keep this brief. The Southern
residents of Montebello as you are aware, do not want this rail put through. The added congestion
will be miserable. Your people have already told us that the reason for this route is to save money.
But that’s unconscionable knowing that it will impact our standard of living greatly in southern
Montebello.

1-21-1
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Joe Chaides

I am concerned about an at grade transit corridor along Washington Blvd. It will congest, an _L

already congested area. It should either be above or below ground or find another corridor instead of §
Washington Blvd. J_
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Assal Farahani

I used to take the metro to downtown and back 3 years ago . But now I don't feel safe taking the —L
metro it's too dangerous for me. We have to put many security force so that people can feel safe @

o

taking the metro. [

|



Drew Katonak

I think this is a great idea for La County residents I live in the county I love the county and love
Metro so I think this is a great idea for you guys to build a line

1-24
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Arturo Ramirez

The EIR document, including transportation technical report and appendix, and all boardings
reported for this project have a clear and significant error. The project cannot claim boardings at the
existing Atlantic station as boardings or benefits of the project, especially when boardings at the
Atlantic station will be higher without the project! The project is taking credit for an extra 4,000
boardings at Atlantic that would happen without the project as well. The 14,965 total boardings for
the project should be reduced to less than 10,965, based on the no build ridership at the Atlantic
station. Yet another way Metro is deceiving the public on the supposed benefits of this wasteful
mega project.

1-25-1
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Andrew Morrish

I am writing as a resident of the southside of Montebello and I fully support the Alternative 1
Washington extension plan.

I—— 1-26-1 —I

Andrew Morrish
504 S. 5th St.
Montebello, CA 90640
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Emmanuel Sandoval

Pedestrian crossovers:

-Has there been any implementation/study of pedestrian crossovers that are not near a station stop
or intersection? How will residents be able to cross over the train line without having to walk all the
way to the nearest intersection? In some cases this will be a hassle to get over to the other side of the
light rail line.

1-27-1

Vehicle crossovers:

-How many current vehicle crossovers off washington blvd into residential neighborhoods will be
eliminated with the new light rail line?

-Will left turn signals at intersections be upgraded to make allow U-turns?

Station Quantity:

-7 total stations may be too few, has there been a design scheme with more stations?
-It already takes forever to get from the atlantic station to union station and vice versa, might as well
make more stations in each city for the new extension.

1

-27-2

Duration of time:
-Where is the study that shows how long it will take to get from one station to DTLA?

I_ 1-27-3 —I I_ I
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Hue Doan

-

Please do not build it near Greenwood. This train will cause congestion and bring the homeless to

our neighborhoods. I take the gold line for 4 years and there is always a homeless problem where
they sleep on the trains.

Crime will increase in my neighborhood.

L 1-28-2 _l I_ 1-28



Alice Serna

I totally oppose phase II of this project going down Washington Blvd. I really don't believe any
thought was given regarding the properties that are currently on the route.

1-29
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Our home shakes now with all the traffic and we get so much fine dust. I know with construction —[

this would be even worse.
Please contact me to discuss.

Thank you.
Alice Serna

l_ 1-29-2
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Lorena Hernandez

I am a Montebello resident living off of S. Bluff Rd. and Washington Bl. I am not for this plan. The

congestion on Washington Bl. Is already a nightmare. To have to endure not only the construction, %
but the long term of effects of traffic is not ideal. 1



Next stop: your input. |

DATE / FECHA: 7]1.30. 22

We welcome your feedback on | Agradecemos sus comentarios sobre:
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LOCATION / LOCALIZACION: Mw

NAME f NOMB}S

ORGANIZATION }D RGANIZACION

PHONE | TELEFONO

@ Metro

\Veranddz | @ Samedcor—

EMAIL [ CORREO ELECTRONICO

MAILING ADDRESS [ DIRECCION

CITY, STATE, ZIP [ CIUDAD, ESTADO, CODIGO POSTAL

You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your input.
Tienes una voz en nuestro futuro. Gracias por su aporte,

EASTSIDE TRANSIT CORRIDOR PHASE 2
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Ernie Macias

I support this project. 100% public support.

I— 1-31-1 —l
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You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your input.
Tienes una voz en nuestro futuro. Gracias por su aporte.
Metro EASTSIDE TRANSIT CORRIDOR PHASE 2



-32
Eugenia Falcon

I am concern of what this project would do to my community as well as the traffic too.
* I don't agree on this plan of transportation

* 1t 1s going to have a major impact on the value of my home

* It is an Environment concern
a total benefit for politicians and not to the general well being of the community.
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Ernest and Lisa Valentino

We have been Whittier residents for 30 years and we DO NOT wish to have the Eastside Transit _::
Corridor Phase 2 line come to the City of Whittier for the following reasons: _;_2
1. We have seen first-hand the problems with homelessness around the stations and on the trains at |
existing stations. Our daughter works for an airline and rides the C lIne at least once a week from
Norwalk to Aviation Station. We drop her off and pick her up at Norwalk Stations. There are
transients around the station at every hour of the day. There are homeless and transients on the train
s also. The trains have become a homeless hotel and no one is doing anything about it. What are
you waiting for? For someone to be attacked, injured or killed? We only allow our daughter to ride
the train during the daylight hours, because at night there are more transients on the train and it just
isn't safe anymore.

-33-2
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2. Our concern is that, unless you address the situation with the transient population, the new Line
will exacerbate the problem outlined in Item 1. In the last few years, we have had many problems
with crime in our city. We believe that bringing a station to Whittier could potentially bring more
crime and more violence to our city. 1
3. We already have a problem with traffic in our city. We do not need any more congestion. ThereT
are no freeways in Whittier, therefore everyone has to travel on surface street. Has anyone done a
study on how the Metro Station would impact traffic in our city?

1-33-3

The above issues need to be addressed and resolved prior to bringing the new Metro Line to the
Whittier area. —

Thank you.
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John Carrillo

This Metro proposal will be a nightmare for Montebello, Pico Rivera and the other communities
that share Washington Boulevard. This street has six lanes, three going west and three going east. In
the afternoon rush it can hardely keep up with the volume of traffic. To cross traffic light
intersections it takes two signal changes. This is especially true of east Montebello and all of Pico
Rivera. This proposal will reduce the existing six lanes to just four. This makes no sense. There
aren't enough people, and there never has been, using the Metro that would alleviate any traffic
congestion. The reverse is certainly true, that it would hold up more traffic. For the sake of the
affected areas, please reconsider.
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Anonymous Michel

Building a transit will cause chaos on Washington Blvd...where there's already chaos. Our
community does NOT want the transit built.
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Diana Gomez

I would like to give some insight on the reasons why this project should be shutdown immediately.
First of all, the city of Pico Rivera has already two train tracks that were causing hazardous traffic
congestions and an underpass had to be built to resolve those issues. In 2012 an underpass located
on Passons costs residents/taxpayers 43.5 million a recent opened underpass on Durfee costs
residents/taxpayers 107 million dollars. The main reasons why these underpass were built was to
relieve traffic congestion for our residents, commuter delays and it was causing first responders
delay in care due to traffic.

In addition, pollution emissions were also a factor, cars waiting in the train crossing increases
pollution for our residents.

Furthermore, train crossing is not safe for our kids walking to school and pedestrians crossing, this
train crossing will cause a safety issue and a dangerous environment for our children. In. 2005 a 14
year old El Rancho high school student was killed at the Passons train crossing which was one of
the reasons the underpass was built. This train crossing posses a safety issue for our first responders,
our children and pedestrians, it makes it more dangerous for our kids to walk freely in our beautiful
city of Pico Rivera. Stop this project in the beginning footsteps and help save the lives of our
children in the future.Diana Gomez

1-36-1
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Oswald Ruiz

How much influence does the City of Commerce and the Citadel have on this project? It appears
from the alternatives that every listed option makes it a point to include a station at the Citadel,
Commerce. Being a resident of East Los Angeles for many years, I have witnessed first hand how
often the best interest future young generation of East LA is not a top priority. Atlantic is beyond
congested as it is. It serves mostly as a direct pass through to commerce for many delivery trucks,
leaving behind significant amounts of added air pollution. In a way, there should be an ethical
responsibility for Commerce to consider how much of East LA it utilizes on a daily basis. In my

honest humble opinion, it appears as though the Gold line extension will serve Citadel Commerce in

its best interest, but has it taken into consideration its neighbor to the North?

I have even heard from Deputies of the East LA Sheriffs department noting that Commerce often
requests additional patrol in its City, taking away value resources for East LA and other
unincorporated communities. Isn't Commerce incorporated? Shouldn't they be able to afford their
own patrol? Again, it appears as an example of a City looking out only for its best interest.

The way many residents see it is, if the Gold line is to benefit communities, is it truly doing so by
making best use of its budget once, so future generations can benefit and not have make
considerable corrections/expenses in the future.

1-37-1
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Beatriz Sanchez

Yes, I really want the line to Whittier.
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Rebecca Sanchez

—
Love the idea of extending the Gold Line & public transportation is great to have accessibility to it.

-1
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Alex Ortiz

I do not want this.

The metro is no good in a city with a lot of drivers.

The metro is causing too much traffic.

3rd st and mednik ave train signals do NOT work, it is as if there is always a train passing causing
rush hour traffic times for people on mednik, which is awful at 4am.

If anything, if you want to make a Californian from east los angeles happy, get rid of the metro at
pomona blvd and atlantic blvd and at mednik ave and 3rd st PLEASE.

Do NOT spend my tax dollars on this project PLEASE.

1-40-1




1-41
Marlene Duenas

I want to start off by saying this is the worst idea ever. It will pass by a super transited area which
will equal to more traffic.

It will also go through neighborhoods with grade schools K-12. By passing the metro through
those streets our children will not be safe nor are we.

It will bring more noise, homelessness, violence and chaos. That is something we do not need in
family neighborhoods.

I— 1-41-3 —I I— 1-41-2 —I L -41-1 —I
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john Anonymous

I own a business on the intersection of washington blvd in Pico Rivera. This project will devestate —L
our business, my employees, and the future of our family. This is a costly bill that will waste g
millions and millions in taxpayer dollars, mostly at the expense of small family business owners _[
which have been job creators for the local community.

Worse yet, these projects tend to have lower ridership historically, and thus will be to no avail. [ am
strongly against this proposal.

L -41-2 —I
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FRANK VENTURA

Hello,

My main concern for this project is the traffic.

1. Atlantic blvd North and South is one of the main streets used to avoid the 5 fwy , 60 fwy, and
710 fwy. putting a metro train through Atlantic blvd will cause three times more traffic on our
streets and community. The damage caused to our community with the 3rd street project is
unforgivable. I don't use 3rd st anymore due to the congestion caused by the train project.

- Closing additional lanes for the track will cause traffic congestion.

- There are two schools and a third being built on Atlantic Blvd. Throughout the school year traffic
in the community at mid mornings and afternoon with parent dropping off and picking up students
is already bad. If not for the additional lane on Atlantic Blvd traffic would be at a stand still.

- There will be more traffic in our residential area. I live on 6th St. and we constantly have car using
6th st as a short cut to avoid using Atlantic Blvd.( north & south) ,Whittier Blvd (east &west) , and
Beverly Blvd (east & west).

- We have no support from Law enforcement to make sure drivers are obeying or abiding by
residential street laws.

My last comment regarding this project is no one on the project committee, contractor, or so called
community representative live in this area and could care less how this will impact the community.
The only concern for them is to complete the project to get paid and use this for political gain.
Every person that uses public transportation if had a choice would rather drive his/hers own vehicle.
I hope this project does not run down Atlantic Blvd. in our Hispanic/Latino community. This is a
horrible idea and hope it does not happen. Thank you, Frank Ventura

1-43-1
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Aurelia Ayala

Me parece una excelente idea la extension
Gracias

[Translation: The extension looks like an excellent idea to me. Thank you]

-44
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Rita Rojas

Extending the metro would not be necessary.

1.The first and most important reason. Extending the the metro to suburban areas with high median
household income defeats the purpose of having a metro in the first place. The metro should be in
low income neighborhoods where it is needed.

-
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2.Extending would cause profound traffic which is already a major issue. The streets that have
metro railing in East Los Angeles (3rd and 1st) have to deal with cars waiting an extensive amount
of time whilst the metro passes through. The extended metro line will be traveling through Atlantic
and Washington Blvd. which are heavily traveled streets. It will lead to more time spent in cars
traveling and more smog released. This will also increase the chances of speeding, car accidents and
road rage which can lead to arguments and violence.

1-45-2
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3.From my observations living here for a long time, the metro is not being used significantly in Eas
Los Angeles or in Boyle Heights. All stations in East Los Angeles are never crowded. Occupants of
the metro in east Los Angeles has reduced throughout the years.

1-45
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4 Metro stations are not secure and unsafe at times. Throughout the years there have been shootings
and sexual assaults at metro stations which does not make people feel safe traveling through metro.
There is no security guard at stations until it is too late.

! I— I-45

Please do not extend the metro line. It is a waste of money that can be used on education and fixing
other issues such as building affordable housing, offering more resources through social services,
and helping the homeless.

There will be backlash before, during and after construction if this metro line is extended.

I speak for many people that agree with me on these points.

1-45-5
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Jorge Martinez

My family and local community are not in favor of the metro transit passing thru Washington BlVd.—[
We have seen how these metro rails have destroyed communities by increase in crime and traffic. I 3
will support all recalls and vote anyone involved out of office who was in favor of this project. We X

will not allow our community to be bullied into this project.



Denise Gonzalez

Concerns:
-more homeless to Whittier from downtown

-construction traffic/delays/inconvenience

-effect local businesses

-unable to drive across Washington Blvd from my residence to regular business locations, rerouted

or detoured

-will become too congested on Washington Blvd, increased traffic

[-47
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Ms Martinez

I am writing to express my very strong opposition to having the Goldline in Whittier.

) —I L -48-1 -l

THe Environmental Report shows this is a horrible thing for our city and we should not have to pay

the consequences of the greed of the Metro Board or Whittier City Council and other governmental
factions.

The people of Whittier do not want this. Studies have shown that your Metro lines vaguely reduce
traffic temporarily.

|-|_4g_4-l L|-48-3'I I—I-48

The City of Whittier already has problems with high-density housing that is bringing more traffic
and we have a huge homeless problem.

The Metro will just bring more homeless people to Whittier. The Metro lines are extremely unsafe. _[
You have no armed police officers on the trains or platforms. I took the Long Beach line once and
all I saw was a dirty train and every platform was plagued with homeless people. My daughter and I
witnessed a homeless person defecating on a platform and I saw no police in sight.

1-48-5

WE DO NOT WANT the GOLDLINE IN WHITTIER. Regardless of whatever Council Member
Dutra says, we do not want it.
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Stephanie Vallejo

I am a long-time resident of Whittier and I am opposed to this project for many reasons.

The Goldline has not been proven to reduce traffic nor has it been proven to be a safe mode of
transportation.

I have taken the Goldline in East Los Angeles and all I saw were vagrants and a worn down/
graffitied train. I did not feel safe. I recall seeing a homeless person drinking alcohol in front of me
and throwing his can on the floor. I exited as soon as I could.

493 —I I— 1-49-2 -”- I-49-1 -l

As a long time resident, I oppose this project as it will harm our residents, businesses, quality of
life, and undermine our safety.
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Gabriela Sanchez

—
This project will break the world record for most expensive transit project per new station, with the =
$5 billion initial subway to the Citadel serving only 4,122 new riders at 2 new stations.

I-50

Metro has bus lines stuck in congestion that serve much more people today, and rail projects that
would serve almost 100,000 riders.

I— -50-2 —“—
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Why is Metro prioritizing this absurd waste of public resources for a $5 billion subway to an outlet

mall next to a highway, in an industrial zone? The cost to benefit ratio of this project is too low to 2
warrant a subway, and Metro should know this. —1

L
Metro's other presentations show that rail is meant for the busiest corridors with the highest 2
ridership, not for 4,122 riders or 11,000 riders. _y

We demand to know why Metro is insisting this particular project is the right $5 billion solution to—[

wn

transit needs on the eastside, when better bus and BRT service could be implemented almost &

overnight for billions less, and across a wider area that serves more of the Eastside, not just _l
Washington Blvd
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Miguel G

Please cancel this project. Your whole presentation and speeches are geared towards approving this
project, and you're not giving a fair shot of the No Build alternative.

1-51-1 _'
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This project is an incredible waste of money, with $5 billion for only 4,000 riders. Stop forcing this
project on us

1-51-2
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David Gomez

We oppose this unnecessary project. The time it will take to get from Whittier to downtown LA will
never encourage people to use the train instead of driving.

The train will always be slower, even with traffic. The current east side gold line is one of the
slowest lines with the lowest ridership.

So few people use that East LA line now, so why are you doubling down on it? Fix the current line,
fix your bus service in East LA.

There are so many more cost effective solutions for transportation that would serve so much more
than just the Citadel and W Ashington Blvd from Greenwood to Lambert.

L I-52-4 —I I— 1-52-3 —' L 1-52-2 —' L 1-52-1 _'

Metro refuses to give a fair analysis of those other options because they are insititng on this over $6 —L
billion subway as the only solution. Metro owes it to the public to reveal the real cost and benefits &
of this project, and whether other alternatives could achieve more (more riders, more benefits) for 1
less than $6 billion. J
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Anonymous Anonymous

Does Metro understand basic facts about public transit?

Subways are the highest capacity and most expensive transportation solution and are usually built
where ridership will be the highest in the system, not where it will only serve 4,000 riders.

Metro is burying the real costs and benefits of this project and not fairly analyzing the project from
a neutral standpoint.

Dutra and Solis have convinced Metro to ignore all reasoning and logic, in order to push a $5
billion subway to an outlet mall. Please explain why.
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Sergio Arambula

As a Whittier resident. I am looking forward to alternative route option 1 (east LA to Lambert). |
am excited for the light rail to be expanded to my city.

Specifically as we get closer to Whittier
(200kV & 500kV). Have we looked at required clearances between SCE lines and the light rail

conductor? Will we have to mitigate SCE lines and what about the lower voltage lines? What if we J
can't raise structure to a certain height?
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I am however a bit concerned about the amount of transmission lines we will be going under. —[
o~
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N

Does that mean we will have to underground those lines?And how will this affect our budget?
These are all concerns that I have.
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Rose Morales

We have seen how these how these GRADE LEVEL metro lines have Environmentally destroyed
single family residencies.

Serapis street that connected from Slauson to Rex Road got got cut off due to all the train crossing
accidents and deaths. How can you honestly say our kids will be safe walking to El Rancho HS &
Rivera Middle School crossing Washington Blvd thru Loch Allene and Passons.

My family and local community are not in favor of the proposed Gold Metro line extension.
I live off Lindsey Ave and Washington Blvd, where their is nothing but residential homes that run
from Loch Allene all the way to the 605 FWY. The noise pollution and trembling from the trains

passing thru will make living conditions unbearable.

Unless this train goes underground thru Pico Rivera as a registered voter I will make it my duty to
support any recall or vote out any public official who was in favor of this project.

l |-55-1J
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Jorge Rodriguez

Montebello residents do not want this project and we demand that you cancel it.

This project will create havoc on Washington Blvd and there's no reason why we need a train on
Washington.

Please do not build any of these project options, they are all awful.
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Adam Garcia

Metro is shoving this project onto communities that do not want it. The few people who say they
will ride it don't even know how long it will take to reach downtown LA, the gold line is slow and
not used in East LA and Metro is copying its mistakes again on Washington Blvd.

Metro needs to listen to the community and all the other better options that could be implemented
with a much lower cost.

All project alternatives should be eliminated and Metro needs to do a real study of what makes the
most sense before you spend 6.5 billion dollars on this train to nowhere.
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Daniel T

As a resident of Montebello, I want Metro to know that my neighbors and I do not want this project
built on Washington and we oppose our tax dollars going to this train.

]
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Larry Whitmer

Instead of this $6 billion project that will cripple Washington Boulevard traffic and add noise and
crime to our city, Metro and Solis and Dutra need to explore other ways to improve transportation.

Electric buses, BRT, express buses from Whittier to Downtown, would all work a lot better for a lot 1

lower cost. And you can use them serve a lot more communities and improve their bus ride almost
immediately.

Instead of this subway that will take at least 10 years to finish. Project Manager Jenny keeps
promising something by the Olympics, apparently based on some fantasy schedule that she isn't

sharing with the public. The project manager shouldn't lie to the community by promising
something that isn't realistic.

I-|-59-1-l
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Maria Lopez

—
This EIR fails to make the case for this project and I strongly oppose any construction for this train %
on Washington. i

Metro needs to go back and come back with better solutions.

i —I I‘I-60-2'”‘

Has Metro looked at Washington bus usage? It's very low because everyone using this corridor is

driving. And they will all drive with this project too, but in traffic, because the train will always be 3
slower and dirtier than driving.

-
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Tony Guzman

No Build is the answer.

If Metro and Dutra insist on building this, we oppose anything on washington that isn't
subway. We will do everything we can to stop Metro from destroying Washington Blvd
and copying what you did in East LA with the gold line.

1-61
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Lucy Marquez

Please choose the no build or tsm alternatives.

1-62
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John M

I oppose the project and support the no build alternative.

[-63
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Carrie Gomez

Metro is not listening to the community, our opposition to this gold line extension, and other ways
to improve transportation that doesn't dig up our streets for decades for a train that will only cause
more traffic and serve very few people. Metro, Solis and Dutra are all trying everything to convince
us that this project makes sense, but the EIR numbers speak for themselves.

ey
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Sophia Marquez

I do not support this project and oppose any train that will run down Washington blvd. Please vote
no on this project, Solis and Dutra do not speak for us and the community. We want better bus
service now, not this train extension.

-
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Frank Gomez

Stop this eastside train project now, we did not ask for it and this 1,000 page DEIR document is too
long for the community to properly review in just 60 days. If you must go ahead with a project,
Metro must choose no build or tsm based on all the facts and community input.

|
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Montebello and Pico Rivera do not want this project and oppose all the build alternatives.
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Tony Gonzales

All 3 alternatives fail to address any known transportation or transit issue in this corridor and Metro
owes it to LA County residents to reveal how this project performs compared to all the other
projects Metro is pursuing or can pursue if $5 billion in valuable taxpayer resources aren't sunk into
an initial 3 mile subway to an outlet mall next to a freeway and industrial buildings. Metro project
manager Jenny Cristalles is stating outright lies by claiming heavy ridership on the eastside gold
line and her own agency's numbers contradict what she claims to the community. Her
condescending attitude towards those of who live on the Gold Line and experience it every day is
not welcome, and she has demonstrated a clear bias in favor of building the full project. She
dismisses any other alternative or anything that does not involve building this subway to the
Citadel, not caring about addressing the real transportation and transit needs of our communities.
We deserve better bus service today, not a 3 mile $5 billion subway to an outlet mall in a decade.

1-68-3
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Jennifer F

Stop this project now and stay away from Washington BI.

[-69
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Frank Gomez

By moving forward with this crazy project, Metro's Board of Directors (especially Solis and Dutra) |
are ignoring and discarding their fiscal responsibility to approve projects that will have the biggest :[ R
benefits and ridership for these incredible $6 plus billion investments. The public deserves the best
projects that will serve the most amount of people possible given limited resources and taxpayer :[
dollars.

I-70-2
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Diego Ramirez

Keep this train away from Pico Rivera and Montebello. My neighbors and I are all opposed. :[
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Jason Fang

The streets you are proposing to extend the gold line on are already busy to begin with throughout :[
the day. The idea to cause more traffic by closing out lanes for construction, turning 3 lanes to 2

lanes, and on top of that adding delay by drivers who are uncertain of what to do when they see a :[
rail line in the middle of the street is absurd. I drive through East LA all the time where this line is
already implemented and if this is the future, it isn't working. I see no benefit at all with this proj ect.:[

72-3 1-72-2 1-72-1



[-73

Amy Ramirez

Please cancel this project. Our community and businesses cannot handle the 8 to 12 years it will | 3

~

take for construction. -
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Sammy Larson

~

This project is awful and needs to be canceled immediately. Stop wasting our tax dollars on a :[ oy
washington train that will barely have riders.
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Tom Carter

1-75-1

Metro should select the no build option and look at other ways to bring better transit to the eastside
with things like electric buses or upgrading the metrolink lines that are already there and already
pass right by the citadel.
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Sam Clark

Metro needs to stop this project and take a serious look at other ways $6.5 billion can be used to | =
improve transportation in East LA, Boyle Heights, Montebello and Whittier. T
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Josefina S

I vote for the TSM alternative. Do not touch Washington Blvd unless it's a full subway and you can
finish construction within a year.

L
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Anonymous Anonymous

I oppose this project and think Metro needs to study something else that will give our city more "
immediate traffic solutions that doesn't need a 7billion dollar subway through ELA. =
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Maria Lopez

We oppose this project and support the no build or tsm alternatives. Stop wasting our tax money on
a $6 billion train in a place where it doesn't belong.

1
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Larry Gomez

80-1

We request that Metro cancel this project. We do not want a train on Washington, and this project
doesn't pencil out.
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M Thomas

The eastside gold line is slow and creates lots of problems on 3rd street. Metro should not expand it
and needs to listen to the community. We oppose this expansion.

81-1|'
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Gary Peters

Why does Commerce get a subway but Montebello and Pico Rivera have to deal with Washington
Boulevard impacts? This train extension should not go forward as Metro and Solis and Dutra are
demanding. We want a Washington Blvd subway for the whole thing or do not build it at all.

1-82-1
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J Garcia
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Why is Metro not giving a fair look at Whittier or Beverly instead of Washington? Washington :[_:
barely has any bus service and there's no reason to put a train there. Your map claims Whittier o2
College as a destination but this won't even go there. :[ ®
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Francisco T

I don't want this project built, choose the no build, thank you _—_[
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Laura S

Metro, Solis and Dutra are forcing this project on us with a biased document that doesn't look at all
the other cheaper and less destructive alternatives that could serve east county. The no build
alternative is the only one Metro should pick.

II—85—2 II—85—1



1-86
D Lopez

financially, it's 2 billion more than what we can build now. BRT can be done on corridors like

Metro should look at BRT instead of the eir alternatives. The subway train doesn't pencil out %Eg
Beverly and Whittier where there's more action than Washington. :[ %



[-87

Ivan Y

This project cannot go forward the way Metro is planning it. Your document doesn't show why this :[ &
project will help the eastside more than it will hurt it, with all your construction and business :[ :
closures. Look at what you did to 3rd street.

1-87-2
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Josh P

o0
*

Why doesn't Metro look at ways to upgrade the metrolink lines in this area? one of them goes right 7
by the citadel, you can just add a station there and save billions of dollars.



1-89
JD

Metro needs to look at what buses could do for this project. There's no need to tear up Atlantic and
Washington for a train when buses can offer greater service and so much sooner.



Ur Mom

How will this benefit all the homeless and elderly that will become house less after you destroy
homes like you did with the last metro line. Fuck yall gentrifiers

1-90
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Samantha Gomez

-
i
@

Metro's math for this project makes no sense. A $5 billion subway to an industrial zone will not
solve our transportation problems on the eastside. For $5 billion, we should get a lot more than just
a first phase subway to Commerce.



[-92

Jay H

keep this train and metro's homeless and crime problem out of whittier! we are not long beach or
santa monica and we don't want to ruin our city with useless train that will only bring more crime
and traffic to our streets.

]

1-92-1
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T Clark

Do Metro staff also work for Solis and Dutra? Is that why Metro is letting them dictate this project T
and demand it be built no matter what and ASAP, even if there's no money for it to get to
Commerce, let alone Montebello or Pico Rivera? Metro came up with the most expensive solution,
for the lowest benefits to transit riders. Solis and Dutra are corruptly influencing this project for
their own personal political benefit, at the expense of superior alternatives that can be done quicker,
cheaper, and for the benefit of a lot more people.

i
o
(o)}




[-94

JD Lopez

We were promised a subway under Whittier Boulevard going west to east, not this one stop that will
end at the citadel for decades because metro always runs out of money on these projects and opens
years late. Build it right or don't build it at all.

1-94-1
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Jess Ramirez

I oppose this project and do not believe this EIR gives a fair look at so many other ways to spend $7 :[ 5
billion -



[-96

JP Sanchez

This project needs to be stopped now. Don't bring more crime and homelessness to our cities. This is 1
a waste of taxpayer money and Metro is letting Solis and Dutra strongarm them into pushing this on

the community no matter what it costs and how much it will impact our traffic and put a big strain

on our police.

1-96-2 1-96-1
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Tom C

Metro should use the existing Metrolink train track land for this project, the land is already there
and it's cheaper than a 6billion$ subway. The Metrolink tracks run right along the citadel too.

1-97-1
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Pete K

and Metro should needs to figure out what else $6.5 billion could buy in terms of transit in the

The light rail alternatives for this project make no sense. $6.5 billion for 4,000 riders is laughable :[
eastside cities. We strongly oppose any of the light rail build alternatives.

1-98-1
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Anonymous Anonymous

Metro is going to destroy our neighborhoods and traffic with this project and none of my neighbors :[ 2
want it. Metro and Dutra are in cahoots to push this project regardless of the cost and lack of N
benefits for residents. Stop this project now before wasting millions more on a subway that few will :[ &
ride. -



1-100

Nancy W

Metro's CEO used to be the CEO of Metrolink - Metro should take advantage of this and look at
ways to improve Metrolink service and add a staiton at the Citadel for billions less than a new
subway line to the Citadel. I strongly oppose the alternatives Metro and Dutra are demanding be
built at the expense of much more sound cost effective solutions.

|— I—100-1—I
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Maria L

Please do not bring this project into Montebello. We can't handle the homeless and crime from
metro trains. All the homeless will be dropped off in our neighborhoods. but metro and dutra don't
care.

]
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Common Sense

The cost of this train extension has ballooned to 6 billion, for only 4,000 new riders. Does Metro
have calculators? That's over $1.5 million per new rider in case Metro can't do the math. Explain
why $1.5 million per rider is a wise investment. Does Metro always have to spend so much for its
ridership?

1-102-1
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Juan Anonymous

I vote for the no build alternative. The other alternatives don't make sense given their costs, impacts
and low use. Metro and Montebello need to look at improving service on its busiest bus routes
before building a new train that will divide our community and create a giant barrier on Washington.

L

1-103-21-103-1
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Ernest Valentino

we oppose the Metro Line coming to Whittier, until the high crime caused by transients in LA
County is resolved.

Something you need to look at is:

Olympics coming to Los Angeles in 2028.

LA City will want to clean up all of homeless sites in the city before the Olympics.
Where are they going to do with all of the transients?

Are they going to farm them out and moved the out to our cities?

We are at the Norwalk station every week and our daughter rides the trains. Until you resolve the
transient problem, we DO NOT wish to have a Metro Station in our City.

Thank you -

" |-1o4-1I
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AT

This EIR is impractical. Metro isn't able to fund the Gold Line extension to Claremont but wants to_[
build a new subway extension for billions more than Metro has in funding. Metro needs to go back 3
to the drawing board and come up with something that's financially feasible and provides the best g
transit possible for East LA and the cities east of East LA. __l



Rob Garcia

I support the No Build Alternative. Thank you

1-106
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Jamie Hwang

I support Alt 1 with the MSF in Montebello. Stopping the line extension short of Whittier would be
an extremely poor investment in public transportation in the long run. I live in a mixed-use
development off of Whittier between Sorenson and Washington/Lambert, and our community
desperately needs alternatives to driving. If we had access to a line that can take us to LA, it would
reduce parking issues, improve air quality, and reduce traffic/speeding problems in our community.

1-107-1
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JD Lopez

The project should be 100% in a subway, especially on Washington, or it should not be built.
Commerce gets a subway, where almost nobody lives, but Montebello, Pico Rivera and Whittier all
get heavier traffic.

1-108-1
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Donna Cruz

I have lived in Whittier for 32 years. We have public transportation available already. I appreciate
that the freeways do not run through this city. Bringing the train through Whittier will only bring
more crime and homelessness. | am against the train coming through Whittier.

1-109-1
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Gerardo Madrigal

Our main concern is the traffic delays this will create both during construction and operation. The

gold line on pomona/3rd street already runs extremely slow during rush hour. I lived to see that g
street run faster before the train arrived. Given our population increase to double by 2050, this will z
create havoc unless people started opting to take the train instead of drive their own vehicles. My 8
take is go underground. :[ =



I-111

Michelle Rodriguez

Metro needs to cancel this boondoggle now, before LA County wastes over $6 billion for the least
useful transit line possible in southern California. The no build and no project is the only sound

alternative the Metro Board can choose unless they want to flagrantly waste billions in taxpayer
funding.

-111-1
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Metro IsCorrupt

Metro wants to build a $5 billion subway line to an outlet mall for 4,000 new riders over 10 years
from now, less than what Metro serves at just 1 of their many rail stations today and less than what -
Metro's busiest buses serve at just 1 of their stops. How can Metro make the case for a subway train 5
that will only benefit 4,000 riders when there are other projects that will benefit ten times as many
riders for a lower cost?



1-113

P Johnson

Fernando Dutra is colluding with Metro staff to build this project no matter what the community
says and no matter how small the gain will be for over $6 Billion spent in public taxpayer funds.
Dutra is forcing Metro staff to ignore the fact that this project doesn't make any financial sense and =
will serve less people after 10 years of construction and $6 billion spent than many Metro buses do_l
today.

31|
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Gabby M

This project needs to be stopped before it tears up our streets for years and adds traffic on :[
washington. Please listen to the community, Metro, before making our neighborhoods suffer more =5 s
traffic and construction and crime. :[

21-117-1
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JL

Shame on Metro for pushing this $5 billion subway for only 4,122 new riders. Metro staff clearly
does not understand transportation if all you could come up with is something Metro cannot afford
by billions of dollars, and will take over a decade to build.

1-118-1
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Daniel T

We never asked for this project and it will cost too much for almost no benefit. Metro needs to learn—[

how subway trains work and why you build subways where you will have the most use, not for an
outlet mall by a freeway for $6 billion. Metro is doing the dirty bidding of Dutra and Solis, who are
demanding this awful project at any cost.

MY
o
—
<



1-120

Jason Miller

This project makes no sense and is a waste of $6 billion that could otherwise go to improving transit

today with better bus service. There is some serious corruption going on between Metro, Dutra, and g
the Citadel, and the public should know all the facts before we spend billions on a subway to an n
outlet mall when so many other places need better transit first, like Whittier Blvd. _l



1-121

Anonymous Anonymous

Congratulations to Metro and Dutra! You've managed to design the most expensive transit project in
the world, breaking a world record for billions$ spent per new station and rider, for the lowest
possible ridership and use. A special thank you to Dutra for making sure the $5 billion subway for
the first phase will use up all the funds available for the project and require billions more to get to
Whittier, ensuring it never reaches the city limit of Whittier in anyone's lifetime. And that when it
does get to Whittier, it will be miles away from Uptown and Whittier College, and yet still take 45
minutes to reach downtown LA once you've gotten to the station and onto the train. It's hard to
spend $5-7 billion for such little gain, bravo. —1

1-121-1
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Anonymous Anonymous

Metro needs to disclose to the public how and why the Citadel outlet mall managed to transform a
project over 10 years in planning, in order to serve their mall with a §5 billion subway that does not
solve a critical transportation need or problem. How did the Citadel all of a sudden become a
priority to serve with subway trains? Metro must disclose to the public all of the influences the
Citadel is exerting on Metro staff and board members Dutra and Solis. There is no reason the
Citadel should have a subway station before lower income residential communities of color. Metro
staff will eventually be exposed for their blind allegiance to the citadel, and for writing an
environmental document heavily swayed by and influenced by a corporation for their own benefit,
at the expense of transit riders. If Metro does not want to reveal these publicly, we will file lawsuits
to ensure everything behind this $5 billion subway for 4,000 riders is exposed for the awful project
it is, driven by political corruption and not by a real transportation need.

1-122-1
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Joe Anonymous

This project has become a complete joke and the people working on it have proven to be incredibly
inept at their job. Metro staff doesn't appear to know the basics of public transportation, and what
the difference between a bus and a high capacity train is. And why you build trains where demand
and use will be highest, not lowest. If Metro staff can't even understand the basic of public transit,
how can we trust them to plan and design multi billion mega projects across LA County? Only an
inept transportation professional would propose a $5 billion subway train that will serve 4,000 new
station boardings. And only corrupt leadership would approve such a waste of public funds for such
little gain when they know there are numerous other Metro projects that will have much higher
demand and use, for a much lower cost.

1-123-1
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J Rodriguez

—

We do not want this project, it will bring homeless and crime to our neighborhoods and add trafﬁc:[ §
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1-125

M5. REYES: M nane is Eugeni a Reyes.

do live on the south side of Mple.

| do agree with everybody here. [|'m happy

t hat sonebody from East L. A that was in Metro,

front of the Metro, you're here, because, to be

honest, | used to go to the Santuari o de Guadal upe,

the church right there. And you know what? After

that, you don't see no nore cars. Nobody wants to j

be nearby, barely, Third Street, et cetera. i
It's going to inpact all those

sem -trucks. And they have to back up, unload.

don't want it. | already had enough, and | have to

deal with this since | was born, because ny parents

have |lived in that house since 1977.

So | amalready used to the noise of the

trucks. | don't want no nore. | don't want it
go under. | don't want it to go on top. W' ve
al ready had enough with so nmuch stuff going on,
destroyi ng our nother nature.

And to top it off, when is it going to

fixed? You already saw what happened to the bridge

on Sixth Street. People are going to be on the
Metro and start destroying it (speaking in
Spani sh.)

It's all trash. People are going to,

in

to =

get

1-125-2
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Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Public Hearing on 07/30/2022

little by little, start graffiti. No, thank you.

| don't want people from outside com ng over here,
and | don't want any people from here -- because
"' mnot saying that all the angels are here in

Mont ebel l 0. There are sone bad ones, too. | don't
want themto cause problens in other sides of the
city.

| f you guys want a Metro, do it downtown.
| f you want that to | ook Iike New York, go for it.
But not Commrerce, not Montebello, not anything in
this area. |'msorry.

M5. ARELLANO Thank you for your
coments. That is our |ast speaker officially that
we' ve received a request-to-speak card. The public
hearing is still open until 12:00 noon today.

So as you continue to talk to our staff,
view the information, have an interest in speaking
verbally in front of the audi ence, please still
fill out the speaker card. Public hearing is still
open, and we will be here until noon to receive
your verbal coment.

O course, as we've already stated, if you
prefer, you can speak directly to the court
reporter and provide your verbal comment that way

of any length, as well as the witten public

A

1-125-2
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Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2 Public Hearing
Transcript of Proceedings on 07/30/2022

receiving formal coments. For your information, I
have received three comments so far. Again, if
anyone has not submtted a speaker card, please do
so. Qur staff will conme around to pick those up.
Great. W have a few nore.
The first three speakers, in this order,
are Jesse Garcia, Ednond Vel oz, and Esther Selis.
So if | can ask Jesse Garcia to be the
first one up. Edna will be handing you the
m crophone. And if you can, again, state your nane
and your organi zation, if you have one, and we
wel cone you to give us your public coment.
Thank you, Jesse.

MR. GARCI A: Thank you. M nane's Jesse

Garcia. | live at 90640 zi p code.
So presently you have a $3 billion
project. It is 9.4 mles, nore or less, so |

rounded this up to 10 mles. That's about
$300 million per mle that will be spent.

Now, the cost of ridership is $1.75. Max
occupancy is at 405 passengers, which will never
happen. So | rounded this to 250. That's 125
passengers per train. That's roughly about

$1, 304. 50 every hour.

It says it's going to run for 24/7. It's

1-126-1
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1-126

not going to happen, so | rounded that to ten

hours. That's roughly $13, 125 per day. 1In a

that's 4,000, 750.

In order to pay back the principal of
$3 billion, that's 52 years; okay?

And, again, this is at the 10, 000-f oot

sonet hing of the scope of this size, the nature

scope, it's a lot.

nmy manager, he would throw ne out of his office.

past |ife.

So in order for this to be paid off in

to increase to $14 per head.
Now, the reason we can do this, iIt's

public noney. It is all public noney.

conment .
Next, we have Ednond Vel oz. Foll ow ng

Ednond, Esther Selis. Follow ng Esther, Sandra,

30-day tinme franme, that's $393,750. 1In one year,

level. | didn't put in any other variables. Wth

So basically, if | were to present this to

And | am a product nmanager, a program nmanager in ny

five years -- every conpany wants their principal

to be paid back in five years, ridership would have

MS. ARELLANO. Jesse, thank you for your

who is a resident. So hopefully, Sandra, you can

and

1-126-1
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Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Public Hearing on 07/30/2022

tell us when you cone on up.

Ednond, go right ahead.

MR VELOZ: Ckay. |I'magoing to read
sonething to you

My nane is Ednond Veloz. | live in 90640,
Montebello. 1'mgoing to read sonething to you

directly. These are Jenny Cristal es-Cevall os's own
words fromthe Wiittier neeting last -- in 2019.
It says here:

“"So all these elenents need to go

t hrough the public review process and

the el enental process down to when we

identify the locally preferred

alternative. So this is currently the

pur pose and need of the project.

"Again, we are soliciting input

to ensure this purpose neets the --

neets the community's needs and

concerns. "

We are local here. These are the locally
preferred alternatives. TSM electric buses.
That's what we want. There's 1,235 -- 1,250 nanes
here, and we have over 1,600 now.

This is the locally preferred alternative.

This is what we want, not what they want. This is

1-127-1
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Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Public Hearing on 07/30/2022

all they want. W' ve never been involved in the =

proj ect, whether you know it or not.

The Montebello city council has this, and
so does the Metro have this, yet they don't want to
acknow edge any of this.

Fol ks, you're being -- you're being --
you' re being robbed today, and they're filling you
with 20 years full of cow manure today to tell you,
oh, you matter.

You don't matter. Not one bit. Thank
you.

M5. ARELLANO Ednond, thank you for your
coments. And if there's anything in witing that
you would like to |l eave wwth us for additional
comrents, you are all welconme to do so wth your
comment s.

Next, we have Esther Selis. Follow ng
Esther, Sandra. And follow ng Sandra, Jorge
Marti nez.

M5. SOLIS: Hello. M nane is Esther
Solis. | livein Pico RRvera. | amvery glad to
be here for this presentation. But they haven't
even nentioned Pico R vera.

We are over 65,000 residents. On the map

top side, you see the stations. You see all the

1-127-3

-127-2
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Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Public Hearing on 07/30/2022

all they want. W' ve never been involved in the
proj ect, whether you know it or not.

The Montebello city council has this, and
so does the Metro have this, yet they don't want to
acknow edge any of this.

Fol ks, you're being -- you're being --
you' re being robbed today, and they're filling you
with 20 years full of cow manure today to tell you,
oh, you matter.

You don't matter. Not one bit. Thank
you.

M5. ARELLANO Ednond, thank you for your
coments. And if there's anything in witing that
you would like to |l eave wwth us for additional
comrents, you are all welconme to do so wth your
comment s.

Next, we have Esther Selis. Follow ng
Esther, Sandra. And follow ng Sandra, Jorge
Marti nez.

M5. SOLIS: Hello. M nane is Esther
Solis. | livein Pico RRvera. | amvery glad to
be here for this presentation. But they haven't
even nentioned Pico R vera.

We are over 65,000 residents. On the map

1-128-1
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Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Public Hearing on 07/30/2022

way com ng down from East L. A and Commerce. They
go all the way over to Washington and Wi ttier by
the PIH hospital. They don't show you the part of
Pico Rivera.

Pico Rivera starts on Rosenead, which is
very inportant with all our comrercial industries
there. W have all our shopping centers. They

woul d be affected. They were affected all through

COVID and | ost so much noney. Now they're going to =

be affected by having all the construction on that
street. They're not going to allow the trucks to
come t hrough.

We have many trucks, Conmerce, going
t hrough. \Where are those trucks going to go?
They're going to go on Slauson, which is going to
I npact Sl auson. W have Passons and Washi ngt on
over there by Rancho H gh School and Rivera Mddle
School that has over 45,000 children crossing both

ways.

The safety of our children is in jeopardy.

They're telling ne they: Oh, they can stop
qui ckly.

They cannot stop quickly. Wen you stand
there and | ook at them you've got 100 to 200 kids

crossing both ways. It's a safety issue.

A
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And we have hones, homes from Rosenead al |
the way down to the 65 Freeway. The hones are
there. How are you going to affect themw th the
stagi ng sections? Were are they going to be? How
IS our community going to be taken care of? It's
65, 000 residents and we had to fight for the
I n-house neeting in the city council.

MS. ARELLANO. Esther, thank you very nuch
for your conment.

Next, we have Sandra. Follow ng Sandra,
we have Jorge Martinez. After Jorge wll be Mrina
Marti nez.

Sandra, please go ahead.

M5. SANDOVAL: Hi. M nane is Sandra. M
zip code is 90022. I'mfrom --

MS. ARELLANO  Excuse ne. Can you repeat
your | ast nane?

M5. SANDOVAL: Sandra Sandoval. East L. A

My comment is that -- well, | have a
gquestion. You nentioned the rail yard. Could you
pl ease tell nme where that rail yard is? Is it the
old train station?

You probably can't answer ny question, but
| would pay to have those old historic trains torn

down. So if you're going to build a yard at the

1-128-4
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1-129

Next, we have Jorge Martinez. Following

Jorge, Maria Martinez. And then Mike Martinez.

Jorge?
MR. JORGE MARTINEZ: Hello. My name is

Jorge Martinez, 90640 Montebello.

| have a for-instance. Say | live in

I

ontebello south of the -- Washington Boulevard,
nd it's already constructed. I'm diabetic. I'm a
ardiac patient. And | know for a fact that
here's going to be hampered emergency vehicle
esponse times.

So if | die on the way to the hospital or
he ambulance or the paramedics don't reach me in
ime because the only north-and-south route is
oing to be Greenwood, I'm dead. My family is
oing to sue the Metro.

And you multiply this by thousands or
undreds of people that are diabetic and cardiac
eople. Well, you've got your answer there.

Mitigate that. Thank you.

1-129-1

And say no to the -- say no to the Gold _,r§
Line. —
MS. ARELLANO: Thank you, Jorge.
Next, we have Marina Martinez, followed by
Mike Martinez, and that will be the last speaker
51
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card that | have here.

So if anyone else is interested in
speaki ng, please fill out your card now and raise
it up and nmake sure we collect it so we can
conti nue.

Mari na?

M5. MARINA MARTINEZ: H . M nane is
Marina Martinez, and | live in Pico Rivera. The
zip code is 90660.

And let ne just point out that at the Zoom
nmeeting on June 27th, | had to bring up the fact
that Pico Rivera was not receiving a copy of the
Envi ronnmental | npact Report, which -- thanks --
afterwards, they did have it available, and also to
the Gty of Conmerce.

And as far as the public neetings,
originally scheduled, it was only three, and now
they included Pico Rivera as well, and | think
that's a good thing, but we shouldn't have to
have -- we shouldn't have been an afterthought.

But besides that point, if you | ooked at

the data analysis for the ridership of the Gold

1-130-1

Li ne back in 2019, it was very low. It was the
| owest of all the light-rail systens. s
It is not making money for Metro. It is 5
¥
T o RecaL
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consi dered -- many people cite safety reasons, and A

the fact that it is not -- takes themto where they
want to go.

So as far as the Washi ngton Boul evard
alternative, it's going to Washi ngton and Lanbert,
but where will people get off if they want to go to
wor k?

| mean, | don't work at the hospital. |
don't work there at -- why would | take the Gold
Line? So, to ne, it's a train that goes nowhere.
For $3 billion, it goes nowhere.

M5. ARELLANO Thank you very nuch,

Mar i na.

Next we have M ke Marti nez.

MR MKE MARTINEZ: H . Good norning,
everybody. M nane is Mke Martinez, East L.A

resident. | live literally in front of the Gold
Line on Third Street. | see the inpact it has for
our community, and we hate it. It was -- nobody
liked it, even after the fact. It was just a bad

i dea overall for above-ground train.

One thing I'd like to nention, the report,
page 3.4-34, over on Washi ngton Boul evard over
Ri o Hondo, they're going to change your -- three

| anes on each side to two |anes, and that's going

1-130-2
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consi dered -- many people cite safety reasons, and
the fact that it is not -- takes themto where they
want to go.

So as far as the Washi ngton Boul evard
alternative, it's going to Washi ngton and Lanbert,
but where will people get off if they want to go to
wor k?

| mean, | don't work at the hospital. |
don't work there at -- why would | take the Gold
Line? So, to ne, it's a train that goes nowhere.
For $3 billion, it goes nowhere.

M5. ARELLANO Thank you very nuch,

Mar i na.

Next we have M ke Martinez.

MR MKE MARTINEZ: H . Good norning, I
everybody. M nane is Mke Martinez, East L.A

resident. | live literally in front of the Gold

Line on Third Street. | see the inpact it has for
our community, and we hate it. It was -- nobody
liked it, even after the fact. It was just a bad %

i dea overall for above-ground train.
One thing I'd like to nention, the report,
page 3.4-34, over on Washi ngton Boul evard over

Ri o Hondo, they're going to change your -- three

| anes on each side to two lanes, and that's going
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to be across the board. It's going to create
congestion. |'ve seen it in front of ny house.

They're going to work during the nighttine
hours, so just imagine all the |oud noise.

And that's Section 3.8-60 of the
Envi ronnmental Report.

They're al so saying in Section 3.4-14 that
all the congestion fromthe trucks on Washi ngton --
that they're going to be going on Tel egraph Road,

A ynpi ¢ Boul evard, and Whittier Boul evard.

Section 3.4-29 of the report, they're
thinking -- there's approximately -- they need to
take off 10,000 cars off the street because of
t hi s.

And let ne tell you this nmuch. | live in
front of the rail. | count how many passengers
ride that Gold Line. Per cabin, a maxi num
occupancy of 75 people. There's only six people
riding it on average, and that's very generous.
That's only 3.5 percent of occupancy. That's
$4 billion for 3.5 percent. Think about that.

MS. ARELLANO. M ke, thank you very nuch.

We do have an additional speaker, Eugeni a.

If | can ask you to pl ease cone up and

speak your first and | ast nane.

! I— I—131-1-?|

1131-2

1-131-3

54

www.regalcourtreporting.com 1% ECA L

866-228-2685



© 00 N o o B~ W N PP

N DN D DD NDMNDN P PP PR R R
a A~ W N B O © 00 N O O M W N, O

Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Public Hearing on 07/30/2022

And we have hones, hones from Rosenead al |l

the way down to the 65 Freeway. The hones are

there. How are you going to affect themw th the

stagi ng sections? Were are they going to be?

I's our community going to be taken care of? It's

65, 000 residents and we had to fight for the

I n-house neeting in the city council.

MS. ARELLANO. Esther, thank you very nuch

for your conment.

Next, we have Sandra. Follow ng Sandra,

we have Jorge Martinez. After Jorge wll be Mrina

Marti nez.

Sandra, please go ahead.

M5. SANDOVAL: Hi. M nane is Sandra.
zip code is 90022. I'mfrom --

MS. ARELLANO  Excuse ne. Can you repeat

your | ast nane?

V5. SANDOVAL: Sandra Sandoval . East L. A

My comment is that -- well, | have a

gquestion. You nentioned the rail yard. Could you

pl ease tell nme where that rail yard is? Is it the

old train station?

You probably can't answer ny question,

| would hate to have those old historic trains torn

down. So if you're going to build a yard at the v

How

W

1-132-1

but
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old train station, I'd Iike to know where it's at.
Is it inthe Cty of Comrerce, and which rail
station is it? Because | don't think you need to
be tearing down our old historic buildings.

And ny only comment is you need to build
subways. |'mjust against light rail. The red
cars, yellow cars, they've been gone for nore than
50 years. You know, we've adjusted to cars.
They' ve built freeways, so everybody's used to the
cars. People are not going to stop buying cars.

So you if you want to build rail, you need
to be underground. So I am for subway. If we need
to wait 50 years -- because we already did -- wait
anot her 100 years, then go ahead. W may never see
anot her subway all the way to Orange County, but we
need subways.

So | amall for the subways. Please do
not be creating nore traffic, because | rode the
Eastside Gold Line every day for work and it was
enpty. | was the only person -- maybe two people
on the entire train going to Pasadena al one at
6: 00 o' clock in the norning. No one else was on
the train other than ne and one other person on the
Pasadena Gold Line. Thank you.

M5. ARELLANO Thank you, Sandra.

A

1-132-1

1-132-2

1-132-3
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Rob Lopez

Please stop this plan to destroy Washington blvd and cause more traffic and crime.

1-133

-
1-133-1



Gloria Zelaya

Why South Montebello.

Beverly is a better option, it goes to Whittier, and follows same route as Washington Blvd.
Washington blvd is a busy street.

Underground rather than aerial or ground level

South Montebello is going to be exposed to more traffic, noise, pollution.

South Montebello already has a train going through, this will is added stress on already hectic living

conditions.

1-134
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Metro 1s Corrupt Anonymous

Metro is ignoring the more critical needs of bus riders so that Dutra can get a subway train to the
citadel mall for $5 billion. Metro has dozens of bus lines that serve more people today than this
train to Whittier will ever serve in the future, and Metro professionals are abdicating all
professional duties and responsibility to the public as stewards of scarce financial public resources,
all to support a subway that will serve 4,122 new station boardings. Shame on anyone at Metro that
is blindly pushing this forward without properly vetting superior alternatives that would serve more
transit riders sooner than a $5 billion subway that is billions short of funding before it can even
reach the Citadel.

1-135-1

1-135-2
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Anonymous Anonymous

Does Metro's Project Manager Jenny Cristales ever ride the system she works for? Do her managers
ever bother to ride? If they did, they would quickly learn why and where subway trains are needed
to serve lots of riders, where demand is high enough to warrant an underground train. They could
ride any bus on Vermont Avenue south of Wilshire to see why the corridor needs an underground
train to serve the tremendous demand and density. Then they could ride the existing Gold Line out
to Atlantic and see how little the 3rd street stations are used and how slow the train is. If they don't
want to ride the system they work for, they also have access to Metro's own ridership data that
shows the 3rd street stations are the lowest ridership rail stations Metro has ever built (until now).
They can educate themselves from their own computer, on why a subway train that costs $6 billion
for just a few thousand new boardings is an egregious misuse of public funds. And how less than
half that amount could go towards transit improvements that would serve more people than a
subway to the Citadel.

1-136-2

I-136-1
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Anonymous Anonymous

Local news outlets like the LA Times need to fully investigate this project and reveal why Metro
staff, with the backing of Hilda Solis and Fernando Dutra, are insisting $5 billion in public funds be
spent for only 4,000 riders and boardings. Metro has a responsibility to reveal to the public what that
amount of spending could otherwise achieve, and why a $5 billion subway to the Citadel Mall is

the best solution to transportation problems and needs throughout the eastside communities.

1-137-2
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CJ

We strongly oppose any alternative that includes Washington Boulevard and support the No Build
and No Project alternative. Metro's EIR document does not make the case for a rail line on
washington, proven by Metro's own numbers and analyses. Metro owes it to the public and LA
County taxpayers to choose the best performing alternative, not a political alternative that serves the
least amount of people possible for billions in spending in order to appease a specific politician for
their own political gain at the expense of transit riders.

1-138-1
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1-139

Jason S

Before mocking the public and claiming the eastside gold line has high ridership, Project Manager
Jenny Cristales should do herself a favor and actually get out and ride the line she claims to be an
expert on. Riding the system would teach her how slow the gold line is on 3rd street, that the
stations on 3rd are the least used in the entire Metro system, and that an east-west line doesn't
benefit from a north-south subway to an outlet mall. If Metro staff and management do not ride
transit other than when forced to by their CEO, how can we trust them to plan and design the best
transit projects for LA County residents that do ride transit?

1-139-1

1-139-2
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Jamie Anonymous

For over 10 years, Metro studied this project without a Citadel subway or a Citadel station. All of
Metro's reports over those 10 years never claimed the need for a subway to the Citadel mall. Then,
when Jenny Cristales became "project manager", the project suddenly shifted away from an
eastward extension, and fully embraced a new subway line to the Citadel Mall, with a subway
station at the Citadel. Jenny and all Metro management staff are required to disclose any
inappropriate relationship with the Citadel or any sort of agreement, formal or informal, with the
Citadel that suddenly caused it to become the most important destination for a new subway train in
LA County. What agreements do Metro staff have with the Citadel that caused them to do a
complete reversal of all the routes they studied for this project for a decade, in order to reroute it to
the Citadel? The public has the right to know before Jenny and Metro sink over $5 billion intoa =
first phase priority subway that will only reach the Citadel in the next 20 years. Do Jenny and Metro
think a subway to the Citadel is the most vital transit link Metro could provide to residents for $5
billion or more in spending? If so, they need to prove it. Prove it with the numbers, data, and facts,
not the wishes or desires of Dutra, a councilmember from Whittier who insists on a Whittier train
even though he knows the funds aren't there to get the train to Citadel, let alone Whittier. A man
who claims he wants the train to avoid traffic on his trips to Downtown LA, ignoring the fact that
the train will take him 45 minutes from Whittier to reach downtown, and that's after he's managed
to get himself to the intersection of Lambert and Washington, in the far western corner of his city,
near the city limit. -1

1-140-1

1-140-2
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Anonymous Anonymous

This project is a perfect example of what happens when Metro employees who do not ride transit
are allowed to plan and design transit projects for people who do ride. The Metro Managers
working on this project would not be caught dead riding a bus or train in LA, but they think they
have the education, knowledge, and expertise to plan multi billion dollar transit projects for people
they would never associate with or ride with. Managers who use their own private cars to get
everywhere in LA, including to their own job at Metro Headquarters, one of the most transit
accessible places in California. These same managers think they are doing good public work by
developing the most expensive projects for the least amount of gain. Only an inept transportation
planner would ever propose a $5 billion subway to an outlet mall for 4,000 new rider boardings. In
any rational world, this would get laughed out of the room during the initial brainstorming phase.
But Metro staff who do not ride transit think it's the ideal solution to transit needs for East LA
County. And have no idea how to come up with better alternatives that would cost less than $5
billion and could be built as soon as possible.

1-141-1
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M5. CLIFT: M nane is Enerina,
E-NERI-NAdIift, GL-1 F-T.

My question is: Wy don't let the
residents of Pico Rivera know ng about this prior?
It's only the people that Iive by Washi ngton
Boul evard and Pico Rivera. Nobody else in the
north of the city knows about this project. That

Is my question. Thank you for taking the tine.

ANONYMOUS SPEAKER: | want to nmake a few
comments about this. As a resident of Montebello,
| conpletely disagree wwth this project in every
aspect of it. Not because of the environnental
I npact it's going to have on our community, but the
I dea as -- they just sel ected Washi ngton Boul evard
i nstead of | ooking at alternatives off of the
60 Freeway.

That was already in place at one point in
time. There was a | ot of protest that was done,
and then that project stopped on that side.

And this area -- the city council did not
really take into consideration any of the

residents' needs. And to put this project on

1-142-1
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M5. CLIFT: M nane is Enerina,
E-NERI-NAdIift, GL-1 F-T.

My question is: Wy don't let the
residents of Pico Rivera know ng about this prior?
It's only the people that Iive by Washi ngton
Boul evard and Pico Rivera. Nobody else in the
north of the city knows about this project. That

Is my question. Thank you for taking the tine.

ANONYMOUS SPEAKER: | want to nmake a few
coments about this. As a resident of Mntebello,
| conpletely disagree wwth this project in every
aspect of it. Not because of the environnental
I npact it's going to have on our community, but the

I dea as -- they just sel ected Washi ngton Boul evard

1-143-1

i nstead of | ooking at alternatives off of the
60 Freeway.

That was already in place at one point in
time. There was a | ot of protest that was done,
and then that project stopped on that side.

And this area -- the city council did not

really take into consideration any of the

residents' needs. And to put this project on

cnl‘— 1-143-2
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Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
Public Hearing on 07/30/2022

Washi ngt on Boul evard, that's sonething that should A

have been done, and the city conpletely just
di sregarded the part of the city on the south side
of Mont ebel | o.

| haven't reviewed all the information,
but I wll reviewit and nake additional comments
as | reviewit. That's very inportant. | do not
want to share ny nane at this point in tine,

Anot her thing that | just want to nmake, |
notice that the gentleman, M. Avilos, he has a
sheet that a | ot of people have signed against this
project. |Is that being considered as part of the
no- project part of Metro?

That's what | also kind of -- | also am
not sure that -- he nmade a comment that the city
knows about it. Metro knows about it, and nobody
really pays attention.

Those are ny concerns. |'ve been

listening to what's going on in the city. Thank

you.
* * * * *
MR, VELOZ: W nane is Ednond Vel oz. |
want to add that now -- we used to get three

1-143-2
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East L.A., not in Mntebello, not in Pico R vera,
and not in Wittier.

Al so, under that sanme section, public
outreach, they were supposed to put up electronic
signs to advertise this project. That has yet to
be done, and | have not seen any of that at all.

That was it. Thank you.

M5. RUZ: M nane is Lourdes Ruiz. |
bel ong to Montebello. M address is 1201 Carol
Way, Montebello. And I'mhere to support the
Metro's construction because it seens to ne that
Metro is making progress. It helps the people, the
people that don't drive. That way we can get hone.
It helps us to do our shopping. That's the reason
why |'mhere. |'mhere to support the

constructi on.

M5. TEJADA: M nane is Ava Tejada. M
profession is a nedical doctor. |'ve been living

here in Montebello, United States for a short tine.

1-144-1
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East L.A., not in Mntebello, not in Pico R vera,
and not in Wittier.

Al so, under that sanme section, public
outreach, they were supposed to put up electronic
signs to advertise this project. That has yet to
be done, and | have not seen any of that at all.

That was it. Thank you.

M5. RUZ: M nane is Lourdes Ruiz. |
bel ong to Montebello. M address is 1201 Carol
Way, Montebello. And I'mhere to support the
Metro's construction because it seens to ne that
Metro is making progress. It helps the people, the
people that don't drive. That way we can get hone.
It helps us to do our shopping. That's the reason
why |'mhere. |'mhere to support the

constructi on.

M5. TEJADA: M nane is Ava Tejada. M _]

1

1-145

profession is a nedical doctor. |'ve been living

here in Montebello, United States for a short tine. }
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1-145

| ' ve been here for, |ike, three-and-a-

But where | live at, it's nmy own hone.

Neil Arnmstrong, right in that area where the mall

is, near to the mall.

| do not use the Metro. | do not use the
bus. But that does not nean that | do not support
the construction, Metro's construction.

But ny sister-in-law -- | agree that there

Is progress. It's all an issue of getting used to

it, because people are used to being i
and that's it.

W don't wal k. Here in this

don't walk. W don't walk, and that's wong. Wy?

Because ot her exanples from other countries, |ike

Europe, small cities, large cities --

Met r o.

For exanple, the Asian countries -- for

exanple, |'ve been to Korea. Everythi

Metro, big cities, and it brings progress. | don't

know what el se to say because |' m not
famliar with the entire project, but

wth the Metro, even though | nmay not

(Meeting ended At 12:06 p.m)

hal f years. A
| live by

n their car,

1-145-1

country, we

everyone has

ng is wth

really too

| " m happy
use it.
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RT

A lot of people live near the Metrolink Riverside line tracks. Nobody lives in Commerce. The
Metrolink tracks pass right by the Citadel too. Metro should look at what they can do to improve
that line and add a station where it will serve a lot more people than what is being proposed, and
would probably save billions of dollars, which Metro could use to extend the line further out.

L

1-146-2 1-146-1

I
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Mike Missel

As a patient at the West LA VA Hospital I would love the choice of train ride. You are building a
stop on the hospital grounds and back you building the train to Whittier. I am tired of the long
commute and I am for the light rail to Whittier.

1-147-1



1-148

RJ Smith

Instead of this very expensive subway train that Metro cannot afford to build for 10 or 20 years,
Metro needs to look at immediately providing electric express and BRT bus service on all the
busiest east-west streets through Montebello, Pico Rivera and Whittier, with direct faster service to

places people want to go like Whittier College and Uptown Whittier. Metro cannot expect people to =

have to transfer at Lambert after riding the train for 45 minutes from downtown LA to reach these

important destinations and where lots of people live and where transit will work best.

1-148-1

1-148-2
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Alex Barnhart

I whole heartedly support the alternative 1 rail expansions in this corridor. The city of Los Angeles
desperately needs to prioritize alternative modes of transportation other than cars. With the ongoing
expansion of metro with measures R and M overhauling high traffic routes in LA, this spur line
would connect many people to parts of the city they would otherwise need cars for.

|-149-1_|

Traffic death in LA is an on going crisis and this would also be a major win for public safety.
Getting people out of cars and into trains will cause deaths to plummet for riders. Also LA is
forever dealing with climate change and auto travel is the #1 cause of greenhouse gas emissions.

This would prioritize better climate policy. Access to quality transit is also a major boost to the —t

economy of the region as it prioritizes walkable areas which bring people into the area as seen by
Culver Cities huge boom for example since the expo line started serving the area. Anything less

than alternative 1 would be a disservice to East LA. 1

1-149-2

1-149-3
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A Martinez

Please do not build this project and bring more construction traffic and crime to our neighborhood:[ %
Stick to the Metrolink routes or upgrade your bus service on Whittier and Beverly Blvd instead. :[ S

LN
)
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Anonymous Anonymous

Only a deeply corrupt agency with corrupt leaders would come up with and promote a $6 billion
subway to an outlet mall as the best transit solution for "the Eastside" and best use of dollars for
transit riders, both current and future. $6 billion to reach an outlet mall surrounded by a freeway and
industrial land cut off from any surroundings neighborhoods or destinations other than Citadel. To
only add 4,000 new transit boardings, something many intersections throughout LA County serve
with buses alone today. Metro owes it to the public to explain why $6 billion in public funds must
be spent to only serve 4,000 when Metro has projects that would cost less and serve over 10 to 25

times that amount.
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Gabriel Lopez

We do not appreciate being talked down to by project manager Jenny Cristales-Cevalos, telling us
we don't know our own community or street we live on, that we don't observe the empty Gold Line
trains on 3rd street. The agency Jenny works for publishes the real numbers of ridership that show
we were correct when we said it gets little use - Metro's own numbers prove it but Jenny wants to
claim this extension will somehow solve that issue and her project will have a great benefit when it
connects to something so awful built today by her agency as well. This project makes no sense
whatsoever and Metro is ignoring the public and only listening to Fernando Dutra, a man who is a
councilmember of just 1 city at the very end of this project and should not be dictating this project
for his own whims and personal desires.

1-152-2
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Jay Miller

This project needs to be canceled and Metro needs to look at what they can do with buses. Please :[ o
listen to the community and stop letting Fernando Dutra speak for us. ]
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Sam Lee

We cannot afford the metro coming here, it will cause more traffic on Washington and bring a lot
of crime and homeless on the trains.

(-
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Tony Garcia

Metro wants to build a $6 subway to Citadel to gain 4,000 riders.

Metro needs to explain why they have to spend $6 billion to gain only 4,000 riders and if they can
gain more riders with alternatives like buses and BRT that would cost billions less and benefit
transit in LA County more. Otherwise, Metro needs to disclose all relationships with Citadel and
documentation showing how and why this outlet mall was selected as the best place to build a $6
billion subway, including private deals made with Citadel ownership to secure their approval and
backing. Only an agency corrupt to the core would advocate spending $6 billion on a subway to
serve 4,000 riders in a place where hundreds of thousands of people are crowded onto slow
over-capacity buses every day.
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Ray Garcia

Keep this train and Metro's homeless and crime problem away from Washington and Whittier. Our

-
city cannot handle all the homeless criminals dumped out into our streets when Metro sweeps the §
trains at the end of the line. 1



1-157

CJ Ramirez

Why does Commerce get a subway but Montebello, Pico Rivera, Santa Fe Springs, Los Nietos and
Whittier have to have a train on the street level messing with traffic? This is not fair and Metro

should not build this project until they have the money to do it right. If it has to be built, it has to be
underground the whole way.
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Ray Garcia

—

—

Please choose the No Project or No Build altemativeéWe do not want trains on Washington

I
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Irene Carrillo

I am against it; I live off of Washington Blvd. and Broadway and traffic is bad on Broadway. And I —[
feel it's going to get worst. My house was hit twelve years ago because of speeding - they drive on iy
Broadway like it is the 605 freeway. I have lived here for thirty-eight years. And traffic has tripled =
and going to get worst. So I am against this & traffic is bad.
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You have a voice in our future. Thank you for your input.
Tienes una voz en nuestro futuro. Gracias por su aporte.
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You have a voice in our future, Thank you for your input.
Tienes una voz en nuestro futuro. Gracias por su aporte.
Metro
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Clara Solis

Dear Metro Staff,

Please see the attached letter outlining the reasons why I am requesting that the EIR/EIS be
withdraw or alternatively that the comment period be extended.

I-161-1

Thank You,

Clara Solis (323)422-6446
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Clara Solis
claramsolis@earthlink.net

August 22, 2022

Ms. Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Project Manager

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-7

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Submitted via email to: metro.net/eastsidecomments _

REQUEST THAT RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR/EIS BE WITHDRAWN OR
ALTERNATIVELY THAT THE COMMENT PERIOD BE EXTENDED

| request that the Recirculated Draft EIR/EIS for the Gold Line Eastside Transit Corridor
Phase 2 (DEIR) be withdrawn and recirculated with corrections. Alternatively, | join in
the request by the East Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce that the comment period
should be extended. |

1-161-2

The reasons for this request are that:

1) Community outreach has been ineffective and has not notified communities
impacted how this project may impact them. The notices sent to area
residents are so devoid of this information that residents will largely ignore
them. The notices in some instances arrived after or the day of the hearing.
In one instance a resident found the notice thrown in her front yard.
(Testimony at 15t East Los Angeles hearing) |

2) The DEIR was released at a time when residents are unable to participate
fully.

a. The DEIR was released during a period of high transmission of Covid
19. Community residents living near freeways have been shown to
have worse outcomes from Covid19. See Near-roadway air pollution
associated with COVID-19 severity and mortality — Multiethnic cohort
study in Southern California
https://www.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC84 16551/ v

1-161-3
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From LA County Public Health website below are the numbers for East
Los Angeles and some nearby communities. The death rate for East
Los Angeles is one of the highest for a large community - roughly one
in 228 residents in East Los Angeles lost their life to Covid 19. Note

1-161-4

CITY/COMMUNITY** Cases Case Rate’ Deaths  Death Rate?
Unincorporated - East Los Angeles 54498 43505 548 437
Los Angeles - Boyle Heights* 37500 43161 377 434
City of Monterey Park 15174 24371 242 389
City of Alhambra 21965 25327 266 307
City of South Pasadena 5555 21322 62 238

Los Angeles - El Sereno 15624 37371 143 342

Boyle Heights is also located near multiple freeways.

b. Was released during summer months when residents typically are not
as available. Additionally, during the summer residents are unable to
do outreach at schools.

c. Was released when residents have other projects to respond to. The
Metro Area Plan had community meetings. The |-710 South Corridor
Project has had numerous meetings during this time period and the
Metro Area Plan Historical Context Statement had a deadline to
respond of August 22, 2022. Many community residents who are more
active have had their hands full responding to these documents.

II— -161-5 —I I
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3) The document contains substantive errors and omissions.

Although, | have not had time to fully analyze the DEIR, my limited review thus
far has revealed several substantive errors and omissions.

A. The impacts to residents of East Los Angeles in terms of loss of
businesses is not clearly stated. There is no documentation in the main
DEIR that shows the names and addresses of the businesses that will be

loss or that in anyway analyzes what will be the impacts to area residents
from the loss of these businesses.

1-161-7

a) This is concerning as residents of East Los Angeles have
contemplated Cityhood for East Los Angeles the loss of businesses
will further make this more difficult for area residents.

b) East Los Angeles needs more businesses and supermarkets. The
location of the Atlantic/3"/Beverly station used to house a grocery
store. Before the freeways, East Los Angeles used to have grocery v
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stores. Now, resident’s access to fresh healthy foods from super
markets and produce centers is limited. Some might even call it a
food desert.

B) How this project will impact housing is not addressed. A presentation on
the Metro Area Plan seemed to designate some of the business areas that
will be lost as areas for Transit Oriented Development, including housing
which would be 80 percent Market Rate and 20 percent “affordable”. We
have seen such plans with 80 percent market rate projects putting upward
pressure on area rents in surrounding neighborhoods. Developers
typically choose the plans which tender the least number of units that are
affordable. See https://jorgedelaroca.name/p latoc.pdf. Housing
accessible by lower middle income and middle income residents is not the
choice of developers. —

C) Will this gentrify East Los Angeles? See Transit Oriented Displacement, ]
MIT Press by Karen Chapple and Anastasia Loukaitou-Sideris.

D) The DEIR fails to correctly analyze race and ethnicity and its impacts on
environmental justice communities. Because it uses the Race Series
instead of the Hispanic Race Series it fails to identify an environmental
justice community. Since it has not identified the community properly it
cannot and does not evaluate the impacts and burdens on the
environmental justice community of East Los Angeles. Table 6-4, in
Appendix M shows a community that is 51 percent White. According to
Dr. Manuel Pastor, “The percent “minority” is defined — particularly in
California — as the share of the population that is not non-Hispanic white.
So, it’s Latinos plus non-Hispanic (NH) Black, NH-AAPI, NH-Native
Americans, and NH Other/mixed.”

1-161-8

See the website, the National Equity Atlas for the definition of
race/ethnicity.

1-161-9

https://nationalequityatlas.org/about-the-atlas#data

The state of California uses a similar method:

https://dof.ca.gov/forecasting/demographics/

This is important, because CEQA requires that environmental impacts must be
considered in context, cities and counties should pay special attention to whether a
project might cause additional impacts to communities that already are affected by, or
particularly vulnerable to, environmental impacts like air and water pollution.

By using incorrect analysis and methods the Metro DEIR cannot correctly evaluate the
impacts to communities of color/ environmental justice communities and in this instance
to the Latinx community of East Los Angeles. }
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See below a portion of Table 6-4 of Appendix M which identifies the population within a
half mile of the stations as being 51 percent white.

Table 6-4. General Demographic Characteristics of Census Tracts within 0.5 Miles of Stations

RACE

White 60,584 51%
Black or African American 1,238 1%
American Indian and Alaska Native 1,014 1%
Asian 5,155 4%
Native Hawaiian / Other Pacific Islander 170 0%
Some other race 49,122 41%
Two or more races 2,476 2%

ETHNICITY
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) l 106,823 N/A

A memo issued by the office of then California Attorney General Kamala Harris, now
United States Vice President, stated:

Cities, counties, and other local governmental entities have an important role to play in
ensuring environmental justice for all of California’s residents. Under state law:
‘[E]nvironmental justice” means the fair treatment of people of all races, cultures, and
incomes with respect to the development, adoption, implementation, and enforcement
of environmental laws, regulations, and policies.

Although CEQA focuses on impacts to the physical environment, economic and social
effects may be relevant in determining significance under CEQA in two ways. (See
CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15064, subd. (e), 15131.) First, as the CEQA Guidelines note,
social or economic impacts may lead to physical changes to the environment that are
significant. (Id. at §§ 15064, subd. (e), 15131, subd. (a).) To illustrate, if a proposed
development project may cause economic harm to a community’s existing businesses,
and if that could in turn “result in business closures and physical deterioration” of that
community, then the agency “should consider these problems to the extent that
potential is demonstrated to be an indirect environmental effect of the proposed project.”
(See Citizens for Quality Growth v. City of Mt. Shasta (1988) 198 Cal.App.3d 433, 446.)

Government Code

Government Code section 11135, subdivision (a) provides in relevant part:

No person in the State of California shall, on the basis of race, national origin, ethnic
group identification, religion, age, sex, sexual orientation, color, or disability, be
unlawfully denied full and equal access to the benefits of, or be unlawfully subjected to

A
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discrimination under, any program or activity that is conducted, operated, or
administered by the state or by any state agency, is funded directly by the state, or
receives any financial assistance from the state..

While this provision does not include the words “environmental justice,” in certain
circumstances, it can require local agencies to undertake the same consideration of
fairness in the distribution of environmental benefits and burdens discussed above.

Where, for example, a general plan update is funded by or receives financial assistance N

from the state or a state agency, the local government should take special care to
ensure that the plan’s goals, objectives, policies and implementation measures (a)
foster equal access to a clean environment and public health benefits (such as parks,
sidewalks, and public transportation); and (b) do not result in the unmitigated
concentration of polluting activities near communities that fall into the categories defined
in Government Code section 11135. 1 In addition, in formulating its public outreach for
the general plan update, the local agency should evaluate whether regulations
governing equal “opportunity to participate” and requiring “alternative communication
services” (e.g., translations) apply. (See Cal. Code Regs., tit. 22, §§ 98101, 98211.)

Note the direction in the footnote:

1 To support a finding that such concentration will not occur, the local
government likely will need to identity candidate communities and assess their
current burdens.

The DEIR fails in this regard, because it has failed to identify the communities properly
and to evaluate their burdens.

For the foregoing reasons, | request that the DEIR be withdrawn or alternatively that the
comment period be extended.

cc: Los Angeles County Supervisor Hilda Solis, Senator Maria Elena Durazo and
Assemblyperson Wendy Carrillo

1-161-12 »l
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Diana Gomez

I wanted to express my comments against the extension of the gold line in my city of Pico Rivere.
This train extension will negatively impact Pico Rivera in the following ways, first of all, the street
Washington is already a heavy transional traffic street that people use to commute to nearby
businesses, its highly populated community, traffic will increase due to eliminating lanes to
accomodate the train an issue that is evident on your above grade train station located at 3rd street
in LA. Second, parking issues, commuters will park nearby to ride the train which will impact our
residents, metro has stated that they don't plan to build parking because commuters will ride their
bikes or walk to stations which is not true, does Metro see people riding bikes at 4 in the morning
when people are commuting to work?. Third, increase crime at stations, fights and drug use. These
problems are evident on your above grade train located on 3rd street, this is why commuters don't |
ride your trains. Lastly, increased homeless population. The train located on 3rd street in LA =
already displays issues with the homeless population. If this train is extended, homeless people will
now commute to other nearby cities. Metro spoke about mitigation programs to compate the
homeless and unsheltered individuals but the reality is that the train stations attract homelessness
and crime in order to mitigate that is not to build the extension. Metro also stated that the homeless
population is a state issue but 1 disagree its a city of LA issue, the city is now plagued by
homelessness, rampant drug use and crime. The residents Pico Rivera do not want our city to be
similar to LA. Why does metro think we need a train in our city? Do metro employees commute to
work in trains? For those that do not, i urge you to ride the 3rd street metro line and see firsthand
what you are creating. [ begin to question the reason why Metro wants to extend the gold line when
the residents don't want it, is to increase your profits due to a 30% rideshare decrease over the
years? Metro needs to look at the statistics and determine that rideshare has decreased. So why
build another train? People have spoken with their pockets and stopped riding your trains for the
reasons mentioned above. Another comment is that metro did a bad job in outreach, I didn't not see
any signs around my city regarding community meetings, since this will severely impact my city
and residents, no street banners, no posters adjacent to rail construction sites or neighborhoods,
Metro did the bare minimal in outreach, i received one postcard via mail, thats it. This is a 3 billion
project, Metro should invest that money in the purchasing of electrical buses which is the future,
the replacing gas vehicles with electric ones, not extending metro gold line and taking valuable
space and eliminating lanes for our vehicles.

621 —|
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From: CHU KEVIN

To: EastSidePhase2

Subject: Possibility to bring back the SR60 Alternative
Date: Monday, August 22, 2022 1:14:37 AM

To whom it may concern

Hello. Thank you for considering to extend your railroad network. | know that Metro has already
decided to go south after Atlantic Station. | am just wondering if the SR60 Alternative has a chance
to come back to live. Since “The shop at Montebello” is right next to SR60, it would definitely be a
good station for residents from the west side to shop here. South El Monte is also another great
place to set a station since El Monte has Metrolink and El Monte Metro bus station. City of El monte
can definitely provide connections within this 3 places using their city bus lines. More people are
living east of 1605 along SR60 such as Rowland Height and Hacienda Height. If the L line is going east
along SR60. This could prepare itself to extend to the east side in the future. Thank you so much for

your time.
Kevin Chu

Sent from Mail for Windows

1-163-1
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Patty Anonymous

I have submitted many comments before. I still feel this project is wrong for Washington Blvd. Too g
many environmental and traffic concerns. It will only bring problems to Pico Rivera and Whittier. T
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Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
PUBLIC HEARING on 07/21/2022
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\ppreciate you just cooperating with the way it's set
p.
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: I've never been to one

f these --
EDGAR GUTIERREZ: Again, | have to follow the
)rocedures of the hearing. If you want to disclose any
oncerns, | can discuss this with you afterwards, but |
ave to follow through this process just so we allow
nore time for the open house for those that want to take
advantage of that and get some other questions answered.

So I'm going to start off by calling the
irst three names, and I'm calling these in the order
hat they were received. So as we were receiving them,
ive just placed a number, and they've been handed to me
n that sequence.

So first person up is Jorge Martinez. He
will be followed up Edmund Veloz, and then by Francisco
Martinez.
EDNA JIMENEZ: Let's put you here next to the

court reporter. Make sure you say your name clearly and

your zip code so she can capture your comment. You have

D0 seconds.
JORGE MARTINEZ: My name is Jorge Martinez from
Montebello, 90640, and I'd like to say that Montebello

doesn't want this, Pico Rivera doesn't want this Metro,

23

www.regalcourtreporting.com
866-228-2685
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Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
PUBLIC HEARING on 07/21/2022
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Ind we're finding out that people in Whittier do not

vant this either. And why do we get -- what is it? --
)ackseat treatment when people in North Montebello put
p a petition with 400 signatures and we've got over

300 in South Montebello and Pico Rivera and nothing
appened? We've turned it in and absolutely nothing has
appened. And with the other situation, the SR-60 was
topped because 400 people signed the petition, and
ve're not getting equal treatment. That's it. Thank

you.

EDGAR GUTIERREZ: All right. Thank you, sir.

We'd like now to advance with our second

speaker. Edmund Veloz, if we could please come up here

vith Edna, she'll be having the mic ready for you.

And if we could ask Francisco Martinez to
ollow Edmund, and Francisco will be followed by
Mike Martinez.

EDMUND VELOZ: Hello, my name is Edmund Veloz.
live in South Montebello, and I'm 100 percent against
his project. In 2019 there were six scoping meetings.
n Pico Rivera there were 16 people against the light
rail, 3 in favor. Montebello, 26 against, 8 in favor.
Whittier, 10 in favor -- no -- 20 in favor, 10 against.
South El Monte, 4 in favor, 4 against. East L.A., 20

against light rail, 4 against. Commerce, 2 in favor --

24
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Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
PUBLIC HEARING on 07/21/2022
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11 EDGAR GUTIERREZ: All right. Thank you, sir.

12 We'd like now to advance with our second

13 speaker. Edmund Veloz, if we could please come up here
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vith Edna, she'll be having the mic ready for you.

And if we could ask Francisco Martinez to

i
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follow Edmund, and Francisco will be followed by
Mike Martinez.

EDMUND VELOZ: Hello, my name is Edmund Veloz.

e
o

19 | live in South Montebello, and I'm 100 percent against
20 this project. In 2019 there were six scoping meetings.
21 [n Pico Rivera there were 16 people against the light
22 rail, 3 in favor. Montebello, 26 against, 8 in favor.

23 Whittier, 10 in favor -- no -- 20 in favor, 10 against.

24 South El Monte, 4 in favor, 4 against. East L.A., 20

25 against light rail, 4 against. Commerce, 2 in favor --

24
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against and 7 in favor.

What we did, we're advocating the TSM
lternative, and we've gotten -- now it's close to over
700 signatures in favor of the TSM alternative and
)pposing the light rail. We're going to continue with
hat. It grows -- it's continuing to grow. We have
)een -- we have submitted this to the Metro people --
hirteen -- 1239 signatures they got, and in Montebello,
ame thing. So they know. Hilda Solis knows that she's
bn the wrong side and so does our Montebello city
council know. But all other people are going to know.

We're not going to stop. | don't know
where this man is coming from because he says there's no
more TSM alternative. He didn't even mention it, but |
Know it's there, and that's what we're going to continue
vith because it's the best one. It costs us --

EDNA JIMENEZ: Thank you.
EDMUND VELOZ: -- 1/100th of the value of this

piece of crap. Don't let them steal this money from

you.

EDGAR GUTIERREZ: We encourage you to continue
participating in the comment process. The court
reporter will be here to take additional comments, and
ve have the open house for you to continue your

discussion with staff.
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With that, I'd like to continue with the
1Iext speaker. | have Francisco Martinez followed by
/ike Martinez. These are the last two speaker cards.
m receiving another one.

So get the next person ready. So after
Nike will be Blanca Chavez.

FRANCISCO MARTINEZ: Thank you for being here.
gave up the hearings of the Senate congressional on
he Trump takeover of American democracy. So thisis
good. This is a good example of American democracy
where we get up and speak our peace. |livein
Linincorporated East Los Angeles. As aresult, | have a
very narrow interest, and the narrow interest is we'd
ike to be treated fairly in the process of this
development.

We've already had a previous experience
with this when it came through Los Angeles, and then it
came into unincorporated East Los Angeles.
Unincorporated East Los Angeles, we got ripped apart.
Boyle Heights, they got treated nice. It went
underground, did not disrupt anything on the surface.
(5ot into unincorporated East Los Angeles and we got
ripped up on Fourth Avenue. Destroyed the sense of
community in that area.

Now I'm not against progress, and | favor
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Il advancements in transportation. And in particular,
vith regards to coming through unincorporated East
0S Angeles, Atlantic into the City of Commerce, go
nderground not on the surface.
EDGAR GUTIERREZ: Thank you for your comments.
I'd like to now call up on Mike Martinez
vho will be followed by Blanca Chavez. And after Blanca
vill be Eddie Torres.
MIKE MARTINEZ: Hi, my name is Mike Martinez.

'm an East L.A. resident born and raised here for 43

years. | came back to East L.A. to my roots to make

his community better. I've been back in East L.A. for

B years living right in front of the Gold Line here on

Third Street. Mostly I'm here to fight the inefficiency

pf the way this project is going. It seems like Metro
S just throwing money at it. Want to run a 9-mile
rain, very inefficient design.

| always mention this in our meetings:
Why not copy New York subway station? Very efficient.
Everybody rides the train over there. Same thing in
Atlanta. I've been living in front of the train

station -- even pre-pandemic -- and | see the cabins.

They're not even halfway full. Just think of how much

percentage is a lot for you of a way a train should be

iding. How many riders? 20 percent? 50 percent?
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naking a comment, and the interpreter will be
ranslating. So we'll be giving her extra time just to
i)ccommodate for the interpretation.
BLANCA CHAVEZ: One must know the schedule of
he bus because we want to know when what bus comes and
Inother one comes. So it's important to have a
chedule. Yeah, they take a long time from one bus to
Inother; so we need to know that. Yeah, there's also
he bus stop there, and they just take a long time there
at the bus top, and also the passengers are losing time
as well. So we also want them to train the bus drivers
50 that, when the bus is really full, that he would be
Kind enough to just people to move on down so that
everybody can be seated or be orderly in the bus.

Thank you very much. Thank you very much
or this meeting. | think it's very helpful. | got the
lyer at home, and | congratulate you for this.

EDGAR GUTIERREZ: Thank you for your comments.

So now I'm going to call what's my last
speaker, Eddie Torres.
And if anyone is interested, now is the

ime to fill out the card. Otherwise, after Eddie

Torres, we will plan on concluding the presentation.

And any remaining time until 8:00 we will go back to the

bpen house. The court reporter will also be here.
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gouncil to oversee what we're doing.

Being part of the East L.A. Chamber of

Commerce, one of the local voices you have, | have a

ign-in sheet here. So if anyone wants to join, I'm

)art of the East L.A. Coalition, residents and

businesses working together to hold Metro accountable.

\\Ve don't want another Third Street. Thank you.

EDGAR GUTIERREZ: Thank you for your comments.

And in the course of Eddie's comment, we
received another speaker card. So Denise -- Denise H.
apologize for mispronouncing. If you could please
speak your name into the record.
DENISE HAGOPIAN: Denise Hagopian, Montebello,
D0640. | have a couple of comments. | don't feel that
he businesses that are on Washington have been notified
properly or at all. 1 feel that Washington Boulevard
loesn't have buses now which to me means that residents
aren't using that route to go Downtown L.A.

Montebello is being used as a

horoughfare. So our businesses will be put out of
pusiness. The property values will be degraded. The
noise and the pollution level will be increased. And |
don't know if you were listening to the trains as they
ivere going by and the cars, but | could hear them from

nere. So | think that we have a lot of noise and
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)ollution mitigations and property owners to discuss
vhere they stand so that they don't lose their
nvestment but especially all the businesses.

With lessened truck traffic, all those

ruck service stations, truck car washes, maintenance
nen, their whole lives were invested in their business,
Ind they'll now be out of business. And they already
)roved on Third Street that they didn't take care of the
)Jusiness owners because those business owners went

pankrupt. Thank you.

So there's no additional speaker cards.
S0 this will conclude our formal oral comment segment.
'd like to just call up Tito.

If you could just come up to just close
put the hearing. This is the end of my role. As |
said, | was just facilitating the public hearing oral
comment process. Thank you for cooperating with the
process, and we encourage you to stick around for the
bpen house and have your questions answered. Anything
hat can help you provide an informed comment.

TITO CORONA: Thank you, Edgar.

Again, this is not the conclusion of the

meeting. We are here until 8:00. Since we are done

receiving formal comments, we're going to close the

EDGAR GUTIERREZ: Thank you for your comment.

32

www.regalcourtreporting.com
866-228-2685

REGAL)

| — 1-169-5 —»I

1-169-6




1-170

Esther Celiz

I have shared other concerns, Pico Rivera, Washington and Passons where more then 3,000 children ™|

will be crossing that intersection Monday three Friday mornings and afternoon, students from
Rivera Middle School and from El Ramncho High School. Mornings will be impacted so much
with the rail train, our community will be on a grid lock, emergency vehicles will be at a very big
disadvantage trying to get thru. Please reconsider the train ending at Commerce at Citadel please
do not come any further. PIH is also a great concern, having a station in Lambert will cause so
much traffic as it already has with ambulances and emergency vehicles trying to get to Hospitial.

il
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CATALINA CASTRO

I am delighted to see this amazing project move along. I think that this is an excellent way of
reducing vehicle smog, and moving into the future more efficiently. Here are my concerns:

1. Security on platforms and in general. I don't think that "ambassadors" are adequate..

2. Senior citizen mobility assistance.

3. Long time residents will always be a problem because they want more and pay less.

4. Not enough Rest Areas along path. Might encounter homeless issues.

5. Elderly are not (usually) computer savvy. Availability of tickets/passes at brick and mortar
locations.

6. Advertisement on trains given to local businesses so they can "shut up" sorry!

7. toilet/restroom facility on train.

1-171
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Maria Garcia

The project is completely unnecessary. Metro's own study and numbers prove it will be one of the
most expensive lines for the smallest gain. There is no network analysis showing how this line
performs relative to other projects in the same area or alternatives that cost less than $6.5 billion for
more than 11,000 riders.

]
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David Reynoso

I wanted to express my comments against the extension of the gold line in my city of Pico Rivere.
This train extension will negatively impact Pico Rivera in the following ways, first of all, the street
Washington is already a heavy transional traffic street that people use to commute to nearby
businesses, its highly populated community, traffic will increase due to eliminating lanes to
accomodate the train an issue that is evident on your above grade train station located at 3rd street
in LA. Second, parking issues, commuters will park nearby to ride the train which will impact our
residents, metro has stated that they don't plan to build parking because commuters will ride their
bikes or walk to stations which is not true, does Metro see people riding bikes at 4 in the morning
when people are commuting to work?. Third, increase crime at stations, fights and drug use. These
problems are evident on your above grade train located on 3rd street, this is why commuters don't
ride your trains. Lastly, increased homeless population. The train located on 3rd street in LA
already displays issues with the homeless population. If this train is extended, homeless people will
now commute to other nearby cities. Metro spoke about mitigation programs to compate the
homeless and unsheltered individuals but the reality is that the train stations attract homelessness
and crime in order to mitigate that is not to build the extension. Metro also stated that the homeless
population is a state issue but 1 disagree its a city of LA issue, the city is now plagued by
homelessness, rampant drug use and crime. The residents Pico Rivera do not want our city to be
similar to LA. Why does metro think we need a train in our city? Do metro employees commute to
work in trains? For those that do not, i urge you to ride the 3rd street metro line and see firsthand
what you are creating. [ begin to question the reason why Metro wants to extend the gold line when
the residents don't want it, is to increase your profits due to a 30% rideshare decrease over the
years? Metro needs to look at the statistics and determine that rideshare has decreased. So why
build another train? People have spoken with their pockets and stopped riding your trains for the
reasons mentioned above. Another comment is that metro did a bad job in outreach, I didn't not see
any signs around my city regarding community meetings, since this will severely impact my city
and residents, no street banners, no posters adjacent to rail construction sites or neighborhoods,
Metro did the bare minimal in outreach, i received one postcard via mail, thats it. This is a 3 billion
project, Metro should invest that money in the purchasing of electrical buses which is the future,
the replacing gas vehicles with electric ones, not extending metro gold line and taking valuable
space and eliminating lanes for our vehicles.
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Michael Hlebovy

Please build the Eastside gold line as far as you can. I voted for additional taxes for Metro on every
ballot, but the Whittier area has gotten nothing to show for it. Build me something before I die of

old age.
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Campbell Sadeghy

Please add as many grade separations as possible.

Ensure the tracks can handle 6 car trains.

1-175-1

Plan for an integration of a possible future CA-60 alignment when Caltrans widens that freeway. |
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Alfredo Acosta

While I live in Pomona I frequently find my self going to Pico Rivera to visit family it takes 2 hours
to go on bus so this would shorten my trip time enabling me to get home early with the Blue Line to
Pomona it will be much easier

1-176-1
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Jasmine Torres

While the extension Eastward towards Whittier I'm sure is helpful, having a rail system running F
through a still relatively small neighborhood like Santa Fe Springs would be devastating to traffic,
especially with a train system already close to Whittier (Los Nietos Road) that impacts traffic
enough, that doesn't include the no doubt longer than 4 year minimum construction to make this
possible. Should the Gold Line be extended towards Whittier, once passengers arrive to the
Greenwood station, a bus system should be implemented not rails to help minimize the chaos that
would descend on the area from a Metro rail system. 1

1-177-1
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James Prado

I was raised in Pico Rivera and own our home near the proposed location. I don't agree with this
extension . Many of our residents are home owners to middle and low income but majority of all
have vehicles . We are not relying on public transportation to get around , the buses that are in route
are seldom full. There is a lot of children that cross Washington Blvd. from the Jr.High & High
schools daily for school and functions throughout the year. During every sport season the teams run
through the neighborhood & Washington Blvd while training not to mention the family's that walk
from homes to the neighborhood parks and city hall functions. This will be very disrupting and
dangerous for all of them . One fatal accident is one too many to except . Consider the overpass just
minutes away that was installed on Passons to help avoid any more deaths the family's had to
experience and the other off of Durfee ave. Why would we fail and take steps backwards ? Pico
Rivera or West Whittier doesn't need this train. This in not areas with multiple housing units or
apartments. If any of the options to consider would be the second ending up at Citadel and traveling
through Atlantic shopping area. Downey, La Mirada , East Whittier , or Fullerton wouldn't allow
you to invade their family environment, then why take advantage of our neighborhood? The traffic
congestion through our city will largely increase as well as the noise and pollute the landscape. It is
very critical that I influence you not to enter Pico Rivera . | appreciate the opportunity to
acknowledge our families community and safe haven we've been trying for decades to improve .

Please consider option 2 and I'll be looking forward to sharing this information to all our neighbors ,

family & city members. I will like to know which city officials are in favor of this extension and
will look forward to any petition or act in voting to deny this proposed completion. Thank You
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Matt Diaz

The Greenwood option colored green on the map, is a great option. I can just imagine the areas iy
between and Citadel mall and Greenwood being rezoned to provide thousands of units of Homes 7
and becoming a transit oriented community. A subway stop on the established and active =

community along Whittier blvd would also be a benefit to the whole city. A second phase further to g
Whittier City would be best if funds aren't available. M| X
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Grady Yu

The storymap of the Eastside Transit Corridor depicts a design option for Atlantic/Pomona Station
that appears to limit pedestrian access to the station. The Atlantic/Pomona Station: Open
Underground Option appears to have an entrance on only one side of Atlantic Blvd. This station
should be designed to allow for a station entrance to be built on the other side of Atlantic Blvd if
funding becomes available.

1-180-1

The Atlantic/Pomona Station: Open Underground Option appears to have been designed with more
entrances than the other option. Metro should consider how this station connects to the intersection
at Beverly Blvd and Atlantic Blvd.




-181

Anonymous Anonymous

My concern with the extension of the gold line to pass through Pico Rivera is the access that is
being given to homeless to come into our City. Not only that the look of a rail coming through is
not appealing to our City. I don't see how this extension is going to benefit the City and am against
this project.

2 1-181-1
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Brayden Yoder

I believe it is very important to continue Metro's expansion in all directions, as service of public —L

transit always drives demand. Phase 2 of the Eastside Transit Corridor is a worthwhile project that §
will help to further integrate our city and provide needed relief from LA's crushing traffic. 1

Please push forward with this project all the way to Lambert. I understand that costs for aerial
stations and underground subway lines are more expensive than at-grade, but you can't put a price
on convenience of travel and avoidance of vehicle traffic.

l— -182-2 —I I—

As always, the costs of building such light rails systems need to be weighed not against current —[
taxpayer dollars but rather against future generations, who will look back and wonder why we
didn't build when we had the chance. The cost of doing nothing is far more prohibitive than the
costs that would be incurred now.
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Jamie Shepherd

The line should terminate either at Whittier College or the Whittier Courthouse.
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[-184

Paul Hennessy

Fully support building as fast as possible and don't think this would pose any environmental risk.
We must build this train as far east as possible to help with the sprawl.

Please also upgrade trains and buses with equipment to fight Covid and airborne viruses. Improved
ventilation and far UV lights will help with public health and trust of returning to public transit

|'I—184—1'I
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Leticia Gordo

1) There is no overhead sample of the Washington as San Gabriel River North. The sample present
in the EIR only shows the side of the bridge so it is difficult to understand how much the bridge
will be widen and its impact on the residents to the southeast of Washington Blvd. Because the
bridge will have to be widen, it appears it will impact the residents to the southeast of Washington
Blvd.

2) The document does not clearly present the impact to the smaller streets. It appears that those
drivers trying to get onto Washington Blvd from one of the small streets only option will be to turn
right. For example, Washington Blvd at Millux and Hasty Avenues. Driver exiting these two
Avenues can only turn right thereby having to drive to Passons Blvd or Pioneer Blvd, respectively.

I—I—185—2—I I—I~185—1—|

3) Document is inaccurate regarding Ferguson Drive. Ferguson Drive is only a 4 lanes up to Gerhart ~ |
Avenue. Heading east after Gerhart Avenue, Ferguson becomes a 2 lanes. Having worked at one of
the County Office's on Ferguson, my observation is that the Ferguson Drive does get a lot of
through traffic and there is often delays resulting from the trucks entering and exiting the
warehouses between Gerhart Avenue and Garfield Avenue. 1

1-185-3

4) There is concern for the safety of the children of Greenwood Elementary School who live
between Greenwood Avenue and Bluff Road, southeast of Washington Blvd. This area is a heavily
populated residential area with low income families. It does not appear report or train route have
given much review to the impact to these families and is more heavily concerned about the benefits
to the Citadel Outlet, PIH, and others. —

1-185-4
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5) The report indicates that the trees on Washington Blvd at Rio Hondo Spreading Grounds are an T
obstruction to the San Gabriel Mountains and Puente Hills to the east. This is inaccurate. The
Mountains and Hills are visible heading east on Washington Blvd at Bluff Road. On a clear day,
their site is beautiful especially when there is snow or at night during the Holiday seasons. We are
currently encountering climate issues and yet these trees will be removed for this proposed transit.
These trees have been here for many years and have provided calmness/serenity and shade for the
drivers.

1-185-5

6) The City of Pico Rivera had underpasses built at Durfee Road and Passons at Slauson to mitigate |
traffic delays and separate vehicles and pedestrians from trains. There were pedestrians killed at
some of these crossings. In order to provide safer routes for pedestrians, mitigate traffic, and
eliminate the need for trains to blow their horns. These two projects cost millions which were paid
for by state and federal funds. However, now the County and Metro want to build a light rail in Pico
Rivera on Washington Blvd which appears to contradict the City of Pico Rivera efforts to mitigate
traffic delays and provide safer routes for pedestrians.

1-185-6

7) This light rail route will create more traffic for the already heavy traffic related to El Rancho 1
High School north of Washington and then south of Washington are Rivera Middle School and
Rivera Elementary School. My observation when traveling Passons during school start and ending
times is that traffic on the south of Washington gets backed up to Bert Street, which is

approximately 1/4 of a mile. It appears that the light rail will create more traffic and delays on &

1-185-7
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Passons. Additionally, drivers will look for alternate streets creating more thru traffic and speeders
on residential streets.

8) I believe there are better and less costly alternatives to creating this light rail that impacts
residents along Atlantic Blvd and Washington Blvd. The demographics of residents along the
Atlantic Blvd area of low income, large households, and minimal education if any. This is similar
demographics for the residents of Montebello living southeast of Washington Blvd at Greenwood
Avenue. Some alternatives are:

- Create a Bus Rapid Transit similar to what is used in North Hollywood (Chandler). Perhaps routes
can be built partially next to existing trains such as the Montebello station or the train route near
Slauson. The BRT route can be partially near existing train routes and the other parts on streets
such as Washington and Atlantic.

- Somewhat like a Shuttle Service. Use more bus service (maybe double buses) that leave Atlantic
Station and go to Citadel. Use some of existing spaces in parking structures specific for these riders =
or build a new parking structure at the corner of Washington and Telegraph. Can also more service
from Citadel to Washington Blvd at Whittier Blvd. A parking structure can be built at the lot on the
northwest corner. The County currently has shuttle service for Hollywood Bowl, which seats
approximately 18,000 people. The shuttle service is provided for various areas of the County for
Hollywood Bowl attendees and is used to mitigate traffic delays. The County has taken steps to
encourage people to attend the Hollywood Bowl using shuttle service and the County can take steps
to create a similar solution for the east side.

- My understanding is that Transportation System Management (TSM) has an alternative, electric
buses. It appears this is much less costly and would take much less time to start than the light rail.
Also, electric buses are much quieter and are safe for the environment. There would be no need to
remove existing medians that have plants and trees, no need to tear the street, and no need to take
years building a light rail system that will be costly.

- In summary, it does not appear that much thought was given on the impact to the demographics,
the safety of children going to school, and impacts to tree removal. I am truly surprised that the
County is willing to remove trees when we need them most. I am also surprised that the safety of
the school children was not considered. In reviewing the report and reviewing the maps, it appears
the light rail will create more traffic on the side streets especially during school start and end times.
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William Moreno

I fully support this project without reservations. It will provide new investment in the South part of
Montebello.

|

1
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Larry Batista

Hello My Comment:

Why is another rail line needed if we already have a well-established rail line from Nowalk to
downtown Los Angeles, which is approximately 3 miles south of this new proposed line?

Is there that much more of a demand to commute by rail lines.

From what i see is minimum ridership from rail lines and buses going downtown.

seems to me that during the construction phase that this will cause a lot of traffic congestion and
confusion because of limited area of available traffic lines.

Therefore 1 am against this new proposed Rail line from Whittier to downtown Los Angeles.

I— -187-3 —I I—, I— I-187-1_'
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Maria Rivera

I am AGAINST the expansion of the Metro Light Rail on Washington Blvd to the City of Whittier §
which would end at Lambert near PIH Hospital. The Metro train is used less and less by people due =':-:
to the increase violence that takes place while waiting and in the metro rail cars by transients. This &
would also bring more homeless to our city making it more dangerous for those that live nearby. __;
Also by building the metro it would reduce the amount of lanes and cause more grid lock, and T
would cause emergency vehicles a delay to get to the hospital. It would be more cost efficient to use %

electric buses and increase bus service to the routes you propose to build the metro rail. Why not put =

this to vote in a local ballot so that you are aware of what the people actually want? Again, | DON'T
want this metro rail to come to Whittier.

I' 1-188-4
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Frank Sanford

My comments and questions focus on Alternative 1 and the area of Washington Blvd between
Norwalk Blvd and Lambert Rd

Demand / Ridership

- Is there sufficient demand for Alternative 1.

- - Montebello Bus line 50 has low ridership and does not run on Sundays. The bus stops between
Norwalk and Lambert are often empty.

-- The figures presented show daily ridership for bus line 50. There needs to be more specific
breakouts. What is the ridership in the morning, afternoon and evening? Will the Alternative 1
trains be empty after 1pm?

- Section 3.14.6.1.1 says travel time between the Atlantic and Lambert stations would be
approximately 22.6 minutes vs auto travel time of 32 minutes. Travel time should be estimated for
various times of the day. Auto travel at night via the 60 freeway is usually 20 minutes.

- Is the travel time for other (shorter) routes improved? Rosemead to Lambert? J

1-189-1

Traffic and the elimination of numerous left hand turn options (
- Limiting left hand turns to signaled intersections will cause an excessive amount of u-turns and
unsafe driving conditions. see attached file

-- Drivers may have to drive up to a half mile in the opposite direction and make a u-turn to head
back in their desired direction.

-- Eliminating left hand turns will funnel an excessive amount of cars to signaled intersections.

-- Eliminating left hand turns will negatively impact large trucks, delivery vehicles, police, fire and
ambulances.

- The extension at grade running down the middle of Washington will prevent emergency vehicles
from using the opposite direction lanes to quickly reach PIH or other destinations.

- Reducing lanes from three to two will negatively impact emergency vehicles going to nearby PIH.
- Trucks often use multiple lanes when preparing to make wide right hand turns. This will become
more dangerous if lanes are reduced from three to two lanes.

1-189-2

Safety

- How are attendees (students, teachers, staff, parents) of Pioneer High School with the new aquatic
center and Aeolin elementary impacted?

- How will pedestrians be impacted? Will they walk long distances to the signaled intersections to
cross the street or jump the tracks?

- Please clarify how an intersection such as Washington between Allport and Gretna will look. Both
streets have un-signaled left hand turn lanes with two other left hand turn lanes into business parks.

1-189-3

Other

- Washington Blvd floods after rain near Calobar and various areas in Pico Rivera. Will the
extension make this worse?

- Growth charts do not accurately portray the un-incorporated Whittier and Los Nietos areas.
Including all of Los Angeles county in the count is misleading.

- The cost of this project, especially Alternative 1, is excessive and the money can be better spent
elsewhere.

I— 1-189-5 —I I— 1-189-4 —l



- Improving bus service should be priority.

Thank you,
Frank Sanford

[-189
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Christopher Lord

Washington Blvd through the city of Pico Rivera has always been a very congested and challenging
area during the morning commute. With the expectation of Phase 3 into Santa Fe Springs, there are
many areas of concern for traffic flow:

- At-grade Freight Rail 1 block south of Washington Blvd with heavy scheduled and non scheduled ]
impact

- Washington Blvd limiting to only 2 lanes of traffic in each direction will impact vehicle traffic
flow east/west of the 605

Please consider creating vehicle overpass or underpass intersections for the At-Grade Freight Rail
crossing east of the 605 freeway (Norwalk Blvd and Pioneer Blvd) to help vehicle traffic flow in
this area. This area currently gets extreme heavy congestion when freight rail is impacting the
morning and evening commute which extends onto Washington Blvd.

1-190-3
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Bruce Rochford

This project should be completed all the way to Whittier. Stop posturing that funds may not be
available. The Biden administration has spent $6.82 trillion dollars in 2021. A hallmark of the
Biden administration is the infrastructure bill. At $1.2 trillion, the bill provided cash for a number
of improvements, including $312 billion for roads, bridges, public transit, airports, ports, waterways
and other transportation-related needs. The American Rescue Plan poured an additional $1.9 trillion
into the mix. Many of the funds have never been spent and states are asking to use the monies for
other things (i.e., transportation). All this combined with the Inflation Reduction Act means that if
you're competent to do your job there should be no excuse about the money. (And, didn't Gov.
Newsome say he was going to give So. CA several billion dollars for just such projects!?!)
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Eric Gordillo

To whom it may concern:

I have the following comments for the Alternate 1, at-grade configuration on Washington
Boulevard:

1-192-1

- "Washington Boulevard experiences higher traffic volumes and land uses with higher rates of trip
generation." "Alternative 1 would result in a reduction in general-purpose travel lanes from three
lanes to two lanes." Reducing capacity on Washington Boulevard by 33% will have significant
traffic delays.

- Businesses will be severely impacted due to significant traffic delays.
- Businesses will be severely impacted due elimination or reduced parking.
- Significant traffic congestion will preclude bus service in the at-grade area.

- The DEIR states that "Washington Boulevard experiences higher traffic volumes and land uses
with higher rates of trip generation, which increases the likelihood of delay." The traffic delay is
not a "likelihood" it will be a reality. You cannot reduced 33% of capacity and not expect
significant traffic delay and congestion.

- Eliminated ingress/egress for driveways will have a significant adverse impact on the community
and businesses.

- The DEIR states that "Local bus operating speeds may decrease along Washington Boulevard
from east of Garfield Avenue to east of Carob Way due to

proposed traffic lane reconfigurations, which would result in reduction of roadway capacity along
Alternative 1". This is not an accurate or reasonable expectation. Local bus operating speeds will
decrease, adversely affecting the community.

The Alternate 1, at-grade segment on Washington Boulevard should be replaced with a
Below-Grade configuration. A Below-Grade configuration will adequately mitigate the At-Grade
significant adverse impacts.

I——|-192-7—I |_|-192—6_' I—|-192-5'| |_|-192-4—I Ll—192—3| |—|_192_2—| I



[-193

1. Page 6-17
Section 6.9.2.3 Notification and Project Awareness Efforts

A variety of notification and informational tools were used for outreach to target audiences. Outreach
methods included the following:

Traditional methods
e Project awareness banners at highly visible locations along the Project corridor

Bullet #5 - Project awareness banners at highly visible locations along the Project corridor.
THIS WAS NOT DONE. SEVERAL OF US TOOK A DRIVE DOWN THE CORRIDOR SEVERAL
DIFFERENT TIMES AND BANNERS WERE NOT PUT UP AT ALL.

Other targeted outreach

e Electronic signs
Bullet #1 - Electronic signs.
THIS WAS NOT DONE. SEVERAL OF US TOOK A DRIVE DOWN THE CORRIDOR SEVERAL
DIFFERENT TIMES AND BANNERS WERE NOT PUT UP AT ALL.

2. The EIR should clearly state and outline the impact of lanes
throughout each City, East Los Angeles, Montebello, Pico River
& Whittier. The EIR needs to have a clear outline for each City
similar to Page 3.4-34, Site of the Rio Honda Bridge.

e Alternative 1 would construct the alignment at-grade in the center of Washington Boulevard
and would replace the existing bridge over Rio Hondo to carry both the LRT facility and the four-
lane roadway. Excavation related to the proposed bridge replacement and the partial property
acquisition has the potential to encounter archaeological artifacts associated with the battle.
Disturbance of these resources would result in potentially significant impacts as identified under
Impact CUL-2.

3. Proposed new extension has only 6 new stations not including the modification to the existing
station in East L.A on Atlantic Blvd. and Pomona Blvd. This makes the new extension VERY
INEFFICIENT for riders and makes absolutely no sense if Metro truly wants the public to have
higher rideshare which | assume that is the goal for this project.

EAST LOS ANGELES
Atlantic Blvd. and Whittier Blvd.
o Atlantic Blvd. and 6" Street should be added for the following reasons.
1. Garfield High School

1-193-1
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2. KIPP Raices Academy

3. Fourth Street Elementary School

4. New High School being built at 422 S. Atlantic Blvd. Construction to be complete by
Summer 2023

5. Saint Alphonsus Church

6. Atlantic Park

7. The distance between the Atlantic & Pomona station and Whittier Blvd. station is
over 1 mile. Densely populated areas need more efficient stops for people to ride
the train. Without having to walk a mile to get to a stop. If you people to ride, add
more stops.

8. And finally, more residential population that could benefit from riding the Metro

o Atlantic Blvd. and Olympic Blvd. Should ALSO have its own station for the following

reasons

1. Olympic Blvd. serves as a main corridor for East and West Bound traffic

2. Dense residential population

3. Access to local businesses

4. The nearest proposed station is located on Atlantic Blvd. and Whittier Blvd. making
the distance between this station and the Citadel station over 1.3 miles.

MONTEBELLO

Washington Blvd. and Greenwood Ave.

o Washington Blvd. and Garfield Ave. should be added for the following reasons.

1. This intersection is a main artery for all directions. There are many local businesses that
employee many people. This could be a great stop so people can get off in this station
and walk to their jobs

2. The distance between the Citadel station and the Washington Blvd. and Greenwood
Ave. is much too far, that’s over 2.3 miles.

PICO RIVERA
Washington Blvd. and Rosemead Blvd.
o Washington Blvd. and Paramount Blvd. should be added for the following reasons.
1. This area has a large shopping center consisting of a Walmart Super Center, La Barca

Restaurant, Lowe’s Home Improvement, Ross, PetSmart, Marshalls, Aldi’s,
Walgreens, Chili’s Restaurant, McDonalds and many other small businesses.

The distance between the Washington Blvd. and Greenwood Ave. is much too far,
that’s over 1.5 miles. The distance is too far for a densely populated area not to
have an additional stop.

o Washington Blvd. and Passons Blvd. should be added for the following reasons.
1. This area has many residential properties and people living in these areas could

benefit from an additional stop. The next stop is on Washington Blvd. and Norwalk
Blvd. which is over 2 miles between stops

1-193-4
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CITY OF WHITTIER
Washington Blvd. and Norwalk Blvd.
o Washington Blvd. and Sorenson Ave. should be added for the following reasons.
1. This area has many residential properties and people living in these areas could
benefit from an additional stop. The next stop is on Washington Blvd. and
Lambert Rd. which is over 1.6 miles between stops

2. The Sorenson stop could benefit a mixture of business, shopping centers and
residential areas.

4. The Washington Blvd. San Gabriel River 605 freeway overpass bridge seems too low
1. The height of the Washington Blvd. street level and the 605-freeway overpass

seem much too low. We would like to see how this is going to be addressed in
the EIR.

5. The EIR should include information of the type of brake pads that are installed in the train.
There should be clear evidence no brake pads containing ASBESTOS are installed moving
forward. Brake pads containing ASBESTOS is ILLEGAL as of the late 1990’s.

6. The EIR should contain the actual history of paid passengers riding the existing Gold Line from
Union Station to the Atlantic Blvd. and Pomona Blvd. station to confirm this extension is
NEEDED or if it’s even worth TAXPAYER money to fund the $4,000,000,000 BILLION PLUS dollar
project. In addition to all the subsidized TAXPAYER MONEY Metro will get for not having an

investment return on the money. According to study done by a local resident, this project will
take 50-100 years to have a break-even cost, BEST CASE SCENARIO.

7. Metro should invest and implement Electrical Busses which would cut TAXPAYER money
spending to 1/100 of the cost compared to this project.

-€6T-|
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Esperanza Fuentes

194-

I've lived here in this house for 43 years, and the concern I have is the crossing of pedestrians and .
vehicles on Washington Blvd. Also, the noise of the metro, as it is now with the large trucks. Is bad —2
enough.
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Lisa Valentino

2nd comment - I previously submitted another comment.

on Sunday August 21st, my family and I rode the C Line from Norwalk to Aviation station. We had
to get to the airport and wanted to see for ourselves what the trains were like. Upon getting on the
train, we saw at least a half dozen of transients covered in blankets, etc. in the train carts. We got on
a train cart and the train smelled like urine. I know masks are required, not many people were
wearing them, I put mine on, simply so that the smell of urine would be lessened.

Our young adult daughter rides these trains during the day ONLY and she says, they always smell
like urine. When did these trains became from public transportation to homeless shelters? We
absolutely DO NOT want the Eastside corridor to go through our city of Whittier and bring the
above problems to our city. We have enough problems already and the police already has their
hands full!

Mind you, I grew up in Italy, riding public transportation my entire life, so I am not against public
transportation nor am I a snob, I grew up in a modest family and we didn't even have hot water in
our house. I am only against the fact that they are now being used as homeless hotels and city,
county and state officials etc. are not handling these issues. What will it take, someone getting
assaulted or killed before these issues are addressed? I speak for the many many working class
citizens who ride the trains everyday, because they sometimes have no other options. They deserve
to ride safety without having to worry about getting attacked and without having to smell urine in
the trains.

Thank you and have a great day!
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Xavier Arambula

I wholeheartedly support this project and recommend that it be expedited as quickly as possible.

The station at the current terminus at Atlantic should be reconfigured so it's completely
underground so as to minimize traffic congestion patterns in that area due to the irregular shape of
the land for the proposed new station.

|—|—196-1—'
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I completely agree with putting the Whittier Blvd and Citadel stations underground too. It's very
important to also protect the existing Golden Gate theater building from an possible damage due to
the construction of the underground station at the corner of Whittier and Atlantic.

1-196-2

The station at the Citadel should be more comprehensive in it's design so that it can also serve as
multi-modal transportation hub and not just a "standard" light rail station. It should include space for =
buses, ride-sharing vehicles, bikes, etc. Because the Citadel serves not only the local community but
it's a regional and tourist destination as well. Metro would be well served to take advantage of that
fact to better improve public transit in the region.

1-196-3

Improve coordination with other local transit systems to better serve residents and encourage them
to use Metro light rail. For example, Commerce's free bus lines can better funnel passengers to the
extension of this light rail system by stopping at the Whittier Blvd, Citadel, and Greenwood
stations. I'm sure Montebello transit can do similar arrangements.

I've been impressed with the amount and variety of outreach Metro has done on this project. I hope
it continues so we can get this project done by 2028. We need to find the funds to get this done
much sooner than later even if it means only doing the underground section first. This area of Los
Angeles County has been underserved when it comes to passenger rail service. Let's not forget that
East LA was, originally, supposed to get a subway line. Due to politics, it hasn't happened. Though
I'm still hoping it will happen and we'll have a subway line going underneath Whittier Blvd where it —,[\
could connect to this proposed extension of this light rail line at the Whittier and Atlantic station.
Thank you, and let's get this done PRONTO!

|I—196-6|_196_ |-196_4| I
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Joyce Dillard

Alternative 1

Stormwater Drainage
Flood Flows

Not considered is any downstream effect on all the cities along the river. This could also effect
water rights.
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karyn chen

Hello. I am very much in favor of alternative 1: Washington. After looking at the proposals, I feel
that this would best serve the needs of the community, especially in the light of the cost of gas. |
personally go to West Whittier and Santa Fe Springs at least once a month, if not more often. I offer
my strong support of alternative 1: Washington.
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Clara Solis and Clara S. Solis
claramsolis@earthlink.net

August 29, 2022

Ms. Jenny Cristales-Cevallos

Project Manager
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-7
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Submitted via email to: metro.net/eastsidecomments

COMMENTS RE RECIRCULATED DRAFT EIR/EIS FOR THE GOLD LINE EASTSIDE T

TRANSIT CORRIDOR PHASE 2 (DEIR)

The Recirculated Draft EIR/EIS for the Gold Line Eastside Transit Corridor Phase 2
(DEIR) should have been withdrawn and recirculated with corrections. It was replete

with errors and omissions.

COMMUNITY OUTREACH WAS INADEQUATE/CIRCULATION PERIOD WAS
DURING A COVID 19 SURGE AND SUMMER MONTHS.

1) Community outreach has been ineffective and has not notified communities
impacted how this project may impact them. The notices sent to area
residents are so devoid of this information that residents will largely ignore
them. The notices in some instances arrived after or the day of the hearing.
In one instance a resident found the notice thrown in her front yard.
(Testimony at 15t East Los Angeles hearing)

2) The DEIR was released at a time when residents are unable to participate
fully.

a. The DEIR was released during a period of high transmission of Covid
19. Community residents living near freeways have been shown to
have worse outcomes from Covid19. See Near-roadway air pollution
associated with COVID-19 severity and mortality — Multiethnic cohort
study in Southern California
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC84 16551/
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From LA County Public Health website below are the numbers for East ~ A
Los Angeles and some nearby communities. The death rate for East
Los Angeles is one of the highest for a large community - roughly one
in 228 residents in East Los Angeles lost their life to Covid 19. Note

1-199-3

Boyle Heights is also located near multiple freeways.

b. Was released during summer months when residents typically are not
as available. Additionally, during the summer residents are unable to
do outreach at schools. Metro typically seems to plan specifically to
release its EIR’s in East Los Angeles during this time frame so as to
limit participation.

c. Was released when residents have other projects to respond to. The
Metro Area Plan had community meetings. The |-710 South Corridor
Project has had numerous meetings during this time period and the
Metro Area Plan Historical Context Statement had a deadline to
respond of August 22, 2022. Many community residents who are more
active have had their hands full responding to these documents.

d. | and my family had Covid 19 during the comment period which
lessened my ability to review and respond fully to the document.
Additionally, my vacation was scheduled a full year in advance for part
of August. This further made it difficult to participate. Finally, my
children went back to school and college which also takes a lot of
family time.

e. Metro has repeatedly been told not to schedule DEIR during summer
months. Yet, they repeatedly do so. It appears there is an intention to
not allow the community to fully participate.

f. To fully respond to a document as complex as this. Residents need
time to organize and assign different sections to different community
members, because of Covid and Summer this community was unable
to do this.

g. Impacted property owners should have been contacted and told what
the consequences will be for them. They should have been told:

How long their property would be partially impacted.
That their property was going to be fully taken and purchased. j
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there is an recession and property values drop? Will the Fair

Will they be offered first right to purchase the property back? If T

market Value that is offered be at the previous prices? What
relocation services will be offered? Will they be able to relocate
within the area? | could not find any appendixes on impacted
properties. —

1-199-7
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Residents, schools and businesses should have been notified that
they could be impacted by noise and vibration.

THE DOCUMENT CONTAINS SUBSTANTIVE ERRORS AND OMISSIONS

Although, | have not had time to fully analyze the DEIR, my limited review thus
far has revealed several substantive errors and omissions.

The main DEIR failed to adequately document which businesses will be lost. Two
impacted properties were not listed in the main DEIR.

The document failed to list the US Post office at Atlantic and Verona (969-975 S.
Atlantic Blvd.). This post office was built in 1931 and should be listed as a historic

1-199-9

resource. It has a distinctive design and has been a mainstay for the community for
over 90 years. Inthe DEIR, it is not listed as being impacted even though a portion will
be used as a temporary construction easement.

The document also failed to list the temporary construction easement at 1002 S. Atlantic 1
Blvd., Los Angeles CA 90022 in Volume 2

1270 Goodrich
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Solis, Clara Comment Letter

1. The property is not evaluated historically or for impacts from

noise/vibration.

Loss of Businesses, a burden on an Environmental Justice/Community of Color
that has been historically impacted by multiple projects.

The impacts and burdens to the Latinx community of East Los Angeles in terms of loss
of businesses is not defined, enumerated, analyzed or mitigated. There is no
documentation in the main DEIR that clearly shows the names and addresses of the
businesses that will be loss or that in anyway analyzes what will be the impacts to area
residents from the loss of these businesses. CEQA requires that the burden to
environmental justice communities be analyzed.

Any burden to an environmental justice community that has been historically impacted
by multiple government projects should be analyzed and mitigated. In this case the
DEIR failed to evaluate and provide any mitigation for the loss of its businesses.
Economic burdens should be analyzed and mitigated.

The Latinx community of East Los Angeles historically has been victim of multiple

projects which have had significant impacts on residents. Those projects were the I-710,

the SR 60, the I-5, the I-10 and the Metro Gold Line on 3™ which divided a community

once again and had significant impacts on residents, their ability to access services, and

receive emergency services.

Economic and Social Effects
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Economic or social effects of a project may be used to determine the significance of
physical changes caused by the project. Although primarily directed at physical
changes, CEQA regulations require that socioeconomic consequences of the physical
change be analyzed. This means evaluating the impacts on an existing community, on
religious practices, and on business activity brought on by the physical changes directly
related to the project. For additional information regarding social and economic effects,
please see Volume4 of the SER.

Here the project has failed to consider the impacts on business activity. It has failed to
study the impacts of the loss of these businesses on the community.

East Los Angeles has the highest population density in the County for communities with
a population over 100,000, and there are 16,000+ persons per square mile residing in
this community. The median household income in East LA is $43,879 compared to
$64,251 in the County. There is a high concentration of non-conforming residences
(more units than allowed per zone) and higher than average household size. vehicle
reliance for mobility results in high parking demand. (Parking Study)

Cumulative Impacts from Loss of businesses in East Los Angeles:
This project will remove businesses that residents rely upon.

Recent projects in East Los Angeles have similarly removed business to create more
housing on Whittier and 15t Street.

Now the Metro Area Plan is contemplating re-zoning Community Commercial along
Whittier Blvd to Mixed Use. Further, the Metro Area Plan wants to concentrate 9000
additional housing units in the unincorporated regions of Los Angeles even though East
Los Angeles is the 30" most dense community out of 265 communities in Los Angeles.
It appears to want to achieve this by removing businesses from East Los Angeles and
replacing them with dense housing.

The Metro Gold Line on Third Street in East Los Angeles was a business killer. It
removed parking and made it difficult for businesses to survive. Most businesses along
the stretch from Ford Blvd to Mednik have had a hard time surviving since the Gold Line
was built.

Metro and Regional County Planning staff on the one hand tout wanting residents to
walk and use transit, but on the other hand they are removing local businesses that are
accessible and within walking distance to East Los Angeles residents.

The cumulative impacts of the removal of businesses have not been studied.

An impact analysis needs to be included for East Los Angeles. It should address both
direct and indirect impacts as well as the project’s contribution to cumulative impacts.
The CEQ NEPA regulations provide the following definitions of effects as they relate to
NEPA analysis (40 CFR §§ 1508.7 and 1508.8, also see Caltrans Guidance for
Preparers of Cumulative Impact Analyses).

A
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. Direct effects are caused by the action and occur at the same time and place. —[
. Indirect effects are caused by the action and are later in time or farther removed &
in distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable. Indirect effects may include growth- §

related effects and other effects related to induced changes in the pattern of land use,
population density or growth rate, and related effects on air and water and other natural
systems, including ecosystems.

. Cumulative impacts are the impacts on the environment which result from the
incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (federal or non-federal) or person
undertakes such other actions. Cumulative impacts can result from individually minor
but collectively significant actions taking place over a period of time. J
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The cumulative impacts section mentions the Dangler and 3" project a 78 unit project
as not together with the project as causing cumulative impacts. However, the Dangler
and 3" project already has had a negative impact on community residents when a
sewage line was ruptured. Along Third Street water would naturally flow from First =
Street down to Gratian. Residents historically, played in the water there where toads
existed. The Dangler/3™ project caused a sewage leak which left residents on Gratian =
behind Lupe’s Burritos stuck with sewage smells for days. Additionally, public testimony 1
indicated that the residents who live in the area bounded by the 3™ Street Gold Line, the
Pomona Freeway, the |-710 freeway and Mednik whose only ingress/egress is through
3rd Street will be impacted by the 3™/Dangler project. One resident spoke of only having
one horizon to look out at and that was over 3™ Street, now she will see a 4 story
building.

1-199-28

Further, with more transit along Atlantic there will be more Transit Oriented
Development. Already East Los Angeles is the 30t most dense community out of 265
communities, the most dense community among communities with populations above
100k, has around 16k people per square mile and a high number of occupants per unit. _|
The plan of some is to increase density along rail to increase housing. The Metro Area |
Plan seeks to build 90 K plus units in unincorporated Los Angeles. East Los Angeles is
obviously being seeing as a target for this increased density, but it already is dense.

I—199—29—I I

While some believe increasing density along transit corridors will reduce traffic, in East
Los Angeles this will never happen. So, planning this way does nothing but create
misery among residents who will see even more congestion, traffic, pollution, less
parking and less businesses for them to easily shop at. Why, because East Los =
Angeles is a special case. It has 4 major freeways running through it. Its traffic mainly
comes from outside. Unless, cars driving through the freeway are not allowed to exit,
there will always be traffic. What will be the impacts of having 4 story buildings in an
area so heavily impacted by air pollution and fugitive dust from the freeways. Will the
pollution be trapped by the buildings. What about heat island impacts? Where have
heat island impacts been studied in this document?

I_"—I-199—32
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Indirect effects are caused by the action and are later in time or farther removed in
distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable. Indirect effects may include growth-
related effects and other effects related to induced changes in the pattern of land use,
population density or growth rate, and related effects on air and water and other natural
systems, including ecosystems. In the foreseeable future, a multitude of 3 and 4 story
buildings could populate Third, Atlantic and Whittier, additionally such projects allow for
smaller open space requirements on the parcel. These projects will further increase the
density of the already densest large community in the County. These building could
exacerbate already bad air pollution, heat island impacts, resulting in poor outcomes for
residents. These outcomes were not studied.

1-199-34

IMPACTS FROM REMOVAL OF BUSINESSES NOT STUDIED AND WILL HAVE
NEGATIVE IMPACTS

Additionally, the removal of businesses is also concerning to residents of East Los
Angeles who have contemplated Cityhood for East Los Angeles the loss of businesses
will further make this more difficult for area residents to have a sufficient economic
base.

1-199-35

East Los Angeles needs more businesses and supermarkets. The location of the
Atlantic/3"%/Beverly station used to house a grocery store. Before the freeways, East
Los Angeles used to have grocery stores. Now, resident’s access to fresh healthy
foods from super markets and produce centers is limited. Some might even call it a
food desert.

HOUSING IMPACTS NOT STUDIED/ POSSIBLE GENTRIFICATION - INCREASED
DISPLACEMENT OF EXISTING RESIDENTS

How this project will impact housing is not addressed. A presentation on the Metro
Area Plan seemed to designate some of the business areas that will be lost as areas for
Transit Oriented Development, including housing which would be 80 percent Market
Rate and 20 percent “affordable”. We have seen such plans with 80 percent market
rate projects putting upward pressure on area rents in surrounding neighborhoods.
Developers typically choose the plans which tender the least number of units that are
affordable. See https://jorgedelaroca.name/p latoc.pdf. Housing accessible by lower
middle income and middle income residents is not the choice of developers.

1-199-36

Will this gentrify East Los Angeles? See Transit Oriented Displacement, MIT Press by
Karen Chapple and Anastasia Loukaitou-Sideris.

DEIR FAILS TO CORRECTLY ANALYZE RACE AND ETHNICITY

The DEIR fails to correctly analyze race and ethnicity and its impacts on environmental
justice communities. Because it uses the Race Series instead of the Hispanic Race

Series it fails to identify an environmental justice community. Since it has not identified
the community properly it cannot and does not evaluate the impacts and burdens on the y
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environmental justice community of East Los Angeles. Table 6-4, in Appendix M shows A
a community that is 51 percent White. According to Dr. Manuel Pastor, “The percent
“minority” is defined — particularly in California — as the share of the population that is
not non-Hispanic white. So, it's Latinos plus non-Hispanic (NH) Black, NH-AAPI, NH-
Native Americans, and NH Other/mixed.”

See the website, the National Equity Atlas for the definition of
race/ethnicity.

1-199-37

https://nationalequityatlas.org/about-the-atlas#data

The state of California uses a similar method:

https://dof.ca.gov/forecasting/demographics/

This is important, because CEQA requires that environmental impacts must be
considered in context, cities and counties should pay special attention to whether a
project might cause additional impacts to communities that already are affected by, or
particularly vulnerable to, environmental impacts like air and water pollution.

1-199-38

By using incorrect analysis and methods the Metro DEIR cannot correctly evaluate the
impacts to communities of color/ environmental justice communities and in this instance
to the Latinx community of East Los Angeles.

See below a portion of Table 6-4 of Appendix M which identifies the population within a
half mile of the stations as being 51 percent white.

it s e s i e € Taar e ooy -
Asian 5,155 4% @
Native Hawaiian / Other Pacific Islander 170 0% §
Some other race 49,122 41% T
Two or more races 2,476 2%
ETHNICITY
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) | 106,823 N/A

A memo issued by the office of then California Attorney General Kamala Harris, now
United States Vice President, stated:

Cities, counties, and other local governmental entities have an important role to play in
ensuring environmental justice for all of California’s residents. Under state law: v
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‘[E]nvironmental justice” means the fair treatment of people of all races, cultures, and
incomes with respect to the development, adoption, implementation, and enforcement
of environmental laws, regulations, and policies.

! |—|-199<39—»|

Although CEQA focuses on impacts to the physical environment, economic and social
effects may be relevant in determining significance under CEQA in two ways. (See
CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15064, subd. (e), 15131.) First, as the CEQA Guidelines note,
social or economic impacts may lead to physical changes to the environment that
are significant. (Id. at §§ 15064, subd. (e), 15131, subd. (a).) To illustrate, if a
proposed development project may cause economic harm to a community’s
existing businesses, and if that could in turn “result in business closures and
physical deterioration” of that community, then the agency “should consider these
problems to the extent that potential is demonstrated to be an indirect environmental
effect of the proposed project.” (See Citizens for Quality Growth v. City of Mt. Shasta
(1988) 198 Cal.App.3d 433, 446.)

1-199-40

Government Code

Government Code section 11135, subdivision (a) provides in relevant part:

No person in the State of California shall, on the basis of race, national origin, ethnic
group identification, religion, age, sex, sexual orientation, color, or disability, be
unlawfully denied full and equal access to the benefits of, or be unlawfully subjected to
discrimination under, any program or activity that is conducted, operated, or
administered by the state or by any state agency, is funded directly by the state, or
receives any financial assistance from the state..

While this provision does not include the words “environmental justice,” in certain
circumstances, it can require local agencies to undertake the same consideration of
fairness in the distribution of environmental benefits and burdens discussed above. |
Where, for example, a general plan update is funded by or receives financial assistance
from the state or a state agency, the local government should take special care to
ensure that the plan’s goals, objectives, policies and implementation measures (a)
foster equal access to a clean environment and public health benefits (such as parks,
sidewalks, and public transportation); and (b) do not result in the unmitigated
concentration of polluting activities near communities that fall into the categories defined
in Government Code section 11135. 1 In addition, in formulating its public outreach for
the general plan update, the local agency should evaluate whether regulations
governing equal “opportunity to participate” and requiring “alternative communication
services” (e.g., translations) apply. (See Cal. Code Regs., tit. 22, §§ 98101, 98211.)

1-199-41

Note the direction in the footnote:

1 To support a finding that such concentration will not occur, the local
government likely will need to identity candidate communities and assess their
current burdens.

|<_ 1-199-42
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The DEIR fails in this regard, because it has failed to identify the communities properly %
and to evaluate their burdens.

PARKING

Metro has a poor reputation in East Los Angeles for its broken promises and constantly
changing policies. Prior to construction of the Gold Line, Metro promised parking would
be free at their parking structure. Subsequently, Metro decided to change their policy
with the result that Metro Gold Line users from other communities now use the
residential streets of East Los Angeles to park for free. See page 6 of the East Los
Angeles Parking Availability Improvement Study (Parking Study) Existing Parking
Conditions September 24, 2021, which states, “Privately-owned off-street parking, as
noted via the stakeholder outreach, is being encroached upon ..... In areas near transit,
the encroachment is coming from commuters whom do not want to pay for parking at
the transit station.”

1-199-43

Metro’s plan for dealing with parking is not to deal with parking. For example Parking
will not be provided at the Atlantic/Whittier Station. Yet, parking was identified as an
area of concern by community members in public comments and identified as an area
of controversy in the DEIR. According to the parking study already areas on Atlantic
and Whittier already do not have enough parking during week days. Socioeconomic
Effects Under CEQA considered socioeconomic in nature are any effects that would
result in inadequate parking capacity. The short supply and subsequent shorter supply =
when this project is build would result in cumulative impacts as well.

—
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Residential parking on Whittier and Atlantic is shown below to have a deficit. As with
the Gold Line on 3™ Street there is no reason to believe that commuters from nearby
communities won’t park in residential streets near the Whittier/Atlantic station. The =

1-199-45
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impact on parking has not been addressed and mitigation has not been studied or
provided. =
HAZARDS:

Water

With Climate Change it is anticipated California will see more intense weather and
wildfires. The New York Times recently reported on a possible megastorm which could
see 2 inches of rain an hour in Los Angeles’ hillsides. The next super storm could come
in the next 40 years. What would be the impact to the underground section of the Gold
Line? Where is that considered? East Los Angeles in the past has seen damage from
floods on Floral in 1938, near Fisher in 1913. The Long Beach freeway routinely floods.
East Los Angeles has many former water ways, how will the diversion of these impact
the rest of the community?

Gas and Oil

1-199-46

Throughout Los Angeles Oil Wells were dug and many times abandoned. Some of
these were never mapped. Here is an oil well map from the state of California.

|<_ 1-199-47
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https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/doggr/wellfinder/#openModal/-118.16372/34.02812/15

1-199

Yet, it appears in this
1932 Anton Wagner
photo that there maybe
an oil well behind Ford
and Cesar Chavez.
That does not appear
on the map. See
below:

Additionally, there are
gas lines which run not
too far from the project
line in East Los
Angeles. What would
happen if there was a
leak and explosion?

1-199-47
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https://socaIgas.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=c85ced1227af4c8aae9b19d677961
9335

The light blue lines are
high pressure
distribution lines. The
dar blue are
transmission lines.

1-199-47

Former and current
gas stations -UST’s:

It is well known that
many brown fields
exist from gas stations
where Underground
Storage Tanks were
never removed. In
examining the records
from the US Post
Office on Atlantic
and Verona at one

point, a permit was pulled to remove a 5000 gallon tank. What the tank held is not
mentioned. Further, the tank was apparently never removed as the permit was
cancelled — see below:

1-199-48

Additionally, there was a gas station at 5085 E. Third Street near the corner of Woods
and Third Street. | see no indication that the underground storage tank (UST) was ever
removed. This is the current location of the 3 story National Core Alta Vista apartment
buildings. If the UST was never removed contamination could have spread. The
digging of the underground section could come across this and contamination could
spread to neighborhood homes if not properly mitigated.

The Environmental Protection Agency website states:
A typical leaking underground storage tank (LUST) scenario involves the release

of a fuel product from an underground storage tank (UST) that can contaminate
surrounding soil, groundwater, or surface waters, or affect indoor air spaces.

The links below describe the dangers from leaking underground storage tanks:
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https://www.epa.qov/ust/leakinq-underqround-s.toraqe-tanks-corrective-action-resources1

Underground Storage Tanks:
https://www.csu.edu/cerc/documents/LUST ThreattoPublicHealth.pdf

1-199-48
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| was not able to do an extensive search, but merely checked locations where | knew
there had been a gas station in the past.

Amount of Contamination near build area is concerning:

It is concerning that so many LUST site and contamination exists near to the build area
to be excavated for the underground section. Additionally, it is concerning that so many
schools are within a half mile of this. How will construction deal with keeping the
children safe from so much contamination? It doesn’t appear that the magnitude of this
is contemplated.

1-199-49

Evacuation Routes not properly analyzed in East Los Angeles:

199 50—|

We are concerned that evacuation routes and emergency response delays were
underestimated by the DEIR. We have experienced significant delays when there is an j
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accident any where near the Gold Line. Traffic can back up for a half hour. Many
residents abandon their vehicles on Mednik and Third and walk home. Atlantic at times
is very congested. Construction delays on or near Atlantic with an accident or an
emergency should be studied. The evaluation here is insufficient.

! |—|-199-50-»|

Further, what if there is an incident on the Underground section of the Gold Line, what is
the plan. This is not sufficiently analyzed. What if there is a gas explosion? What if
there is an earthquake with multiple injuries. What if there is flooding? Not enough
analysis is done here.

Additionally, what if there is an emergency at one of the schools, and multiple
responses are needed?

1-199-51

Evacuation Routes HAZ 6 Not applicable - this does not make sense. | am concerned
that evacuation routes were not adequately studied in this project.

The DEIR has failed to properly analyze how the project might exacerbate existing
community evacuation risks. Additionally, will a possible need to evacuate residents in
the nearby area in a major disaster be affected by the evacuation of the project’s
occupants?

Earthquakes:

The statement that there could be structural damage and failure and lives can be lost is
concerning. - Alternative 1 is located in a seismically active area, as is most of southern
California and, thus, operation of Alternative 1 would potentially be subject to seismic
ground shaking. Seismic shaking could result in damage to structures or human injury
or death.

1-199-52

NOISE AND VIBRATION:

I—199—53—|

It appears that the open air option will have more vibration and noise impacts to
residents along the line. | believe the other option is superior in this regard and if this
project goes forward that route is superior in that it has less impacts. Further, if there is =
ultimately found to be methane underground the open air option could impact nearby
homes on Woods and 3.

1-199-54

Schools

There are more schools in East Los Angeles impacted by this project than in any other
community. Itis not clear that each of the schools in East Los Angeles close to the
project where analyzed for impacts in the noise and vibration study. Additionally, it does
not appear that Atlantic Park was identified in the study. It doesn’t appear to have been
analyzed for impacts.

1-199-55
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It is concerning that Kipps Raices school will be impacted. We are concerned that the A
mitigation measures will likely not be followed by workers. It seems unlikely that they
will roll items.

Most of these schools do not appear to be analyzed in the noise and vibration study.
This section of the report was very confusing and given the limited time for review the
categories of the institutions, schools hospitals was confusing.

Greenwood Elementary School located at 900 South Greenwood Avenue, Montebello
Calvary Chapel Christian Academy, 931 South Maple Avenue, Montebello

KIPP Promesa Prep located at 5156 Whittier Boulevard, Los Angeles

1-199-55

KIPP Raices Academy located at 668 South Atlantic Boulevard, East Los Angeles
4+h Street Elementary located at 420 Amalia Avenue, Los Angeles

Garfield High School located at 5101 East 6t Street, Los Angeles

Monterey Senior High School, 466 South Fraser Street, Los Angeles

St. Alphonsus School, 552 South Amalia Avenue, Los Angeles

Griffith STEAM Magnet Middle School, 4765 East Fourth Street, Los Angeles

Arts in Action Community Charter Elementary School, 5115 Via Corona Street, Los Angeles

Has the project looked at local daycares within a half mile of the project?

SCHOOLS

Since East Los Angeles has more schools within a half mile than any other school, will
there be greater impacts to area children? This has not been adequately addressed by
the DEIR. East Los Angeles has 8 of the 10 schools within a half mile.

1-199-56

HEALTH RISK ASSESSMENT:

The health risk assessment fails to analyze heat island impacts to residents from new
Transit Oriented Development.

1-199-57

The health risk assessment fails to analyze air pollution impacts from more high rises
and density in the East Los Angeles community, an area with 4 freeways.

The health risk assessment fails to analyze impacts to local children from the boring and
movement of contaminated soil. There are many contamination and LUST sites near

I<—I—199—58—“
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the build area in East Los Angeles. Additionally, eight schools are located within a half
mile. Children and their parents walk near the construction area to get home. Atlantic
Park is nearby as well.

I— |-199-58—»|

Unfortunately, because our family were sick from Covid and took a vacation during the
comment period we were unable to comment as fully and clearly as we would have like
to.

Sincerely

Clara M. Solis and Clara S Solis
Attachment provided separately. East LA Parking Study. 2021.

1-199-58
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REPORT BACK ON EAST LOS ANGELES PILOT PARKING ENFORCEMENT AND BENEFIT
DISTRICT STUDY (ITEM NO. 4, AGENDA OF APRIL 30, 2019)

On April 30, 2019, the Board of Supervisors (Board) adopted a motion directing the Chief
Executive Office (CEO), in conjunction with the Departments of Public Works (DPW),
Auditor-Controller, County Counsel, and the Sheriff (LASD) to conduct a comprehensive review
of residential and business/commercial parking enforcement practices throughout
East Los Angeles (East LA); research best practices utilized in other jurisdictions; and study the
feasibility of establishing a localized Enforcement District and a Parking Benefit District in the
unincorporated communities of East LA.

The CEO engaged Walker Consultants (Walker) to conduct a parking availability and
improvement study (East LA Parking Study) for the unincorporated communities of East LA. The
study encompasses an assessment of the parking needs in the East LA communities, a review
of current parking restrictions and enforcement practices, research of best practices, and
community outreach and engagement. Walker performed parking counts, interviewed County
personnel, obtained information from the various County departments, and conducted research
on best practices of other jurisdictions. In addition, the CEO held virtual meetings for the public
and local community groups, and Walker conducted an online survey to reach out to the
community to obtain their valued input.

The East LA Parking Study was conducted during the COVID-19 pandemic. However, based on
the high parking demand numbers observed during the pandemic and the feedback gleaned from
stakeholders, the high level of demand overall is the basis that the parking recommendations
were formulated. The COVID-19 conditions were not considered to have materially impacted
parking conditions such that they would negate the findings and recommendations of the study.

Walker's East LA Parking Study identified prominent parking issues in the East LA communities
in both the residential and business/commercial areas, which include: limited availability of

“To Enrich Lives Through Effective And Caring Service”
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on-street parking; and limited enforcement of illegal parking blocking fire hydrants, sidewalks or
driveways, red zones, overnight parking, abandoned/inoperable vehicles, illegal sidewalk
vending, etc. that affirms the communities’ complaints.

To address the parking issues, Walker recommends a three concurrent task approach
summarized below and in Attachment A for the Board's consideration. The complete East LA
Parking study, by Walker, is included as Attachment B. A major component to improve the parking
in the East LA communities is to obtain community buy-in during each task of the implementation.

A.

Task 1 - Enforcement Enhancements (Immediate Implementation - within one
year): Increase enforcement by hiring a parking enforcement services company to
augment existing LASD parking enforcement staff for an initial contract period of five
years. Revenue generated from the increase in the number of citations should be used
to offset the cost of the contract and County staff for the monitoring/managing of the
contract. Annual evaluations of the enhanced enforcement efforts as to the effectiveness
of the program would be conducted and reported to the CEO.

Task 2 - Preferential Parking Districts: Establish a preferential parking district (PPD)
in the residential neighborhoods immediately surrounding the proposed Whittier
Boulevard Parking Benefit District (PBD). DPW could begin community outreach to
gauge the interest in creating PPD’'s. DPW would manage the PPD on a permanent
basis (as DPW currently manages various PPD’s in the County). If there is enough
interest to establish a PPD, DPW would alter the current PPD’s flat fee structure and
implement a specific East LA PPD that would have a tiered rate structure, and require
license plate credentials.

Task 3 - Parking Benefit District: If the community desires, establish a PBD along
Whittier Boulevard East of the I-710. The PBD would restrict the revenue generated from
the parking meters and potential parking enforcement citations, and have it reinvested into
the District for community benefits, such as landscaping of common areas, improving
blight areas, enhancing corridor maintenance, increasing bike/pedestrian pathways,
enhancing enforcement, and potentially increasing parking infrastructure.

Improvements to the paid parking options to generate increased revenue include:
(1) multi-space meters that are credit card-enabled and pay-by-license plate rather than
by space, or pay-by-cellphone; (2) Use of license plate recognition (LPR) enforcement;
and (3) Use of off-street parking lots (owned by the County) for additional paid parking for
visitors and employees.

Public Works could begin community outreach to gauge the interest in cre