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PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING COMMITTEE
JULY16, 2003

SUBJECT:

EASTSIDE CORRIDOR ENVIROMENTAL ADDENDUM

ACTION:

APPROVE MODIFIED INITIAL STUDY/ADDENDUM
PURSUANT TO THE CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY ACT

Transportation
Authority
One GatewayPlaza
Los Angeles, CA

RECOMMENDATION

90012-2952

Approve and certify the Modified Initial Study/Addendum.To the Final
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement//Supplemental Impact Report
(SEIS/SEIR)for the Eastside Corridor.
B. Approve project
SEIS/SEIR.

enhancements not previously

included in the Final

Authorize staff to file Notice of Deterufination of the Modified Initial
Study/Addendum with the Los Angeles County Clerk and State
Clearinghouse.

ISSUE
OnFebruary 28, 2002, the MTA
Board certified the Final SEIS/SEIRfor the Eastside
LRTproject. Further refinement of the Eastside LRTproject during preliminary
engineering created opportunities for project enhancements. These project
enhancements, which are minor technical changes that reduce environmental
impacts, have been presented to the ReviewAdvisory Committee, and follow the
MTABoard direction given on February 28, 2002. The project enhancements are
briefly described as follows and detailed in the ModifiedInitial Study/Addendum:
CommercialStreet Over-crossing -- This over-crossing is proposed to extend
the bridge over the I01 Freeway to include bridging over CommercialSt.
This will result in a removalof traffic impactsto Commercial
St.
WestPortal -- Shorten the west portal of the tunnel from approximately500 fl
to 250 ft. to reduce impacts to adjacent business and residences by one full
block.
¯

East Portal -- At 1st St. and Lorena, acquire unutilized property from Los
Angeles County to provide for two lanes of traffic in either direction,
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maintain adequate widths for the newconstructed Evergreen Jogging Path, and maintain
street parkingfor residenceson the south side of 1st St.
Three-Level Parking Structure at the Pomona/Atlantic Station - A three-level at the
northwest comer of the intersection of PomonaBoulevard and Atlantic Boulevard.
Rather than a surface lot, the parking structure was the preferred alternative,
accommodatingthe MTABoard request to remove the fo~mer Kaiser Facility at that
location fromthe list of propertyacquisitions.
Project benefits as a result of implementingthe project enhancementswere determinedin August
2002. Presentations were madeto the public at ReviewAdvisory Committeemeetings between
August and December2002. Workon the Modified Initial Study/Addendumwas initiated in
early January 2003 after presentations were madeto the ReviewAdvisoryCommittee.
POLICY IMPLICATIONS
Adoption of the Modified Initial Study/Addendum
to the Final SEIS/SEIRfor the Eastside LRT
project is needed to meet the requirements of the California EnvironmentalQuality Act (CEQA),
and the Guidelines for Implementation of the California EnvironmentalQuality Act (State CEQA
Guidelines). The Addendum
analyzes the direct, indirect, and cumulative environmental effects
associated with the proposedproj ect enhancements.
This document is also intended to provide the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) with
sufficient information to prepare a National EnvironmentalPolicy Act (NEPA)(as codified in
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), Class II Categorical Exclusion (CE) as outlined in 23 CFR& §771.115and
§771.117 Final Rule of the Federal Register, Part 11 Department of Transportation
Environmental lmpact and Related Procedures, August 28, 1987. CEs include actions that do
not individually or cumulatively have a significant environmental effect and are excluded from
the requirement to prepare an Environmental Assessment (EA) or Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) and no further action under NEPAis required. FTA’sfinal detemfination will
be madeafter review of the ModifiedInitial Study/Addendum.
FINANCIAL IMPACT
The project enhancementscontemplated by the Modified Initial Study/Addendum
are included in
the current estimated project budget for the Eastside LRTproject. No additional funding is
required.
OPTIONS
MTABoard may choose not to adopt the Modified Initial Study/Addendum.This will
prevent MTA
from being able to incorporate the project enhancementsand could result in
additional cost and project delays.
The Board has the option of requiring additional environmentalreview, such as preparing
a Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR). However, the proposed project
enhancements do not meet the CEQAconditions for preparing a Supplemental or
Eastside Light Rail Transit Project Addendum
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Subsequent FEIR. This option is not recommendedbecause there is no substantial
evidencein the administrative record to support a fair argumentthat the proposedproject
enhancements may have a significant impact on the environment. Absent evidence of
significant impact or the conditions requiting preparation of a Supplemental or
Subsequent EIR, CEQA
requires preparation of an Addendum.
¯

The Board could defer consideration of this issue. This is not recommended
because it
woulddelay the implementationof the contract.

NEXT STEPS
MTAwill submit Board adoption of Modified Initial Study/Addendumto Federal Transit
Administration as a NEPACEfor review and final determination. MTAstaff will file notice of
determination with CountyClerk and State Clearinghouse.
ATTACHMENT
A.

Modified Initial

Study/Addendum

Prepared by: Ray Sosa, Planning Project Manager
Diego Cardoso, Director Central Area Planning Team
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INTRODUCTION
1.0

INTRODUCTION

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA)is preparing this Addendum
evaluate the environmental impacts associated with the proposed "Project Enhancements" to the
previously adopted Los Angeles Eastside Corridor. MTAis proposing minor enhancements to the MTA
Board-approvedLocally Preferred Alternative (LPA)for the Eastside Light Rail Transit (LRT)Project.
The MTABoard of Directors certified a Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement
(SEIS)/SubsequentEnvironmentalImpact Report (SEIR) for the original project on February 28, 2002.
Since the certification of the Final SEIS/SEIR,several Project Enhancements
to the original project have
occurred that could not be reasonably foreseen during the preparation of the SEIS/SEIR.The Project
Enhancementsinclude the following: at the CommercialStreet Overerossing, the proposed aerial
structure would reduce traffic congestion; at the West Portal, the trench length would be shortened,
thereby reducingsurface disturbance; at the East Portal, the acquisition of an additional 30 feet of land on
the north side of 1st Street wouldallow for two through lanes of traffic in both directions instead of one
through lane in each direction; at the park and ride lot, a three level structure will be built instead of a
surface lot in order to accommodate
the continued operation of the former Kaiser PermanenteFacility.
These Project Enhancementswere not evaluated in the Final SEIS/SEIR prepared for this project.
Dependingon the significance of their environmental impact, the Project Enhancementsmayrequire
mitigation measures. All of the mitigation measures are expected to already be specified in the Final
SEIS/SEIR.
This modified Initial Study (IS)/Addendum to the Eastside LRTSEIS/SEIR has been prepared
accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and the
Guideline~ for Implementationof the California EnvironmentalQuality Act (State CEQA
Guidelines), for
the purpose of analyzing the direct, indirect, and cumulative environmental effects associated with the
proposed Project Enhancements. The State CEQAGuidelines are codified as §15000 et seq. of the
California Codeof Regulations (CCR). This documentis also intended to provide the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) with sufficient information to prepare a National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA)(as codified in 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), Class II Categorical Exclusion (CE) as outlined in
CFR& §771.115 and §771.117 Final Rule of the Federal Register, Part lIDepartment of Transportation
Environmental Impact and Related Procedures, August 28, 1987. CEs include actions that do not
individually or cumulatively have a significant environmental effect and are excluded from the
requirement to prepare an Environmental Assessment (EA) or Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
no further action under NEPA
is required. Whileit appears that the project meets the criteria for a CE,
the FTA’s~final determination will be madeafter review of the modified IS/Addendum.Should the
project require further analysis such as an EA, that documentwouldbe prepared under separate cover and
primarily based on information provided in this modifiedIS.
1.1

PROJECT

BACKGROUND AND OVERVIEW

Eastside Corridor planning for the Red Line Extension was initiated in 1990 through the Alternative
Analysis/Draft EIS/Draft EIR document. Following extensive public review of the ten alternatives
presented m the April 1993 Alternative Analysis/DEIS/DEIRdocument, the MTABoard of Directors in
June 1993 selected the LPAfor the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor. The Final EIS/EIR for the Eastside
Corridor was completed in June 1994. The Record of Decision was signed in December 1994. Full
Funding Grant Agreementswere subsequently executed with the FTAand the projects were transitioned
into the construction phase. In January 1998, the MTAsuspended work on extensions of the Metro Red
Line heavyrail subwayprojects.
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In June 1999, the MTA
initiated a Re-Evaluation/MajorInveslment Study (MIS) for the Eastside Transit
Corridor. On February 24, 2000, the MTABoard adopted a LRTBuild Alternative that would extend
from Union Station (as an extension of the Pasadena Blue Line - nowthe Gold Line) to Beverly and
Atlantic Boulevardsutilizing Alameda
Street, 1st Street, Indiana Street, 3Ta Street, and BeverlyBoulevard,
with a tunnel under Boyle Heights from approximatelyUtah Street to LorenaStreet under 1 st Street.
The public review of the Draft SEIS/SEIRbegan March2, 2001 through the Notice of Availability in the
Federal Register and with a Notice of Completionfiled with the State Clearinghouse. Public notices also
appeared in local newspapersand through an extensive mailing to provide the public advancednotice of
the community public hearings. At the MTABoard meeting of May 24, 2001, the Board formally
adopted the LPAfor the Eastside Corridor to be the LRTproject.
After the May24th meeting, MTAmodified some portions of the LRTBuild Alternative (Option A) and
added one route refinement option (Option B). In a report to FTAfrom MTA,submitted in October
2001, it was found that neither Option A nor Option B would result in any significant adverse impacts
that were not already evaluated in the Draft SEIS/SEIR.In some cases, the options would result in a
lessening of adverse impacts.
On February 28, 2002, the MTABoard adopted the LPAand certified the Final SEIS/SEIRfor the Los
Angeles Eastside Corridor. The FTAissued a Record of Decision for the Project SEIS/SEIRon June 17,
2002. Since that time, further preliminary engineering activities have shownthat certain improvementsto
the LPAcan be madethat would reduce the overall environmental impacts to the communityand improve
the efficiency of the system for a minimalcost. These improvementswere not contemplatedin the Final
SEIS/SEIRand this modified IS will evaluate the environmental impacts associated with the proposed
Project Enhancements.
1.2

STATUTORY AUTHORITY

CEQA
The State CEQAGuidelines in § 15064 requires the Lead Agencyto prepare an Addendum
to a previously
certified EIRif someminor technical changes or additions are necessary and none of the conditions that
would require a subsequent EIR (as defined in State CEQA
Guidelines §15062) would occur. Generally,
this meansthat the changes wouldnot potentially result in newsignificant environmental effects or a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects, nor is newinformationof
substantial importance being provided that would alter the feasibility of mitigation measures or
alternatives.
In this case, the MTA,acting in the capacity of the Lead Agency, has elected to use this modified
IS/Addendumto determine whether the changes and additions proposed would alter the environmental
effects anticipated in the Eastside LRTFinal SEIS/SEIR. By comparing the potential environmental
change that would result from implementation of the proposed actions described in this modified
IS/Addendumwith the environmental change expected in the Final SEIS/SEIR, a determination will be
made whether the conditions of §15062 are met, in which case a subsequent EIR will be required.
However,if none of the conditions are met, and no newsignificant environmentaleffects or a substantial
increase in the severity of a previously identified significant effect, nor newinformation of substantial
importance is being introduced, then this Addendum
can be attached to the Final SEIS/SEI1Lwith no
other changes to the Final SEIS/SEIRbeing required. This determination of whether a subsequent EIR
will be required is also relevant to the FTA;if the Project Enhancements
require that a subsequentEIRbe
prepared, it is unlikely to meet the requirementsfor the issuance of a CE, whichrequires that the project
not have significant environmentalimpacts.
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
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An agency must prepare an Addendumto the previously certified EIR if the Lead or Responsible
Agency’srole in the project is not complete and somechanges or additions are necessary to the project,
but none of the conditions triggering a SubsequentEIR, Negative Declaration, or SupplementalEIR have
occurred.
Section 15164of the State CEQA
Guidelines states that "(a) The lead agencyor responsible agency shall
prepare an addendumto a previously certified EIR if somechanges or additions are necessary but none of
the conditions described in Section 15162calling for preparation of a SubsequentEIRhave occurred. (b)
An Addendum
to an adopted negative declaration maybe prepared if only minor technical changes or
additions are necessary or none of the conditions described in Section 15162calling for the preparation of
a Subsequent EIR or negative declaration have occurred. (c) An Addendum
need not be circulated for
public review but can be included in or attached to the final EIRor adoptednegative declaration. (d) The
decision-making body shall consider the addendumwith the final EIR or adopted negative declaration
prior to makinga decision on the project. (e) A brief explanation of the decision not to prepare
Subsequen! EIR pursuant to Section 15162 should be included in an addendumto an EIR, the lead
agency’s required findings on the project, or elsewhere in the record. The explanation must be supported
by substantial evidence."
MTAhas reviewed the proposed Project Enhancementsas described in Section 2 of this Addendum,in
light of these relevant sections in the State CEQAGuidelines. In addition, MTAhas assessed the
proposed Project Enhancements using the MTA’smodified Initial Study format. As the CEQAlead
agency, MTA
has determined that this Addendum
is the appropriate environmental documentationfor the
proposedproject modifications.
Section 15063(d) of the State CEQA
Guidelines identifies specific disclosure requirements for inclusion
in an IS. Pursuant to those requirements, an IS shall contain the following:
1. A description of the project, including the location of the project;
2. Anidentification of the environmentalsetting;
3. An identification of environmental effects by use of a checklist, matrix, or other method,
provided that entries on a checklist or other form are briefly explained to indicate that there is
someevidence to support the entries;
4. Adiscussion of waysto mitigate any significant effects identified, if any;
5.

An examination

6.

applicable land use controls; and
Thenameof the person or persons whoprepared or participated in the preparation of the IS.

of whether

the

project

is compatible

with existing

zoning,

plans

and other

NEPA
The primary, law governing the FTA’s environmental protection process is NEPA,as amended. NEPA
establishes an umbrella process for coordinating compliancewith each law through the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), Environmental Assessment (EA), or Finding of No Significant
Impact (FONSI)for all major federal actions that maypotentially affect the environment. Other special
purpose statutes and procedures mayapply as well, dependingon specific circumstances, e.g., protective
measuresfor historic properties, wetlands, floodplains, etc. If related environmentalreview requirements
apply, they are to be undertaken as part of the NEPA
complianceprocess.
NEPAestablishes protection of the environment as a national priority and mandates that environmental
impacts must be considered before any federal action likely to significantly affect the environmentis
undertaken. The Act has four primary purposes: 1) to declare a national environmental policy; 2)
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
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promoteefforts to protect the environment;3) to improvenational understandingof environmentalissues;
and 4) to establish the Council on EnvironmentalQuality (CEQ).
The "action-forcing" provisions of NEPAare contained in Section 102 C (42 U.S.C. 4332). This section
includes three primary mandates:
1. to the extent possible, policies, regulations, and laws of the federal government must be
interpreted and administered in accordance with NEPA;
2. federal agencies must use an interdisciplinary approach in planning and decision makingthat
impacts the humanand natural environment; and
3. the preparation of an EIS is required on all major federal actions that maysignificantly affect the
humanor natural environment.
The application of NEPA
to masstransportation projects is reinforced in the federal surface transportation
statutes (23 U.S.C. Highwaysand 49 U.S.C. Transportation), that require the Secretary of Transportation
to ensure NEPA
mandateshave been met before approving applications for federal financial assistance.
Section 771.117(d) of 23 CFRstates that additional actions which meet the criteria for a CEin the CEQ
regulations (40 CFR1508.4) and paragraph (a) of this section maybe designated as CEsonly after
approval. The applicant is to submit documentation, which demonstrates that the specific conditions or
criteria for these CEsare satisfied and that significant environmentaleffects will not result.
1.3

INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE

Pursuant to State CEQA
Guidelines, §15150, this IS incorporates by reference all or portions of other
technical documentsthat are a matter of public record. Those documentseither relate to the proposed
project or provide additional information concerning the environmental setting in which the project is
proposed. Whereall or a portion of another documentis incorporated by reference, the incorporated
languageshall be consideredto be set forth in full as part of the text of this modifiedIS.
The information contained in this IS is based, in part, on the following related environmentalstudies that
include the project site or provide informationaddressing the general project area:
Los Angeles Eastside Corridor Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement~Final
Environmental lmpact Report prepared by the U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Transit
Authority and the Los Angeles CountyMetropolitan Transportation Authority, January 4, 2002.
Final lnitial Study~Environmental Assessment on Southbound United States Highway101 (US-101)
RampAlignment Project, prepared by the California Department of Transportation and the U.S.
Departmentof Transportation, Federal HighwayAdministration, June 2000.
1.4

LIST

OF ENTITLEMENTS AND REGULATORY PERMITS

It is expected that all project entitlements and regulatory permits that will be required by the proposed
Project Enhancementshave already been identified in the Final SEIS/SEIR.Anyadditional entitlements
and regulatory permits that are found to be required and are not already specified in the Final SEIS/SEIR
will be identified.

LosAngelesCounty
Metropolitan
Transportation
Authority
LosAngelesEastside CorridorModifiedIS/Addendum

June2003
Page1-4

INTRODUCTION

1.5

S[YMMARY AND COMPARISON OF IMPACTS

In Section 3 of this Addendum
and Appendices, a thorough analysis has been conducted on the potential
impacts associated with the proposed Project Enhancementsto the Eastside Corridor. In summary,none
of the proposed Project Enhancementsare anticipated to result in significant adverse impacts beyond
those impacts already disclosed in the Final SEIS/SE1R
for the Los AngelesEastside Corridor Project. In
addition, the modifiedproject description information and the less than significant impacts associated
with each Project Enhancementdo not reach the threshold for preparing a subsequent or supplemental
EIR pursuant to Section 15162of the State CEQ.4Guidelines.
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2.0

DESCRIPTION

2.1

Project Location

OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT ENHANCEMENTS

The Eastside Corridor generally extends from AlamedaStreet in central Los Angeles eastward through
the Little Tokyoand Arts District communities, and the Boyle Heights communityin the City of Los
Angeles; the City Terrace, Belvedere and East Los Angeles communities in unincorporated County of
Los Angeles; and a portion of the City of MontereyPark. The LRTProject is approximately six miles
long with eight new stations from a connection with the Pasadena Gold Line at Union Station to Pomona
and Atlantic Boulevardsvia AlamedaStreet, 1st Street, Indiana Street, 3’~ Street, and PomonaBoulevard.
Please see Figure 2-1, Eastside Corridor Study Area and Figure 2-2, LRTBuild Alternative. The
engineering drawings for the Project Enhancementsare included in AppendixA.
The proposed Project Enhancementsare located at the following locations:
¯
¯
¯
¯

2.2

CommercialStreet Overcrossing: UnionStation area in central Los Angeles, extending southward
along Commercialand Alamedastreets, and on Ducommun
Street.
West Portal: Boyle Heights area, starting at 1st Street at Gless Street and extending to Pecan
Street.
East Portal: Boyle Heights area, just west of the East Los Angeles, starting approximately 500
feet west of LorenaStreet on 1 st Street and concludingbefore LorenaStreet.
200-Space, 3-Level Park and Ride Lot: East Los Angeles ,at the northwest corner of Atlantic and
PomonaBoulevards.
Environmental Setting

Central City and Central City North
Thesub-districts that comprisethese areas primarily define the existing land uses of the Central City and
Central City North area. North of the HollywoodFreeway is E1 Pueblo State Historic Park. West of
AlamedaStreet and south of the Hollywoodarea is the eastern portion of the Los Angeles Civic Center,
which contains governmental buildings. From 1st Street south to 3 ’~ Street is the historic and
contemporaryLittle Tokyocommunity.The land uses include a variety of retail uses, hotels, museums,
residential complexes,and communityoriented uses. South of 1st Street, the area consists primarily of
light induslrial uses and the expandingretail toy industry, whichhas reused older structures and created
somenewinfill industrial structures.
The area east and west of AlamedaStreet and north of the HollywoodFreewayis part of the Central City
North area. The sub-district north of the HollywoodFreewayincludes Union Station and the Gateway
Center. South of the HollywoodFreeway,the land uses are primarily light industrial uses, facilities for
st
the Los Angeles Depaahnentof Water and Power, and several large vacant parcels. The area along 1
Street and south to 3~ Street also contains several Little Tokyooriented retail uses. Southof 1st Street are
the expandingartist loft district and studios intermixed with light industrial uses and scattered vacant
parcels. There are over 600 art and residential units in the area. At Alamedaand 1st streets are the
approvedFirst Street SouthPlaza projects, whichwill replace currently vacant parcels with a large mixeduse project. Also, on the MangroveEstates, the City of Los Angeles plans to develop new civic uses in
this area, including police headquarters,fire station and other emergencyservices facilities.
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Figure 2-1 Eastside Cooridor Study Area
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Figure 2-2 LRTBuild Alternative
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Boyle Heights Communi
.ty
Boyle Heights has a mixture of residential, commercial, and public uses. BetweenMission St. and Gless
Street, residential land uses include Aliso Village and Pico Gardenspublic housingprojects, and a variety
of residenlial densities ranging from two to over five units per lot with small scattered areas of single
family units. Smaller parcels, coupled with the mix and variety of housing types and larger than county
average household sizes all contribute to higher population densities in Boyle Heights. East from the
proposed1 st Slreet/LorenaStreet intersection, the land uses are primarily single-family residential uses.
Neighborhood-orientedcommercialuses exist along the frontage of 1st Street from Boyle Avenueon the
west to EvergreenAvenueon the east. This commercialfrontage is also intermixed with residential uses,
public and communityfacilities. The small commercialhub, knownas "El Mercado"is also located on
Ist Street, yast east of LorenaStreet.
East Los Angeles Community
FromIndiana Street to MednikAvenueon the east, the neighborhoodsare developed primarily with oneand two-familyresidential dwellings per lot. A cluster of residential apartments is located along Mednik
Avenue, south of Cesar Chavez Avenue. The Nueva Maravilla Housing Project, which was demolished
and rebuilt in the early 1970’s, is located north of Cesar ChavezAvenue.
Neighborhcmdserving commercial uses are located along Cesar Chavez Avenuewith commercial nodes
just east of Indiana Street and at Ford Boulevard and along 1 st Street primarily concentrated east of
Indiana Street. 3’~ Street, from Indiana Street to La VemeAvenue,contains very scattered commercial
uses intermtxed w~thresidential uses, public and community
facilities. Thefrontages near the intersection
of Beverly and Pomonaboulevards with Atlantic Boulevard contain a concentration of commercial
related uses.
2.3

Description and Purpose of the Proposed Project Enhancements

The proposed ProJect Enhancementsare:
CommercialStreet Overcrossing
Final SEIS/SEIR - Alignmentdeparts south from Union Station on a bridge over the U.S. Highway101
Freewayonto a mechanically stabilized earth (/VISE) causewaylocated on the north side of Commercial
Street. The ahgnment descends to the west to grade level at AlamedaStreet where it then crosses
Commercia!Street and heads south. The alignment is at-grade from that point on. From Commercial
Street to 1~’ Street. the alignmentruns along the eastside of AlamedaStreet. Properties to be acquired as
part of this option include a Mobilgas station and the existing landscapedarea of the City Departmentof
Public WorksIDPW)Facility. At Dueommun
Street, yard lead tracks head east on Dueommun
Street at
grade. Tracks are grade separated with the exemptionof the yard lead.
Project Enhanccment- Alignment departs from Union Station south on a bridge over the U.S. Highway
101 Freeway on an aerial structure located on the north side of CommercialStreet. The alignment
proceeds west to a point just east of AlamedaStreet. The alignment then proceeds south, bridging over
CommercialStreel onto an MSEcausewayjust east of AlamedaStreet. The alignment descends the MSE
causeway as ~t moves south reaching grade just north of Temple Street. For the yard lead tracks,
Ducommun
Street is closed to through traffic and the yard lead tracks descend an MSEcausewayto just
west of Hewitt Street. No newproperties are to be acquired with this option.
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West Portal
Final SEIS/SEIR- The alignment proceeds easterly, at grade, in the middle of 1 st Street. At Clarence
Street, the alignment descends into a 30-foot wide trench (U-section) extending 500 feet to just west
Pecan Street. Fromthe U-section, the alignment enters the 1.7-mile tunnel proceeding east under Boyle
Heights. Gless Street is closed to through traffic. Approximately20 feet of roadwayremains on either
side of the U-section. Parking is restricted on either side and sidewalks are reducedto 5-foot widths. No
property is purchased.
Project Enhancement- The alignment proceeds easterly, at-grade, in the middle of 1~t Street. At Gless
Street, the alignmentinitiates its descent, a 30-foot U-section extending270 feet to just west of the U.S.
Highway101 Freeway off-ramp. The off-ramp will be improved and require the acquisition of the
adjacent empty lot. The alignment then continues to proceed east into the 1.7-mile tunnel. The U-section
is approximately 270 feet long, starting at Gless Street and ending just west of the U.S. Highway101
Freeway southbound off-ramp. Gless Street is closed to through traffic. Approximately 20 feet of
roadwayremains on either side of the U-section. Parking is restricted on either side. Approximately3
feet of frontage property is purchasedfromthe north side of the street to provide an 8-foot sidewalk.
East Portal
Final SEIS/SEIR- The alignment proceeds easterly directly under 1st Street resurfacing approximately
500 feet west of the intersection of 1st Street and LorenaStreet. The U-section lies in the middle of 1st
Street. Parking is maintainedon the south side of the street, just west of LorenaStreet. One10-foot lane
remains for eastbound traffic and one 10-foot westboundlane remains for westboundtraffic. Parking is
resWictedon the north side of the street. Sidewalksare narrowedto 5 feet on either side. No property is
purchased.
Project Enhancement - The alignment proceeds easterly directly under 1 st Street resurfacing
approximately500 feet west of the intersection of 1st Street and LorenaStreet. The U-section lies on the
north side of l st Street. Approximately30 feet of property will be acquired from Los AngelesCountyon
the north side of 1st Street. The street is widenedto the north of the U-section. A parking lane and two
through lanes of traffic are maintainedfor eastbound traffic. Twothrough lanes of traffic are maintained
for westboundtraffic with parking restricted in that direction. Both sidewalks are approximately10 feet
wideor greater.
200-Space, 3-Level Park and Ride Lot: East Los Angeles, at the northwest corner of Atlantic and Pomona
Boulevards.
Final SEIS/SEIR- At the northwest comer of Atlantic and PomonaBoulevards, a 200-space park and ride
lot would be constructed. The site is currently the location of a Kaiser Pemianentehospital clinic and
parking lot as well as five other businesses, including a medicallaboratory, a used car lot, an auto repair
shop, a furniture store, and a warehouse.Kaiser intends to dispose of their existing facility once the new
clinic (under construction) is completed, and MTA
wouldpurchase the property.
Project Enhancements- A 3-level parking structure will be provided on property acquired as part of this
project. Less property wouldbe acquired at this site to allow for the continued operation of the Kaiser
Medicalfacility located adjacent to the site.
2.4

Project Objectives

The Project Objectives of the Eastside Corridor are:
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1) Improveaccess and mobility for residents, employees,and visitors to the Eastside Corridor
¯ Provide direct service to employmentopportunities
¯ Provide direct service to education, medical, shopping, and cultural opportunities
¯ Minimizetotal travel times
¯ NIaximizetransit ridership
¯ Minimizetransfers and changes of modeby integrating the system
¯ Provide convenient access and improveconnectivity to the regional transit system
¯ Provide for the long-term expansion of the future transit system
2) Support land use and development goals as stated in the City of Los Angeles and County of Los
Angelesplans for:
¯ Communityplan consistency
¯ Regional plan consistency
¯ Joint developmentopportunities
¯ Increased land use intensity in transit station areas
¯ Mixed-use commercial/residential development
¯ Create a pedestrian-oriented environment
¯ Enhance urban design features
3) Achieve local consensus by ensuring that the process is responsive to the communityand policymakers
¯ Define the desired transit system attributes fi’om a communityperspective
¯ Maximizethe opportunities for communityand resident input
¯ Enhancethe public image of the proposed transit improvements
¯ Build communityand political support through effective commtmicationand integration with
local and regional plans
4) Provide a transportation project that is compatible with and enhances the physical environment
whenever possible
¯ Implementan alternative that minimizes adverse impacts on the environment
¯ Minimize air pollution
¯ Minimize noise pollution
¯ Minimize vibration impacts
¯ Minimizethe disturbance of public facilities
¯ Minimizeimpacts on cultural resources, such as those that are historic, archaeological, or involve
parkland

¯ Conformto all local, state, and federal environmentalregulations
5) Provide a transportation project that minimizesadverse impacts on the community.
¯ Minimizebusiness and residential dislocations, communitydisruptions, and damageto property
¯ Avoidcreating physical barriers, destroying neighborhoodcohesion, or diminishing the quality of
the humanenvironment
¯ Minimizetraffic and parking impacts
¯ Minimizeimpacts during periods of construction
6) Provide a transportation project that is reasonably within budget constraints for both capital and
operating expenses.
¯ Ensure adequate local funding commitmentsto secure federal and state contributions
¯ Ensure adequate operating funds
¯ Ensure fiscal consistency with the MTA’scurrent financial plan
¯ Minimizeright-of-way costs by using land previously acquired by the MTA
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3.0

MODIFIED

3.1

Introduction

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

FORM

This Modified Initial Study includes the MTAModified Environmental Checklist Form, which is
presented below. All environmental issues are discussed and documentationfor each conclusion (YESor
NO) is provided in Section 4. This environmental analysis is performed pursuant to State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15162(a) and Public Resources CodeSection 21166.
The environmental impacts being reviewed are limited solely to the proposed Project Enhancementsas
discussed herein. Thesignificance of the impacts have been evaluated in light of the mitigation measures,
which have been incorporated into the project. In addition, this Modified Initial Study will serve to
provide an analysis of whether the proposed changes are substantial changes, which will require major
revisions in the January 2002 Final SEIS/SEIRdue to the involvement of newsignificant environmental
impacts not considered in previous environmental documents.

1. Project title:

Proposed Project Enhancements to the Approved
Los Angeles Eastside Corridor

2. Lead agency name and address:

Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA90012-2932

3.

Contact person and phone number:

James Sowell, 213/922-7306
Ray Sosa, 213/922-3098

4.

Project location:

Commercial Street Overcrossing: Union Station
area in central Los Angeles, extending southward
along Commercial and Alameda streets, and on
Ducommun
Street.
West Portal: st
Boyle Heights area, starting at 1
Street at Gtess Street and extending to PecanStreet.
East Portal: Boyle Heights area, starting
approximately500 feet west of Lorena Street on 1st
Street and concludingbefore LorenaStreet.
200-Space, 3-Level Park and Ride Lot: East Los
Angeles, at the northwest corner of Atlantic and
PomonaBoulevards.

5. Project sponsor’s nameand address:

o

Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2932

General plan designation: The Eastside LRTproceeds approximately 6-miles east-southeast,
extending from the Los Angeles downtownarea through the County of Los Angeles area of East Los
Angeles. As such, the project General Plan designation varies depending where in the city and/or
county one might be located. In the Central City North CommunityPlan area, the LRTproject
proceeds through commercial, industrial, public facilities and open space. In the Boyle Heights
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CommunityPlan area, the Eastside LRTproceeds through predominantly commercial uses. In the
East Los Angeles CommunityPlan, the Eastside LRTproceeds through predominantly commercial
uses.
Zoning: See General Plan designation discussion above. The zoning also varies throughout the 6mile length of the Eastside LRTproject. Zoning includes regional commercial(C2, C1.5, C4, CR, P,
PB) and limited industrial (M2,MR2),public facilities (PF) and open space
8. Description of project: The proposed Project Enhancementsare:
CommercialSlreet Overcrossing
Final SEIS/SEIR - Alignment departs south from Union Station on a bridge over the U.S. Highway101
Freewayonto a mechanically stabilized earth (MSE)causewaylocated on the north side of Commercial
Street. The alignment descends to the west to grade level at AlamedaStreet where it then crosses
CommercialStreet and heads south. The alignment is at-grade from that point on. From Commercial
Street to 1 s, Street, the alignmentruns along the eastside of AlamedaStreet. Properties to be acquired as
part of this option include a Mobilgas station and the existing landscapedarea of the City Departmentof
Public Works(DPW)Facility. At Ducommun
Street, yard lead tracks head east on Ducommun
Street
grade. Tracks are grade separated with the exemptionof the yard lead.
Project Enhancement- Alignment departs from Union Station south on a bridge over the U.S. Highway
101 Freeway on an aerial structure located on the north side of CommercialStreet. The alignment
proceeds west to a point just east of AlamedaStreet. The alignment then proceeds south, bridging over
CommercialStreet onto an MSEcausewayjust east of AlamedaStreet. The alignment descends the MSE
causeway as it moves south reaching grade just north of Temple Street. For the yard lead tracks,
Ducommun
Street is closed to through traffic and the yard lead tracks descend an MSEcausewayto just
west of Hexvitt Street. Nonewproperties are to be acquired with this option.
West Portal
Final SEIS/SEIR- The alignment proceeds easterly, at grade, in the middle of 1st Street. At Clarence
Street, the alignment descends into a 30-foot wide trench (U-section) extending 500 feet to just west
Pecan Street. Fromthe U-section, the alignment enters the 1.7-mile tunnel proceeding east under Boyle
Heights. Gless Street is closed to through traffic. Approximately20 feet of roadwayremains on either
side of the U-section. Parking is restricted on either side and sidewalks are reduced to 5-foot widths. No
property is purchased.
Project Enhancement- The alignment proceeds easterly, at-grade, in the middle of 1 st Street. At Gless
Street, the alignmentinitiates its descent, a 30-foot U-sectionextending 270 feet to just west of the U.S.
Highway101 Freeway off-ramp. The off-ramp will be improved and require the acquisition of the
adjacent emptylot. The alignment then continues to proceed east into the 1.7-mile turmel. The U-section
is approximately 270 feet long, starting at Gless Street and ending just west of the U.S. Highway101
Freeway southbound off-ramp. Gless Street is closed to through traffic. Approximately 20 feet of
roadwayremains on either side of the U-section. Parking is restricted on either side. Approximately3
feet of frontage property is purchasedfrom the north side of the street to provide an 8-foot sidewalk.
East Portal
Final SEIS/SEIR- The alignment proceeds easterly directly under 1st Street resurfacing approximately
500 feet west of the intersection of 1st Street and LorenaStreet. The U-section lies in the middle of st
1
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Street. Parking is maintainedon the south side of the street, just west of LorenaStreet. One10-foot lane
remains for eastbound traffic and one 10-foot westboundlane remains for westboundtraffic. Parking is
restricted on the north side of the street. Sidewalksare narrowedto 5 feet on either side. Noproperty is
purchased.
Project Enhancement - The alignment proceeds easterly directly under 1st Street resurfacing
approximately500 feet west of the intersection of 1st Street and LorenaStreet. The U-section lies on the
north side of 1 st Street. Approximately30 feet of property wilt be acquired fi’om Los AngelesCountyon
the north side of 1st Street. The street is widenedto the north of the U-section. A parking lane and two
through lanes of traffic are maintainedfor eastbound traffic. Twothrough lanes of traffic are maintained
for westboundtraffic with parking restricted in that direction. Both sidewalks are approximately10 feet
wide or greater.
200-Space, 3-Level Park and Ride Lot: East Los Angeles, at the northwest corner of Atlantic and Pomona
Boulevards.
Final SEIS/SEIR- At the northwest corner of Atlantic and PomonaBoulevards, a 200-space park and fide
lot would be constructed. The site is currently the location of a Kaiser Permanentehospital clinic and
parking lot as well as five other businesses, including a medicallaboratory, a used car lot, an auto repair
shop, a furniture store, and a warehouse.Kaiser intends to dispose of their existing facility once the new
clinic (under construction) is completed, and MTA
wouldpurchase the property.
Project Enhancements- A 3-level parking structure will be provided on property acquired as part of this
project. Less property wouldbe acquired at this site to allow for the continued operation of the Kaiser
Medicalfacility located adjacent to the site.
9.

Surroundingland uses and setting:

CommercialStreet Overcrossing
AlamedaStreet is a major roadway,currently 64 feet (ft.) in width with 8 ft. right-of-way on either side.
It has five lanes (two north, two south, and a center lane). Ducommun
Street is a minor roadway, with
single lane in each direction. The land use is commercialand institutional, with the Roybal Federal
Building and Federal Jail on the west side of AlamedaStreet, and manufacturing and warehousingon the
east side of AlamedaStreet.
West Portal
1st

Street in this area is currently 56 ft. widewith a 12-foot fight-of-wayon either side. It has four lanes,
two in each direction, and parking lanes on both sides. Gless and Pecan Streets are minor streets, both
with a single lane in each direction. The area is residential in nature, with the Pecan Street Playground
being located betweenGless and Pecanstreets, south of 1 st Street.
East Portal
Street and Lorena Street are both major streets with two lanes of traffic in each direction. The st
1
Street and Lorena Street intersection is surrounded by various land uses. The southeast and northeast
corners contain commercialbuildings, while the southwest corner is multi-family residential. To the
northwest of the intersection is the Los Angeles CountyCrematorium.
1 st
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200-Space, 3-Level Park and Ride Lot
At the northwest comer of Atlantic and PomonaBoulevards, a 200-space park and ride lot wouldbe
constructed. Thesite is currently the location of a Kaiser Permanentehospital clinic and parking lot as
well as five other businesses, including a medicallaboratory, a used car lot, an auto repair shop, a
furniture store, and a warehouse.
10.

Other public agencies whoseapproval is required:

All project entitlements and regulatory permits that will be required by the proposed Project
Enhancementshave already been identified in the Final SEIS/SEIR.Should any additional entitlements
and regulalory permits be required that are not already specified in the SEIS/SEIR,they will be identified
and proper~yattained prior to any workbeing performedin that area.
EnvironmentalFactors Potentially Affected:
Theenvironmentalfactors checkedbelowwouldbe potentially affected by that project, involving at least
one impactthat is a "Potentially Significant Impact"as indicated by the checklist on the followingpages.

[]

Aesthetics

[]

Agricultural Resources

[]

Air Quality

[]

Biological Resources

[]

Cultural Resources

[]

Geology/Soils

[]

Hazards and Hazardous
Materials

[]

[]

Mineral Resources

[]

Noise

[] Population/Housing

[]

Public Services

[]

Recreation

[]

[]

Utilities/Service Systems

[]

Mandatory Findings of
Significance

Hydrology/Water Quality

LosAngelesCounty
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Transportation
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DETERMINATION:
Onthe basis of this initial evaluation:
Consistent with State CEQA
Guidelines §15162, I find that the proposed Project Enhancementsto
the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor project could substantially change the project and require
major revisions of the previous EIR due to the involvement of new significant environmental
effects or increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; could substantially
change the circumstances under which the project is undertaken, which will require major
revision of the previous EIRdue to the involvementof newsignificant environmentaleffects or a
substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; or newinformation
of substantial importance, which was not knownand could not have been knownwith the exercise
of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIRwas certified as complete, and significant
effects, mitigation measures and/or alternatives are substantially changed; and therefore, a
SubsequentEIR will be prepared.
Consistent with State CEQAGuidelines §15163, I find that the proposed Project Enhancementsto
the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor project wouldmeet any of the conditions described in § 15162
and would require the preparation of a subsequent EIR; and only minor additions or changes
would be necessary to makethe previous EIR adequately apply to the project in the changed
condition; and therefore, a SupplementalEIRwill be prepared.
Consistent with State CEQA
Guidelines § 15164, I fred that the proposed Project Enhancementsto
the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor project could change or additions are necessary, but none of
the conditions described in §15162calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred;
and therefore, an Addendum
to the EIRwill be prepared.

Signature

Date

Signature

Date
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Evaluation of Environmental Impacts:
A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately supported by the
information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No Impact" answer is
adequately supported if the referenced information sources showthat the impact simply does not apply to projects like
the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "NoImpact" answer should be explained where
it is basedon project-specific factors as well as general standards(e.g., the project will not exposesensitive receptors to
pollutants, based on a proJect-specific screening analysis).
All answersmust take account of the wholeaction involved, including offsite as well as onsite, cumulativeas well as
project-level, indirect as well as direct, and constructionas well as operational impacts.
Oace the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact mayoccur, then the checklist answers must
indicate whetherthe impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than significant.
"Potentially Significant Impact"is appropriate if there is substantial evidencethat an effect maybe significant. If there
are one or more"Potentially Significant Impact" entries whenthe determinationis made,an EIRis required.
"Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation of
m~tigation measureshas reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less than Significant Impact".
The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain howthey reduce the effect to a less than
significant level (mitigation measuresfrom Section XVII, "Earlier Analyses," maybe cross-referenced).
Earlier analyses maybe used, where pursuant to the tiering, programEIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier EIRor negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion
should identify the following:
a)

Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state wherethey are available for review.
Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of and
adequately analyzed in the earlier documentpursuant to applicable legal standards and state whethersuch effects
were addressed by mitigation measuresbased on the earlier analysis.

c)

Mitigation Measures.For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation MeasuresIncorporated," describe
the mitigation measures, which were incorporated or refined from the earlier documentand the extent to which
they address site-specific conditions for the project.

Leadagencies are encouragedto incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential impacts
(e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where
appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages wherethe statement is substantiated.
Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted
should be cited in the discussion.
Th~s is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies should
normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’s environmentaleffects in whatever
for,nat is selected.
The explanation of each issue should identify:
a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b) the mitigation measureidentified, if any, to reducethe level of impact to less than significant.
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ImpactPotential?
Issues &SupportingInformationSources

Yes

No

If Yes, Discussed
in previous EIR?
Yes

No

Substantial
revisions required
to previous EIR?
Yes

No

1. AESTHETICS
- Would the project:
a. Havea substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
b. Substantially damagescenic resources, including, but
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings,andhistoric
buildings within a state scenic highway?
c. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings?
d. Create a newsource of substantial light or glare, which
wouldadversely affect day or nighttime views in the
area?

[]

[] [] [] [] []

[]

[] []

[] []

[]

[]

[]

[]

[] []

[]

[]

[]

[]

[] []

[]

[]

[] [] [] [] []

[]

[] [] [] [] []

[]

[] [] [] [] []

[]

[] [] [] [] []

[]

[] [] [] [] []

[]

[] [] [] [] []

II. AGRICULTURAL
RESOURCES- In determining
whetherimpacts to agricultural resources are significant
environmentaleffects, lead agencies mayrefer to the
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
AssessmentModel(1997) prepared by the California
Departmentof Conservation as an optional modelto use
in assessing impacts on agricultural farmland. Wouldthe
project:
a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown
on the mapsprepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping
and Monitoring Programof the California Resources
Agency,to non-agricultural use?
b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract?
c. Involve other changesin the existing environment,
which, due to their location or nature, could individually
or cumulativelyresult in loss of Farmland,to nonagricultural use?
IlL AIR QUALITY
- Whereavailable, the significance
criteria established by the applicable air quality
management
or pollution control district maybe relied
upon to makethe following determinations. Wouldthe
project:
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementationof the
applicable air quality plan?
b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation?
c. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of
any criteria pollutant for whichthe project region is nonattainment under an applicable federal or state ambientair
quality standard (including releasing emission which
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ImpactPotential?
Issues & SupportingInformationSources

If Yes, Discussed
in previous EIR?
No

Substantial
revisions required
to previous EIR?

Yes

No

Yes

Yes

[]
[]

[]
[]

[]
[]

[] [] []
[] [] []

No

exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?
d. Exposesevsitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?
e. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people?
IV. BIOLOGICAL
RESOURCES
- Would the project:
a. Havea substanttal adverse effect, either directly or
throughhabitat modifications, on any species identified as
a candidate,sensitive, or special status species in local or
regionalplan.,., policies, or regulations,or by the
California Departmentof Fish and Gameor U.S. Fish and
WildlifeServ ~cc’?

[] []

[]

[] [] []

b. Havea substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sens~tlve natural community
identified in
local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the
California Dcaartmentof Fish and Gameor U.S. Fish and
’~
Wildlife Service

[] []

[]

[] [] []

c. Havea substantml adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands(including. but not limited to, marsh, vernal
pool, coastal, etc ~ e~thcr individually or in combination
with the kno~, n or probableimpactsof other activities
throughdirecl remosal. filhng, hydrologicalinterruption,
’~
or other means

[] []

[]

[] [] []

d. Interfere s~.bstant~alb w~ththe movement
of any
resident or mtgrator), fish or wildlife species or with
established resident or m~gratorywildlife corridors, or
impedethe use of ~ddhf¢nursery sites?

[] []

[]

[] [] []

e. Conflict w~than~, local policies or ordinances
protecting b~olog~calresources, such as a tree preservation
"~
policy or ordinance

[] []

[]

[] [] []

f. Conflict w~ththe ~ov~s~onsof an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan. Natural CommunitiesConservation
Plan, or other apptos ed local, regional, or state habitat
’~
conservationplan

[] []

[]

[] [] []

a. Causea substanttal adverse changein the significance
of a historical res~*ureeas definedin § 15064.5?

[] []

[] [] [] []

b. Causea substantial adverse changein the significance
of a unique atch.~’olog~cal resource pursuant to §15064.5?

[] []

[] [] [] []

c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique pa eontological
resource or sir or umquegeologic feature?

[] []

[] [] [] []

d. Disturb any human
remains, including those interred
outside of formal cemeteries?

[] []

[] [] [] []

V. CULTURAl.RF-~OURCES
- Would the project:
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Impact Potential?
Issues & SupportingInformationSources

Yes

No

If Yes, Discussed
in previous EIR?
Yes

No

Substantial
revisions required
to previous EIR?
Yes

No

VI. GEOLOGY
ANDSOILS - Would the project:
a. Exposepeople or structures to potential substantial
adverseeffects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving:
i) Ruptureof a knownearthquake fault, as delineated on
the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning
Mapissued by the State Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidenceof a knownfault.’? Refer to
Division of Mines and GeologySpecial Publication 42.

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

[]
[]
[]
[]

[]
[]
[]
[]

[]
[]
[]
[]

[]
[]
[]
[]

[]

[] [] []

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?
iii) Seismic-related groundfailure, including
liquefaction?
iv) Landslides?
b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
c. Be located on a geologicunit or soil that is unstable, or
that wouldbecomeunstable as a result of the project, and
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

[] []
[] []
[] []
[] []

d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1B of the UniformBuilding Code(1994) creating
substantial risks to life or property?

[] []

[]

[] [] []

e. Havesoils incapable of adequately supporting the use
of septic tanks or alternative wastewaterdisposal systems
wheresewers are not available for the disposal of

[] []

[]

[] [] []

a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environmentthroughthe routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

b. Create a significant baTardto the public or the
environmentthrough the reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the likely release of
hazardous materials into the environment?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposedschool?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

d. Belocated on a site, whichis included on a list of
hazardous materials sites compiledpursuant to
GovernmentCodeSection 65962.5 and, as a result, would
it create a significant hazardto the public or the

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUSMATERIALS Wouldthe project:
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Impact Potential?
Issues &SupportingInformationSources

Yes

No

If Yes, Discussed
in previous EIR?
Yes

No

Substantial
revisions required
to previous EIR?
Yes

No

environment?
e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
wheresuch a plan has not been adopted, within two miles
of a public airport or public use airport, wouldthe project
result in a safi.~ty hazardfor peopleresiding or workingin
the project area?
f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
wouldthe project result in a safety hazardfor people
residing or workingin the project area?
g. Impair implementationof or physically interfere with
an adopted emergencyresponse plan or emergency
evacuation plzn?
h. Exposepeopleor structures to the risk of loss, injury
or death involving wildland fires, including where
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

b. Substantially deplete groundwatersupplies or interfere
substantially v~ith groundwaterrecharge such that there
wouldbe a net deficit in aquifer volumeor a lowering of
the local groundwatertable level (i.e., the productionrate
of pre-existing nearby wells woulddrop to a level which
wouldnot support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits ~ave been granted)?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

c. Substantially alter the existing drainagepattern of the
site or area, including throughthe alteration of the course
of a streamor river, in a manner,whichwouldresult in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

d. Substantially alter the existing drainagepattern of the
site or area, includingthroughthe alteration of the course
of a streamor river, or substantially increase the rate or
amountof surface runoff in a manner, whichwouldresult
in flooding on- or off-site?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

e. Create or contribute runoffwater which would exceed
the capacity of existing or planned stormwaterdrainage
systems to provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runotE’

[] []

[] [] [] []

f. Otherwisesubstantially degrade water quality?

[] []

[] [] [] []

g. Place housing within a 100-year floodplain, as mapped
on a federal Flood Hazard Boundaryor Flood Insurance
Rate Mapor otl~er flood hazard delineation map?

[] []

[] [] [] []

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Wouldthe project:
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Impact Potential?

Yes

No

Substantial
revisions required
to previous EIR?

Issues &SupportingInformationSources

Yes

h. Place within a 100-yearfloodplain structures that
would impedeor redirect flood flows?

[] []

[]

[] [] []

i. Exposepeopleor structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of a levee or dam?

[] []

[]

[] []

[]

[] []

[]

[] []

[]

[] []

[]

[] []

[]

b. Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or
regulation of an agencywith jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not bruited to the general plan, specific
plan, local coastal program,or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmentaleffect’?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

c. Conflict w~th any apphcable habitat conservation plan
or natural communmes
conservation plan?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

a. Result in the loss of availability of a knownmineral
resource that v.,ould b¢ of value to the region and residents
of the state’?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

b. Result in the Io~s of avadability of a locally important
mineralresource recos eq,,’ s~te delineatedon a local
general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

j. Inundation by sciche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No

If Yes, Discussed
in previous EIR?

Yes

No

IX. LANDUSE ANDPLANNING
- Would the project:
a. Physically divide an established community?

X. MINERALRESOURCES
- Would the project:

Xi. NOISE- Wouldthe project result in:
a. Exposureof persons to or generation of noise levels in
excess of standards estabbshed in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, ot apphcable standards of other
agencies’?
b. Exposureof persons to or generation of excessive
groundbomev=bratmnor groundborne noise levels?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

c. A substantial pe~nancntincrease in an~bient noise
levels in the project s~cm~tyabove levels existing without
the project?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

d. A substantml tcmporaU,’or periodic increase in
ambientnoise levels mthe project vicinity above levels
existing withoutthe project’?

[] []

[]

[] [] []

e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or,
wheresuch a plan has not been adopted, within two miles
of a public airport or public use airport, wouldthe project

[] []

[]

[] [] []
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Impact Potential?
Issues & SupportingInformationSources

Yes

No

If Yes, Discussed
in previous EIR?
Yes

No

Substantial
revisions required
to previous EIR?
Yes

No

exposepeople residing or workingin the project area to
excessive noise levels?
~ For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip
wouldthe project expose people residing or workingin
the project area to excessive noise levels?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

a. Induce substantial population growthin an area, either
directly (for example, by proposing newhomesand
business) or indirectly (for example,through extension
roads or other infrastructure)7

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

b. Displace substantial numbersof existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacementhousing
elsewhere?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

c. Displace substantial numbersof people, necessitating
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

XII. POPULATIONAND HOUSING- Would the
project:

XII1.

PUBLIC SERVICES

a. Wouldthe project result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of newor
physically altered governmentalfacilities, need for newor
physically altered governmentalfacilities, the
construction of whichcould cause significant
environmentalimpacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, lesponse times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

[] []
[] []
[] []
[] []
[] []

Fire protection?
Police protection?
Schools?
Parks?
Otherpublic facilities?
XIV.

[] []
[] []
[] []
[] []
[] []

RECREATION

a. Wouldthe project increase the use of existing
neighborhoodand regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the
facility wouldoccur or be accelerated?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

b. Doesthe pro ect include recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansionof recreational
facilities, whichmight have an adverse physical effect on
the environment?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []
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Impact Potential?
Issues &SupportingInformationSources

Yes

No

If Yes, Discussed
in previous EIR?
Yes

No

Substantial
revisions required
to previous EIR?
Yes

No

XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC- Would the

a. Causean increase in traffic, whichis substantial in
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the
street system(i.e., result in a substantial increase in either
the numberof vehicle trips, the volumeto capacity ratio
on roads, or congestionat intersections)?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

b. Exceed,either individually or cumulatively, a level of
service standard established by the county congestion
managementagency for designated roads or highways?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

c. Result in a changein air traffic patterns, including
either an increase in traffic levels or a changein location
that results in substantial safety risks?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

[]
[]
[]

[]
[]
[]

[]
[]
[]

[] []
[] []
[] []

[] []

[]

[] [] []

[] []

[]

[] [] []

[] []

[]

[] [] []

[] []

[]

[] [] []

[] []

[]

[] [] []

[] []

[]

[] [] []

d. Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerousintersections)
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
e. Result in inadequate emergencyaccess?
f. Result in inadequate parking capacity?
g. Conflict with adopted policies supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

[]
I-I
[]

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS - Would
the project:
a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?
b. Require or result in the construction of newwater or
wastewatertreatment facilities or expansionof existing
facilities, the construction of whichcould cause
significant environmentaleffects?
c. Require or result in the construction of newstorm water
drainagefacilities or expansionof existing facilities, the
construction of whichcould cause significant
environmental effects?
d. Havesufficient water supplies available to serve the
project from existing entitlements and resources, or are
newor expanded entitlements needed?
e. Result in a determination by the wastewatertreatment
provider, whichserves or mayserve the project
determinedthat it has adequatecapacity to serve the
project’s projected demandin addition to the provider’s
existing commitments?
E Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted
capacity to accommodate
the project’s solid waste
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Impact Potential?
Issues & SupportingInformationSources

Yes

No

If Yes, Discussed
in previous EIR?
Yes

No

Substantial
revisions required
to previous EIR?
Yes

No

disposal needs?
g. Complywith federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

a. Doesthe p~oject have the potential to degradethe
quality of the environment,substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, causea fish or
wildlife population to drop belowself-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,reduce
the numberor restrict the range of a rare or endangered
pla~t or animal, or eliminate important examplesof the
major periods of California history or prehistory?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

b. Doesthe project have the potential to achieve shortterm environmentalgoals to the disadvantage of longterm environmental goals.

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

c. Doesthe project have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively
considerable" meansthat the incremental effects of a
project are considerable whenviewedin connection with
the effects of past projects, effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probablefuture projects.)

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

d. Doesthe prnject have environmentaleffects, which
will cause substantial adverse effects on humanbeings,
either directly or indirectly?

[]

[]

[]

[] [] []

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Los Angeles Eas:side Corridor Modified IS/Addendum

June 2003
Page 3-14

°~° ENVIRONMENTAL
CHECKLIST FORMo~"

SOURCES:
Los Angeles Eastside Corridor, Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement~Final
Environmental
lmpact Report, U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Transit
Administration and Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, January 2002.
Southbound United States Highway 101 (US-101) Ramp Realignment Project, from Los Angeles
Street to Center Street Final Initial Study/Environmental Assessment, U.S. Department of
Transportation Federal Highway Administration and California Department of Transportation,
June 2000.
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ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

4.1

Introduction

This section of the modified Initial Study/Addendum
analyzes the environmentaleffect that wouldresult
from the proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor, and that effect is
comparedto the effect of the LRTBuild Altemative as described in the Final SEIS/SEIR.
The proposed additions were evaluated for all IS topical issues, categorized under one of three column
headings: "Potential Significant Impact?""If yes, Discussedin previous EIR?"and "Substantial revisions
required in previous EIR?" Each of these columnheaders required the response of"Yes" or "No."
Topical issues marked"Potentially Significant Impact" indicate the proposedadditions have the potential
to producea significant environmentaleffect (impacts that wouldbe above the threshold of significance).
Items marked"If Yes, Discussed in previous EIR?" indicate whether the significant environmental effect
is discussed in the previous EIR. "Substantial revisions required in previous EIR?" indicate that
substantial changes are proposed in the project, which will require major revisions of the Los Angeles
Eastside Corridor Final SEIS/SEIR.
4.2

EnvironmentalEvaluation of Checklist Issues

The following evaluation provides substantive information based upon the environmental topical issues
presented ir~ Section 3.0 (CEQA
EnvironmentalChecklist). For ease of reference, this evaluation is
modified initial study checklist, as modified by the MTAfor the proposed Project Enhancementsto the
Los Angeles Eastside LRTCorridor Project, henceforth will be called "proposed Project Enhancements"
in this analysis, and includes identical categories of impact as numerated within that checklist. Any
environmental effect that would result from the implementation of the proposed project are compared
with those described in the Final SEIS/SEIRfor the LRTBuild Alternative.
4.3
I.

Issues
AESTHETICS

Would the prqiect
a)

Conflict with applicable policies related to vista protection, scenic resource protection, conflict
with adopteddesign criteria, or conflict with other visual policies of local or regional agencies?

No Potential

Impact

LRTBuild Alternative:
The following documentsof different agencies contain applicable policies related to the protection of
vistas, and scenic resources:
City of Los Angeles Citywide General Plan Framework includes an Urban Form and
NeighborhoodDesign chapter that encourages the incorporation of small-scaled public open
spaces with transit-oriented development,both as plazas and small parks associated with transit
statiens, andas areas of public access in private joint development
at transit stations;
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City of Los Angeles Land Use~Transportation Policy provides the framework to guide future
developmentaround transit stations;
The Central City CommunityPlan, which focuses on three themes - preserving/enhancing open
space; preserving and referencing historical heritage; and creating a pedestrian-fi-iendly
environment;
The Central City North CommunityPlan includes an objective that encourages the preservation
and enhancementof the varied and distinctive character of the community;
The Los Angeles Civic Center Shared Facilities and EnhancementPlan includes streetseape and
developmentstandards applicable to the Central City area, which can be used to enhance the
physical environmentof the Civic Center;
The Boyle Heights CommunityPlan states that the unique character of commtmitystreets should
be maintained and enhanced by improveddesign characteristics such us street trees, landscaped
medianstrips, traffic islands, special paving;
The East Los Angeles CommunityPlan of Los Angeles County established a frameworkof goals,
policies, and programs designed to provide guidance to those makingdecisions affecting the
allocation of resources and the pattern, density, and character of development in East Los
Angeles; and
MTADesign Guidelines for Transit Stations, including landscaping, public art, enhanced
pedestrian environment, adequate walkway widths, set-asides for public open space, and
conservation of historical character and structures will be implementedand will ensure a safe and
secure urban environment.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The LRTBuild Alternative is largely consistent with the visual policies of the appropriate local
jurisdictions (Table 4.6-2 of the Final SEIS/SEIR).
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The proposed Project Enhancements,including the three level parking structure, wouldbe consistent with
all the visual resource policies of the appropriate agencies mentionedabove. In addition, the proposed
construction of the three-level parking structure would also be required to be consistent with the
parking/landscape requirements of the City of MontereyPark’s General Plan and Zoning Ordinance. No
significant visual impact wouldoccur.
b)

Havea substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Potential Impact
LRTBuild Alternative:
Construction of the LRTBuild Alternative project wouldresult in somevisual clutter due to the overhead
wiring (overhead catenary system). There are no measures available to fully mitigate the visual urban
clutter. However,to reduce the visual clutter in narrowresidential areas, the project planner will work
with utility providers to consolidate or to undergroundwiring where possible. Although someclutter
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wouldremain, there wouldnot be a net increase in the amountof clutter, thereby reducing impacts to less
than significant. There maybe somedisruptions to the visual character of this area in terms of blockage
of key viexv. The view of construction activities and earth-moving equipment would be temporary and
short-term. Moreover,under this project, there are no impacts on a scenic vista for the following reasons:
(1) the project areas wouldbe in conformancewith all the applicable visual resource policies and design
guidelines of the appropriate agencies, (2) given the urban character of the downtownarea and its
surroundinguses, and its similar and compatiblefunction in serving the circulation needs of the different
communities,the project wouldblend in with its surrounding, (3) by virtue of its relatively low height
(the tallest aerial structure is approximately 25 feet high) whencomparedto downtownbuildings, the
LRTBuild Alternative project wouldnot preclude or otherwise interrupt any existing distant views of the
mountains(San Gabriel Mountains),or break the line-of-sight that area residents or office workershave.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The proposed Project Enhancementswouldnot result in any new significant changes to scenic vistas for
several reasons. There are no structures proposed with the Project Enhancementsthat would have the
potential to block or interrupt existing scenic vistas.
The CommercialStreet Overcrossing would add a bridge over the 101 Freewayextending onto an aerial
structure before it descends to grade just north of TempleStreet. The bridge and aerial structure is not
located in an area with scenic vistas. The West Portal is at grade or below grade, which avoids any
impact to scemc vistas. The East Port is either below grade or at grade, which avoids any impact to
scenic vistas. The three-level parking structure is located in a commercialneighborhoodwhereno scenic
vistas would be impacted.
c)

Substantially alter or obstruct existing public views of important visual resources?

No Potential Impact
At Freeway! 0 ! and CommercialStreet Overcrossing/Street Widening
LRTBuild Alternative:
The alignment that departs south from Union Station would be on a bridge that spans over US 101
Freewayon an aerial structure onto a MSEcausewaylocated on the north side of Comrrtercial Street. The
alignment descends to the west to grade level at AlamedaStreet where it then crosses CommercialStreet
and heads south towardsI st Street.
Thevisual impactof this proposedaerial structure (1,000 foot long, and 25 foot high) that wouldcarry the
LRTon a bridge from the Union Station across US 101 Freeway towards AlamedaStreet would not be
obtrusive on adjacent land uses. On the Union Station side, the visual impact would be minimalbecause
the structure would be at a similar elevation to the existing platforms. To the passing motorists on US
101, the view of th~s structure wouldbe similar to other nearby structures crossing the freeway. Viewed
from industrial land. parking lots, and the jail to the south of the freeway, the structure would not be
obtrusive. The vtew of the alignment at grade crossing CommercialStreet would also be similar to the
other nearby structures crossing this street. Therefore, the visual impact of the aerial structure and the
LRTalignmenttoward I ~ Street wouldbe less than significant.
The widening of AlamedaStreet would remove sidewalks, portions of parking lots, street trees and
landscaping A privacy wall protecting one parking lot/maintenance yard area would also be removed. It
wouldalso require removalof the service station in the southeast quadrant of the intersection of Alameda
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Street and CommercialStreet. Sidewalks, privacy walls and street trees/landscaping would be replaced.
The visual impacts resulting from the removal and replacement would be minimal. In addition, removal
of the service station wouldhave a minimalvisual impact in this commercialarea.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
This Project Enhancementwould also involve the construction of the same aerial structure on a bridge
spanning over the 101 Freeway, and a crossover at CommercialStreet, with a change in destination
towards TempleStreet, instead of 1 st Street (see Project Description of this document).Thus, the visual
impact of the aerial structure and the LRTalignment toward TempleStreet would be similarly less than
significant.
West Portal
LRTBuild Alternative:
Portals are the locations where the LRTgoes from abovegroundto underground. Becausethe portals take
advantage of existing topographic changes, the extent of this U-section (trench) would be limited.
Therefore, the portals wouldnot result in significant visual impacts. There are no visual impacts at the
west portal of the LRTalignment. No property is purchasedfor this project.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The LRTalignment is similar to the LRTBuild Alternative except that the U-section at Gless Street is
shorter, 270 feet long instead of 500 feet. The extent of the impacts of the tunnel is lessened becauseof
the shortened length. Unlike the LRTBuild Alternative, approximately3 feet of frontage property will be
purchased from the north side of Gless Street to provide an 8-foot sidewalk (5 foot sidewalk for LRT
Build Alternative).
There maybe somenegative visual impact of the removal of part of the frontage properties facing st
1
Street for sidewalk widening. Since the frontage properties are commercialproperties within a highly
urbanized landscape, the visual impact on adjoining properties would be less than significant. MTAwill
rebuild the three houses’s frontages with a newcolumn/wroughtiron face matching the improvementsin
the area. This will replace their existing chain link fencing. MTA
will also be providing for repainting of
the three homesafter construction is complete.
East Portal
LRTBuild Alternative:
There are no visual impacts caused by this alignment, whichruns directly under 1 st Street and resurfaces
1 Street and Lorena. The U-Section, which lies in the middle
about 500 feet west of the intersection of st
of 1 st Street, is limited. Noproperty is purchased.Therefore, no visual impactsare anticipated.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The alignment runs in the same direction as the LRTBuild Alternative, however, approximately 30 feet
of property will be acquired from Los AngelesCountyon the north side of I st Street in order to widenthe
street, north of the U-Section. Sidewalkson either side of the street wouldbe widenedto 10 feet instead
of 5 feet as proposed by LRTBuild Alternative. The location of street wideningto the north wouldbe on
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the opposite side of the street awayfrom the residential properties to the south. Anyvisual impacts,
therefore, on these residences wouldbe minimal. MTA
will install decorative art piece to newretaining
wall to reduce visual impact and to mitigate for possible future graffiti potential. Novisual impacts
would occur to surrounding land uses.
1 st/Soto E/nergency Removalof Excavated Materi al.~
LRTBuild Alternative:
Excavationfor the station is anticipated for 1st Street and Soto Street. However,no excavation of tunnel
material is anticipated for this site. The removal of buildings for lSt/Soto Station could generate a
significant impact by changing the dense, urban environment to an open plaza set well back fi’om the
street. However,the creation of the linear sidewalk element along 1 st Street near Soto Street would
reduce this visual impactto less than significant level.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
Becauseexcavation and removalof tunnel material wouldoccur at the 1st Street and Soto Street station
only in the case of an emergency situation, no significant visual impacts would occur unless such
emergencysituation occurs, which would be short-term. The impact of the removal of buildings for the
station wouldbe similar to that of the LRTBuild Alternative, and with similar mitigation, no significant
impactis anticipated.
Park and Ride Structure
LRTBuild Alternative:
There will be approximately 200 park and ride spaces available at the Pomona/AtlanticBoulevardStation
near Kaiser Medical Facility at the northwest comer of Atlantic Boulevard and PomonaBoulevard. This
would require the acquisition and removal of the adjacent five commercialbusinesses and the former
main Kaiser MedicalFacility to provide sufficient space for the park and riders. Minimalvisual impacts
are anticipated in this area becausethe surroundingarea is mainly commercialin nature.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
In order to avoid the acquisition of the former Kaiser Facility, a 200 parking space, 3-level park and ride
structure is nowproposedas part of this project. This wouldrequire the acquisition and removalof the
same five commercialbusinesses as the previous design for the construction of the parking structure
while at the sametime allow for the continued operation of the Kaiser Medicalfacility located adjacent to
the site. Minimalvisual impacts are anticipated in this area because the surrounding area is largely
urbanized with commercialuses except for a small single-family residential communitylocated between
SR 60 on the north and Telford Slreet on the south. The closest house fi’om that communityis still
several hundred feet away to the northwest of the proposed parking structure. Landscapingand design
features will be incorporated to enhancethe structure.

d)

Changethe existing visual quality or character in such a way that use of adjacent land is
adversely affected?

No Potential Impact.

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Los Angeles Eastside Corridor Modified IS/Addendum

June 2003
Page 4-5

°**°ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

Refer to response to 4.3.I.c) above. In addition, compliancewith the relevant visual resource
policies of the appropriate local jurisdictions wouldreduce any visual impact to insignificant
level.
e)

Resu~tin ~ight ~r g~arein the pr~ject vicinity is such a waythat it causes a hazard~r nuisan~e?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
This project wouldnot add newlight sources in areas that are currently dark. Generally, the areas through
whichthis project wouldpass currently have street lights that are sufficient for visibility and safety.
There would be new lighting in the vicinity of stations and station entrances, but these areas are not
currently dark and the additional lighting wouldnot change the overall lighting levels in the vicinity of
the stations. In most areas, the LRTBuild Alternative wouldnot result in headlight glare into sensitive
uses because the guidewaywould be in the middle of the streets. However,LRTvehicles traveling west
on 3’~ Street and turning north on Indiana Street wouldshine their headlampsinto the adjacent residential
land uses. This could be potentially significant. However,the glare impacts on Indiana Street can be
mitigated by landscaping or planting other screening material in the path of LRTvehicle headlamps.
Moreover, lighting system designs would comply with Los Angeles standards and the Land
Use/Transportation Policy (City/MTA).
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
There would be no additional newlight sources for the Project Enhancements.The newlight sources that
would be generated by the three-level parking structure wouldblend in with the lighting of the Kaiser
MedicalFacthty next door. Therefore, no significant visual impact wouldoccur.
Adversely affect uses of adjacent land by the introduction of shade or shadowpatterns?
No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The change to shadow and shade would occur where the elevated structure crosses US101, near Union
Station. However,this would be a minor impact because the motorist that would view this shadowwould
only do so momentarily,while passing under it on the freeway.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
Similar impacts for the LRTBuild Alternative would occur for the proposed Project Enhancements.
Therefore, no changes to the Final SEIS/SEIRdocumentwould be required.
II.

AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

Wouldthe project:

a)

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland),
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mappingand Monitoring Programof
the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?
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No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The project area and the project vicinity do not contain land that is designated as Prime Farmland,Unique
Farmland or Farmlandof Statewide Importance.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The proposed Project Enhancementsare located in a highly urbanized setting along major transportation
corridors. No adverse impact under NEPAand no significant
impact under CEQAwould occur.
Therefore, no changes to the Final SEIS/SEIRdocumentwould be required.
b)

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a WilliamsonAct contract?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The land use designations in the Project Enhancementareas include public facilities,
commercial,
residential, and open space uses. There is no Williamson Act contract and no conflict with existing
zoning.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The Project Enhancementareas are all well within the boundaries of the Final SEIS/SEIR. Like the
original study showed, this project would not conflict with existing zoning or agricultural use, or a
WilliamsonAct contract. Therefore, no changes to the Final SEIS/SEIRdocumentwould be required.
Involve other changesin the existing environment,which, due to their location or nature, could
result in conversion of Farmland,to non-agricultural use?
No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The project wouldnot involve any changesthat wouldaffect agricultural uses.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The project wouldnot involve any changes that wouldaffect agricultural uses. Therefore, no changes to
the Final SEIS/SEIRdocumentwould be required.
III.

AIR QUALITY.

A separate Air Quality analysis has been prepared by UltraSystems Environmental and is available for
review at the MTAoffices. The analysis concluded that the air quality impacts of the Project
Enhancements were similar to those of the proposed project and that the mitigation measures
recommendedfor the proposed project would also reduce the Project Enhancement’s impacts to
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acceptable levels. The Initial StudyChecklist responses for air quality is based offofthis analysis and its
findings.
Wouldthe project:
a)

Conflict with or obstruct implementationof the applicable air quality plan?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The South Coast Air Quality ManagementDistrict (SCAQMD)
is the agency principally responsible for
comprehensiveair pollution control in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB),whichconsists of all of Orange
County, Los Angeles County except for the Antelope Valley, the non-desert portion of westem San
Bernardino County, and the western and Coachella Valley portions of Riverside County. Within the
project area, the SCAQMD
and the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG)have the
responsibility for preparing the Air Quality Management
Plan (AQMP),whichaddresses federal and state
Clean Air Act requirements. The 1997 Draft AQMP,
amendedin 1999, proposed to replace manyof the
proposedmeasuresset fourth in the State ImplementationPlan (SIP) and anticipates the attainment of all
critical pollutants by 2010.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The Project Enhancementswould not alter the AQMP
and are expected to conform to its goals, policies
and programs for improving air quality. The mitigation measures for the proposed project would also
reduce any impacts to a level of insignificance, and no newmitigation measurewouldbe needed.
Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation?
No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
TheCalifornia Clean Air Act (CCAA)
requires that all air districts endeavor to achieve and maintain State
AmbientA/tr Quality Standards. The California Air Resources Board (CARB)administers the CCAA
the state level and by the Air Quality Management
Districts at the regional level.
CARB
will designate an area as non-attainment for a pollutant if air quality data showthat a state
standard for a pollutant was violated at least once during the previous three calendar years. Onthe basis
of regional monitoring data, the Los Angeles County portion of the SCAB
has been designated as a nonattainment area for ozone, carbon monoxide,and suspendedparticulates (PM10),but is an attainment area
for nitrogen oxide and sulfur dioxide.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The proposed Project Enhancementswould result in similar air emissions as the proposed project, and
wouldnot changethe current status of attainment/non-attainment regarding these criteria pollutants. The
mitigation measuresapplicable to the proposedproject are also appropriate for the Project Enhancements,
and no new mitigation measuresare required.
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Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for whichthe project
region is non- attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions whichexceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)
No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
Air impacts are expected to be similar during both the construction and operational phases if the LRT
Build Alternative is selected for implementation. No cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant wouldoccur with the LRTBuild Alternative.
Proposed Project Enhancements to the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
Air impacts are expected to be similar as the LRTBuild Alternative if the Project Enhancementsare
selected for implementation. However, PM10levels above those associated with the LRTBuild
Alternative mayoccur at the 1st Street and Soto Street station due to the excavation and removalof tunnel
material in case of an emergencysituation. As this will occur only during emergencysituations, this
wouldoccur rarely, if at all, and wouldbe temporaryin nature. Mitigation measuresalready identified in
the SEIS/SEIRwill ensure compliance with criteria pollutant emissions requirements. No cumulatively
considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant wouldoccur with the Project Enhancements.
d)

Exposesensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The areas in which the proposed project are proposed are generally highly urbanized, with commercial
developmentlocated predominantly adjacent to the proposed LRTfacilities. Sensitive receptors would
not be adversely affected.
Proposed Project Enhancements to the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The areas in which the Project Enhancements are proposed are generally highly urbanized, with
commercial development located predominantly adjacent to the proposed LRTfacilities.
Sensitive
receptors wouldnot be adversely affected.
e)

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial numberof people?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
Significant adverse impacts due to odors wouldnot occur. As stated earlier, the areas in whichthe LRT
Build Alternative are proposed are generally highly urbanized, with commercial developmentlocated
predominanllyadjacent to the proposedLRTfacilities.
Proposed Project Enhancements to the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
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The LRTfacilities
would have similar odors, whether the LRTBuild Alternative
Enhancementare implemented.
IV.

BIOLOGICAL

or the Project

RESOURCES

Prior to conducting biological reconnaissance surveys, a literature review was performed to review
previous studies of biological resources in the area and to determine whether there were existing records
of sensitive species and habitats at or within the vicinity of the proposedproject. This wasfollowed by an
analysis of the Los AngelesEastside Corridor area and an analysis of the proposedproject alternatives.
Wouldthe project:
a)

Havea substantial adverse effect, either directly or throughhabitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, policies,
or regulations, or by the California Department ofFish and Gameor U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
Nosensitive species are currently knownor expected to occupythe Los AngelesEastside Corridor area in
the vicinity of the proposedproject as it supports no habitat essential to any sensitive species or special
status species as identified in local or regional plans, policies or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game(CDFG)or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS).Thus, no direct
indirect impacts on sensitive species wouldoccur due to construction or operation of this project.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The proposed Project Enhancementswould not extend into areas that were not surveyed for the LRT
project. Therefore, no impact to sensitive biological resources wouldoccur.
b)

Havea substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the California Departmentof
Fish and Gameor US Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Potential Impact:
LRTBuild Alternative:
The LRTBuild Alternative traverses urban areas in Los Angeles County where urban development has
often eliminated wetlands and associated natural vegetation and wildlife habitat. The study Corridor is
contained in existing public, particularly street, rights-of-way or in a tunnel. The LRTBuild Alternative
wouldnot result in any significant adverse impacts to biological resources.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The proposed Project Enhancementsare located within the immediate area of the study Corridor as was
evaluated for the LRTBuild Alternative. Therefore, the proposed Project Enhancementswould not result
in any significant adverse impacts to biological resources.
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Havea substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool coastal etc.) through direct
removal,filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?
No Potential Impact.
Please see response to IV.b).
Interfere substantially with the movementof any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impedethe use of
native wildlife nursery sites?
No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
Noimpact wouldoccur because no established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors or native
wildlife nurserysites are present within the study Corridoror in its vicinity.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
No impact wouldoccur because no established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors or native
wildlife nurserysites are present within the study Corridoror in its vicinity.
Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?
No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild ,Alternative:
The Final SEIS/SEIRdetemiined that the LRTBuild Alternative is located within an area where there
wouldbe no potential conflicts with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The Final SEIS/SEIRdetermined that within the study Corridor there are no potential conflicts with any
local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources. The proposed Project Enhancementswould
occur within the same study Corridor as analyzed for the LRTBuild Alternative; therefore, there would
be no conflicts with polices or ordinances protecting biological resources.
Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
ConservationPlan, or other approvedlocal regional or state habitat conservation plan?
No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
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This study Corridor is not in the vicinity of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approvedlocal, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. Therefore, no
conflict with those plans wouldresult.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The Project Enhancementswould not have any effect on Habitat Conservation Plans, Natural Community
ConservationPlans, or other conservation plans.
V.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

The criteria for determining impacts on historic properties under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act are found in 36 CFR§800.5 (a) and the criteria used under the California Environmental
Quality Act are found in PRC§ 15064.5.
a) Cause a substantial adverse changein the significance of a historical resource as defined in
~15064.5?
No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
Construction

of the LRT Build Altet.ative

would not directly

affect

any historical

resources

along the

Eastside Corridor. Thus, construction of this project would not have any impact on historical
architectural resources.

and/or

Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
Nostructures wouldbe demolishedthat could be considered historically significant as defined in State
CEQAGuidelines §15064.5. Therefore, no impacts on historical resources would occur.
Causea substantial adverse changein the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to
b’15064.5?
No Potential Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.
LRTBuild Alternative:
Anyground-disturbing activity has the potential to unearth previously unidentified archaeological
resources, and the mitigation measuresidentified in the Final SEIS/SEIRshall be implementedto reduce
these impactsto a level of insignificance.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The proposed Project Enhancements would be subject to the same potential to unearth previously
unidentified archaeological resources. The Project Enhancementswould implementthe same mitigation
measures as the LRTBuild Alternative; therefore the mitigation measures would reduce the impact to a
level less than significant.
Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic
feature?
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No Potential Impact with Mitigations Incorporated
LRTBuild Alternative:
The LRTBuild Alternative traverses an urbanized area that has been highly disturbed. The Eastside
Corridor is not toeated within areas that are considered to have a high sensitivity for paleontological or
unique geologic feature. Thus, implementationof the LRTBuild Alternative wouldnot likely disturb any
knownpaleontological resources, and no potential significant impacts are anticipated. However,in the
unlikely event of uncovering a paleontological resource, implementation of the mitigation measures
identified in the Final SEIS/SEIR
wouldreduce this impact to a less than significant level.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The proposed Project Enhancements would be subject to the same potential to unearth previously
unidentified paleontological resources. The Project Enhancementswould implementthe same mitigation
measures as the LRTBuild Alternative; therefore the mitigation measureswould reduce the impact to a
level less than significant.
d)

Disturb any humanremains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
There are no knownor recorded humanremains found along the study Corridor, therefore, no significant
impacts would occur.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
There are no knownor recorded humanremains found along the study Corridor, therefore, no significant
impacts would occur.
VI.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Wouldthe project:
Exposepeople or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injut T, or death involving:
Rupture of a knownearthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Mapissued by the State Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a knownfault? (Refer to Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 42.)
No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
Significant ground shaking could occur along the Eastside Corridor as a result of earthquakes on any of
the documentedor undocumentednearby active or potentially active faults. The Seismic Shaking Hazard
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ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
Developmentof the Project Enhancementsalong the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor would not result in
the samedetermination as the LRTBuild Alternative regarding the loss of topsoil or substantial erosion.
c)

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that wouldbecomeunstable as a result of
the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
Thestudy Corridor is not within an area identified as havinga potential for slope instability, seismic slope
instability, or landslides. Additionally, the study Corridor is also not within an area knownto be
susceptible to subsidencedue to the withdrawalof fluids.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The proposed Project Enhancementswould be consistent with the conclusions of the Final SEIS/SEIR.
d)

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the UniformBuilding Code (1994),
creating substantial risk to life or property?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
All on-site structures would be constructed consistent with the UniformBuilding Codeand any unstable
soils wouldbe removedand/or compactedduring construction. Nofurther risks related to expansive soils
wouldbe created due to project implementation.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The Project Enhancementswould be consistent with the conclusions of the Final SEIS/SEIR.
e)

Havesoils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems wheresewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The LRTBuild Alternative would not require connection to the City of Los Angeles sewer system, and
no further installation of wastewater removalsystems wouldbe required.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The Project Enhancementswould not require connection to the City of Los Angeles sewer system, and no
further installation of wastewater removalsystemswouldbe required.
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Mapof California (CDMG,1999) indicates the estimated peak ground acceleration with a 10 percent
probability of being exceededin 50 years in the study area ranges from 0.4g to 0.6g.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor
The location of the Project Enhancementsdoes not expose this project to any more risk than the LRT
Build Alternative or other sites in SouthernCalifornia, and does not change the previous fmdingsof the
Final SEIS/SEIR.
ii)

Strong seismic groundshala’ng?

No Potential Impact.
Please see Vl.a).
iii)

Seismic-related groundfailure, including liquefaction?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
Liquefaction is the transformation of submergedgranular soils into a liquid-like massdue to excess pore
pressure developed in response to earthquake ground shaking. Based on the investigations performed
along the sludy Corridor, the potential for liquefaction along both the undergroundand at-grade segments
is considered neghgible. Liquefaction wouldnot result in a significant adverse impact.
ProposedProject Enhancements
to the Los Angeles Eastsifle Corridor:
The potentml for hquefaction along the study Corridor was deemednegligible in the Final SEIS/SEIR,
and it wouldnot change with the Project Enhancements.
iv)

Landslides?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The Los AngelesEastside Corridor has relatively fiat topography,whichis not susceptible to landslides.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The Los AngelesEastside Corridor has relatively fiat topography,whichis not susceptible to landslides.
b)

Result tn substantial soil erosionor the loss of topsoil?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The Final SEIS/SEIRdetermined that construction of the LRTBuild Alternative along the Los Angeles
Eastside Corridorwouldnot result in loss of topsoil or substantial erosion.
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VII.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Wouldthe project:
a)

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environmentthrough the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardousmaterials?

No Impact With Mitigation Incorporated.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The operation of the tunnel segment would require addressing infiltration
of hazardous gases and
providing adequate ventilation procedures to maintain a safe environment. Monitoring would be used to
detect and identify hazardous gases, while gas-barriers and ventilation systems would be used as the
meansto prevent the leak or accumulationof any such gases.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los A~geles Eastside Corridor:
The proposed Project Enhancementsinclude U-sections and tunneling; these features were analyzed in
the LRTBuild Alternative and were properly mitigated in the Final SEIS/SEIR.
b)

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardousmaterials into the environment?

No Impact With Mitigation Incorporated.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The Final SEIS/SEIRdetermined the study Corridor has no significant soil or groundwater contamination
requiring remedial actions; however, because the alignment traverses the Boyle Heights oil fields, the
potential exists for local soils and water inflows to be contaminatedwith oil field related contaminations
(i.e., hydrocarbons,hydrogensulfide, etc.) that, if encountered, wouldrequire treatment and disposal
approvedfacilities.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The proposed Project Enhancementareas are outside of the Boyle Heights oil fields, and therefore would
not be exposedto the oil field related contaminations.
c)

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposedschool?

No Potential Impact
LRT Build Alternative:
There are no existing or proposed school sites within one-quarter mile of the LRTBuild Alternative study
Corridor.
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Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
There are no existing or proposedschool sites within one-quarter mile of the Project Enhancements.
Be ,tocated on a site whichis included on a list of hazardousmaterials sites compiledpursuantto
GovernmentCodeSection 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?
No Impact With Mitigation Incorporated.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The LRTBuild Alternative study Corridor has no significant soil or groundwatercontamination requiring
remedial action. However,because the alignment traverses the Boyle Heights oil fields, there exists a
potential for local soils and water flow to be contaminated with oil field related contaminants (i.e.,
hydrocarbons, hydrogen sulfide, etc.) that, if encountered, would require treatment and disposal to
approvedfacilities.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The proposed Project Enhancement areas are outside of the Boyle Heights oil fields,
therefore would not be exposed to the oil field related contaminations.

and

For a project located within an airport land use plan, or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, wouldthe project result in a
safety hazardfor people residing or workingin the project area?
No Potential Impact.
The study Corridor is not located within an airport land use or within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport.
For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, wouldthe project result in a safety hazard
for people residing or workingin the project area?
No Potential Impact.
Thestudy Corridoris not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.
Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergencyevacuation plan ?
No Impact With Mitigation Incorporated.
LRTBuild Alternative:
A comprehensive health and safety and emergency response plan would be developed to meet the City
and County of Los Angeles standards, and would be coordinated with the City and County Fire
Departments. MTAFire Life Safety Committee, composed of membersfrom the Los Angeles City and
CountyFire Departments,as well as MTAsafety specialists, would approve the plan.
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ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The Proposed Project Enhancementswould be subject to the same comprehensive health and safety and
emergencyresponse plan.
Exposepeople or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed
with wildlands ?

h)

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The LRTBuild Alternative is located within a highly urbanized area, and therefore is not exposedto the
threat of wildlandfires.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastsifle Corridor:
The Project Enhancementsare located within a highly urbanized area, and therefore are not exposed to
the threat of wildlandfires.
VIII.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Wouldthe project:
a)

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

No Potential Impact with Mitigation MeasuresIncorporated
LRTBuild Alternative:
During the operation of the system, water that mayenter in tunnel structures and surface runoff from
impervious areas would be treated before being discharged into the drainage system, and wouldtherefore
have no adverse impact on surface waters. The MTAwould comply with the storm water regulations of
the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB)
and the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control
Board (LARWQCB)
during construction and operation of the project.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The proposed Project Enhancementswould implement the mitigation measures that were identified for
the LRTBuild Alternative in the Final SEIS/SEIRto ensure that standards and requirements are met.
Substantially deplete groundwatersupplies or interfere substantially with groundwaterrecharge
such that there wouldbe a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater
table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)?
No Potential Impact with Mitigation Incorporated.
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LRTBuild Alternative:
No impacts would occur to groundwater levels or quality that is used for consumptionby municipal,
industrial, and irrigation purposes. Although unlikely during the operations phase, groundwater
dewatering activities and subsequent discharge mayoccur. During operation, any water leaks into the
tunnel would be pumped out by sump pumps. Therefore, no residual impacts on groundwater are
anticipated.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The proposed Project Enhancementswould be subject to the same impacts to groundwater as would the
LRTBuild Alternative, and would mitigate them in the same manner.
Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner, which would result in substantial
eroMonor siltation on- or off-site?
No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild .Alternative:
The LRTBuild Alternative would increase the amountof impervious surfaces in the project area, thus
increasing runoff. However,the study Corridor is in a highly urbanized area and wouldutilize drainage
systems that are already in place. The increase wouldnot result in a substantial increase in erosion or
siltation on- or off-site.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The proposed Project Enhancementswould be subject to the same erosion or siltation on- or off-site
impacts as wouldthe LRTBuild Alternative, and would mitigate them in the same manner.
Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amountof
surface runoff in a mannerwhichwouldresult in flooding on- or off-site?
No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The LRTBuild Alternative would increase the amountof impervious surfaces in the project area, thus
increasing runoff. However,the study Corridor is in a highly urbanized area and wouldutilize drainage
systemsthat are already in place. Theincrease wouldnot result in a substantial increase in flooding.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The proposed Project Enhancementswould be subject to the same flooding impacts as would the LRT
Build Alternative, and would mitigate them in the same manner.
Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwaterdrainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff.
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No Potential Impact~
Refer to ResponseVIII.c), above.
Otherwise substantially degradewater quality?

J)

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The LRTBuild Alternative would increase runoff and associated contaminants due to the addition of
impervaoussurfaces, but because the project site is already highly urbanized, the increase wouldnot be
substantial.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancementsis the same as with the LRTBuild Alternative.
Place housing within a lO0-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundaryor Flood Insurance Rate Mapor other flood hazard delineation map?

g)

No Potential Impact
LRTBuild Alternative:
The only 100-year floodplain area in the vicinity of the LRTBuild Alternative is the Los Angeles River.
As identified on the FEMA
floodplain mapping, the 100-year flow in the Los Angeles River is fully
containedin the channelat the 1st Street Bridge.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancementsis the sameas with the LRTBuild Alternative.
h)

Place within a lO0-year flood hazard area structures,
9flows.

which would impede or redirect flood

No Potential Impact
LRTBuild Alternative:
At the Los AngelesRiver, the LRTBuild Alternative wouldutilize the Ist Street Bridge to cross the river.
No newbridges are planned and flood flows would not be altered.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los AngdesEastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancements
is the same as with the LRTBuild Alternative.
i)

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, inju~, or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?
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No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
There are no levees or damsin the vicinity of the LRTBuild Alternative alignment that would expose
peopleor structures to significant risk if the levee or damwereto fail.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancements
is the same as with the LRTBuild Alternative.
j)

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
A tsunami is large ocean waveassociated with a seismic event. The project site is outside of the "Areas
Potentially Affected by a Tsunami"and is not within or adjacent to a hillside area subject to mudflows.
Seiche is an oscillation of a land-locked water body, such as a lake and maycause waveaction associated
with a seismic event. No such bodies of water exist in the vicinity of the project study Corridor.
Therefore, no impacts associated seiche, tsunami or mudfloware expected to occur along the project
alignment.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancements
is the sameas with the LRTBuild Alternative.
IX.

LAND USE AND PLANNING

Wouldthe project:
a)

Physically divide an established community?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The LRTalignment would extend along existing roadways or within tunnel sections and would not
require a nex~exclusive right-of-way that could divide the community.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancementsis the same as with the LRTBuild Alternative.
Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction
over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?
No Potential Impact.
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LRTBuild Alternative:
The LRTBuild Alternative is compatible with the local plans and policies presented in the general plans
of the County of Los Angeles and the City of Los Angeles. The LRTBuild Alternative is also consistent
with the Central City Plan, Central City North CommunityPlan, Boyle Heights CommunityPlan, the
Framework Element of the Los Angeles General Plan, the Los Angeles Community Development
Department Consolidated Plan, and SCAG’sRegional ComprehensivePlan and Guide (RCPG).
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancementsis the same as with the LRTBuild Alternative.
c)

Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural communityconservation plan ?

No Potential Impact
LRTBuild Alternative:
The project area is highly urbanized and there is no adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community
Conservation Plan, or other approvedlocal, regional, or state habitat conservation plan within
the project boundaries. Therefore, the LRTBuild Alternative wouldnot conflict with this plans.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancementsis the same as with the LRTBuild Alternative.

X.

MINERALRESOURCES
-- Would the project:

a)

Result in the loss of availability of a knownmineral resource that wouldbe of value to the region
and the residents of the state?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The LRTBuild Alternative wouldbe developedin a fully urbanized area and therefore wouldnot result in
the loss of mineral resources.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancementsis the same as with the LRTBuild Alternative.
b)

Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site delineated
on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

No Potential lml~act.
See ResponseX.a), above.
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XI.

NOISE

A technical noise analysis was prepared by ATSConsulting (April 2003) in order to determine whether
the proposedaction wouldresult in any significant noise impacts. This report is the basis for responding
to the following questions and is contained in its entirety in AppendixB (Noise Analysis) of this
document.
a)

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The LRTBuild Altemative would significantly impact 12 buildings according to Federal Transit
Administration (FTA)criteria due to their proximity to the special track-work. However,the measures
identified in the Final SEIS/SEIR
mitigate these impactsto a level less than significant.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancementsis the same as with the LRTBuild Alternative.
b)

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundbornevibration or groundbornenoise
leveis ?

Less than Significant

with Mitigation Incorporated

LRTBuild Alternative:
Six buildings are expected to be impacted by ground-borne noise and 27 buildings are expected to be
impacted by ground-borne vibration. After implementation of mitigation measures described in the
SEIS/SEIR,both ground-bornenoise and vibration impacts are expected to be fully mitigated to a level of
no significance.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancementsis the same as with the LRTBuild Alternative. No new vibration
or noise mitigation measuresare needed to reduce impacts associated with the Project Enhancements.
c)

A substantial permanentincrease in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project?

Less than Significant

with Mitigation Incorporated,

See Response XI.a) above.
A substantial temporaryorperiodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
leve~ eristing without the project?
Less than Significant

with Mitigation Incorporated.
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See Response XI.a) above.
For a project located within an airport land use plan or, wheresuch a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people
residing or workingin the project area to excessive noise levels?

e)

No Potential Impact.
The study Corridor is not located within an atrport land use or within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport.
For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, wouldthe project expose people residing or
workingin the project area to excessive noise levels?
No Potential Impact.
Thestudy Corridoris not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.
XII.

POPULATION AND HOUSING

Wouldthe project:
Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)

a)

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
Projected growth (2020) for the study Corridor is anticipated to increase at a somewhatslower pace (25
percent) than for Los Angeles County as a whole (38 percent). The growth is expected to occur with
without the implementationof the light rail line. Bypermitting infill developmentthat is compatiblewith
the surrounding commumties(as established in local communityplans), the numberof new businesses
and residences that could be accommodated
at station locations would not be expected to substantially
increase the population or alter its dislribution in the study Corridor area. Therefore, no growth-inducing
or adverse cumulativeimpacts are anticipated.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancements
is the same as with the LRTBuild Alternative.
b)

Displace substantial numbersof existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
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The LRTBuild Alternative would result in 18 low and moderate-income residences being displaced,
which under CEQA
thresholds is a significant impact. The housing stock in the area, however, is
expectedto increase by a sufficient amountto replace these residences.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancements
is the same as with the LRTBuild Alternative.
c)

Displace substantial numbersof people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

No Potential Impact.
Refer to Responseto XII.b).
XlII.

PUBLIC SERVICES

Wouldthe proposal have an effect upon, or result in a need for newor altered governmentservices in any
of the followingareas:
a)

Fire protection ?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
Local fire and police staff and services would be minimally affected by the direct and indirect
employmentcreated by operation of the LRTBuild Alternative. No significant impacts to fire/police
services are am,c~patedto occur because, according to discussions with the City and Countypolice and
fire departmentspersonnel, the existing fire and police wouldbe sufficiently staffed to service the LRT
facility. In addmon,the LRTBuild Alternative is not expected to significantly increase demandon police
or fire prevention servmeesoperated by the City and Countyof Los Angeles. Systemsecurity wouldbe an
important comlxmentof rail operations and would be the responsibility of MTA.Existing fire protection
services m the local jurisdictions and the county, coupled with system-wide fire safety measures, are
expected to serve the system adequately. The LRTBuild Alternative, therefore, is not expected to have a
significant effect on the cost of providingthese services.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancements
is the sameas with the LRTBuild Alternative.
b)

Poht w protection ?

Refer to Rcspc,nse Xlll.a), above.

Less than Significant with Mitil~ation Incorporated.
LRTBuild Alternative:
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There are schools adjacent to the alignment. Dueto the location of the special track workalong 3’d Street;
the Los Angeles Music and Art School would be subjected to vibration impacts. Vibration impacts will
be fully mitigated to a level of no significance with the implementationof trackwork design measures
including an elastomeric trackwork isolation mat, also knownas a ballast mat, to be installed under the
concrete supporting the embeddedtrackwork at those locations were ground-bornevibration impacts have
been projected.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancementsis the same as with the LRTBuild Alternative.
Parks?

d)

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The LRTBuild Alternative wouldnot have any significant long-term impacts on the local parks.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancements
is the sameas with the LRTBuild Alternative.
e)

Other publie facilities?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The LRTBuild Altemative wouldnot impact other public facilities.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancementsis the sameas with the LRTBuild Alternative.
XIV.

RECREATION

a)

Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility wouldoccur or
be accelerated?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The LRTBuild Alternative would not have any significant
recreationalfacilities.

long-term impacts on the local parks or

ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancementsis the sameas with the LRTBuild Alternative.
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
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b)
Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities, whichmight have an adverse physical effect on the environment?
No Potential Impact.
Refer to ResponseXIV.a).
XV.

TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
Causean increase in traffic, which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and
capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the numberof vehicle
trip~, the volumeto capacity ratio on roads, or congestionat intersections)?

No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
The Final SEIS/SEIRidentified impacts at the 3rd Street/Ford Boulevardintersection in the Year 2020 as
exceedingLOSE with mitigation measures,resulting in a potentially significant impact.
The Option B mitigation consisted of implementing peak-period parking restrictions
exclusive left-turn lane, one throughlane, and one shared through/right-turn lane.

to provide one

The Final SEIS/SEIRidentified the total increase in the V/Cratio as an unavoidableadverse significant
impact as none of the mitigation options produced a low enough V/C ratio for the increase to be
consideredinsignificant.

2020

TABLE 1
LRT WITH MITIGATION INTERSECTION LOS ANALYSIS

EAV
Street

N/S
Street

Existing

3rdSt.

Ford Blvd.

0.473

* - Over2020No-Build
results.
Source."Parsons-Brinckerhoff,
2001

Future
No-Build
I

0.567

Future With
Mitigation
Option A

V/C
Increase*

Future With
Mitigation
Option B

V/C
Increase*

0.988

0.421

0.943

0.376

Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The Project Enhancementswould also result in LOSE with mitigation, and no substantial increase in
traffic wouldresult. Nonew mitigation measuresother than those identified in the Final SEIS/SEIRare
required.
Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by the county
congestion managementagency for designated roads or highways?
No Potential Impact.
See Response XV.a), above. Neither ra Street o r F ord Boulevard i s a CM
P roadway.
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Result in a changein air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change
in location that results in substantial safety risks?

c)

No Potential Impact.
Thestudy Corridoris not located within two miles of a public airport or public use airport.
Result in a changein air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change
in location that results in substantial safety risks?

c)

No Potential Impact.
The study Corridor is not located within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, and no
changesto air traffic patterns wouldoccur.
d)

Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g.,
intersectior~) or incompatibleuses (e.g., farm equipment)?

sharp curves or dangerous

No Potential Impact
LRTBuild Alternative:
The proposed clearance interval for intersection traffic signals wouldaccommodatemovingtraffic away
from the tracks whentrains are approaching. No impact wouldoccur.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of thc Project Enhancementsis the sameas with the LRTBuild Alternative.
e)

Rcsult m inadequate emergency access?

No Potential ImpacL
LRTBuild Alternative:
The LRTBuild Ahernative would maintain adequate emergency access.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Easts|de Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancementsis the same as with the LRTBuild Alternative.
39

Result m madcquateparking capacity?

No Potential Impact.
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LRTBuild Alternative:
MTAwill replace parking spaces removedby the project that are highly utilized
approved FSEIR/FSEIS.

as defined in the

ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancements
is the sameas with the LRTBuild Alternative.
Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programssupporting alternative transportation (e.g.,
bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?
No Potential Impact.
TheLRTBuild Alternative is a light rail transit project that is an extension of the PasadenaGoldLine.
Theproject includes a correspondingincrease in feeder bus and increase in service to existing routes to
serve the LRTstations. There is no conflict with adopted plans or programs supporting alternative
transportation.
XVI.

UTILITIES

AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Wouldthe project:
a)
Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board?
No Potential Impact.
LRTBuild Alternative:
Nowastewater wouldbe generated by either the LRTBuild Alternative since the project is transportation
related and does not require sewer connections or require newwastewatertreatment facilities.
ProposedProject Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancementsis the same as with the LRTBuild Alternative.
Requireor result in the construction of newwater or wastewatertreatment facilities or expansion
of existing facilities, the construction of whichcould cause significant environmentaleffects?
No Potential Impact.
Refer to response to XVI.a).
Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of whichcould cause significant environmentaleffects?
No Potential Impact.
Refer to response to XVI.a).
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Havesufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and
resources, or are newor expandedentitlements needed?
No Potential Impact.
Refer to response to XVI.a).
Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demandin addition to the
provider’s existing commitments?
No Potential Impact.
See Response XVLa).
Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodatethe project’s solid
waste disposal needs?
No Potential Impact.
The LRTBuild Alternative would generate small quantifies of construction debris. This debris would be
disposed of at an authorized solid waste disposal facility in accordancewith all federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations. Dueto the temporarynature, and relatively low volumeof waste, there wouldbe
no significant impact on solid waste disposal services.
Proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles Eastside Corridor:
The effect of the Project Enhancements
is the same as with the LRTBuild Alternative.
g)

Complywith federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

No Potential Impact.
Refer to ResponseXVI.f), above.
XVII.

MANDATORYFINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,reduce the numberor
restrict the range of a rare or endangeredplant or animal or eliminate important examplesof the
majorperiods of California history or prehistory?

No Impact. Based on the preceding analysis, the proposed Project Enhancementsto the Los Angeles
Eastside Corridor does not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop belowselfsustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,reduce the numberor restrict the
range of a rare or endangeredplant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory.
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Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable" meansthat the incremental effects of a project are considerable
whenviewed in connectionwith the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects,
and the effects of probablefuture projects)?
NoImpact. Implementationof the proposed Project Enhancementsare not expected to either directly or
indirectly result in other on-site or off-site developmentactivities that, in combinationwith the project,
have the potential to produce cumulatively significant environmentalimpacts.
Doers the project have environmental effects,
humanbeings, either directly or indirectly?

which will cause substantial adverse effects on

No Impact. With the implementation of permit and code requirements as well as adoption of the
recommended
mitigation measures, no direct or indirect adverse effects would occur on humanbeings.
Does the project have the potential
disadvantage of long-term goals?

to achieve short-term environmental goals to the

No Impact. The environmental evaluation in this modified Initial Study has determined that the project
wouldnot achieve short-term environmentalgoals to the disadvantage of long-term goals.
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