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COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 





6.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

This chapter contains information concerning the public review period for the draft environmental 
document. In the first section an overview is provided regarding the conduct of the public review 
process. Following this is a section which contains written comments received and responses 
to those comments. Following this is a section which contains comments received at the public 
hearing and responses to those comments. 

6.1 OVERVIEW OF THE PUBLIC COMMENT PROCESS 

The public review period began on November 2, 1992. The DElR was distributed to a mailing 
list of 50 government agencies and interested parties. Notices announcing the availability of the 
DElR were published in the Herald American, Los Angeles Times, Long Beach Press-Telegram 
and City News Service. Copies of the DElR were placed in the Norwalk and Santa Fe Springs 
public libraries. A public hearing was held on November 18, 1992, at the Norwalk City Hall. This 
hearing was announced through the same newspapers identified above, by general news 
releases, and by flyers that were handed out to businesses along the proposed route. 
Approximately 25 people attended the public hearing. The public comment period was officially 
closed on December 22, 1992. 

A total of 13 pieces of written communication requiring responses were received. These included 
Caltrans,. the South Coast Air Quality Management District, the Los Angeles County Departments 
of Fire, Sanitation and Public Works, the City of Norwalk, and six individuals. Five individuals t 

provided testimony at the public hearing. 

6.2 WRITTEN COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

The following pages contain the text of the written comments and responses to those comments. 





State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 

M e m o r a n d u m  

To : 
Mr. Tom Loftus 
State Clearinghouse Date : 

December 2, 1992 

1400 Tenth Street, Room 121 
Sacramento, CA 95814 2 3 2 3 2 ;.7: -7 3 File No.: IGR/CEQA/DEIR 

MetroGreenLine 
Easterly Extn. 
Project 

Robert Goodell - District 7 
From : DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

LACTC 
Vic LA-605-R7.85 

LA-105-18.81 

Subject : 
Project Review Comments 

SCH No. 92051032 

Caltrans has reviewed the above referenced document. This 
draft environmental impact report (DEIR) analyzes the 2.8 mile 
extension of the Metro Green Line Rail Transit from its current 
terminus at 1-605, east to the proposed Norwalk Commuter Rail 
Station at the intersection of Imperial Highway and the AT&SF 
railroad tracks. 

Based on the information submitted, and in addition to our 1 previous co~ments of June 1, 1992 we have the following comments: 
We remain concerned about the impacts of this project on the 

1-105 (Century Freeway) terminus. This document fails to study 
the impacts of the traffic entering or exiting the Century 
Freeway (1-105) from Studebaker Road, from Imperial Highway at 
Hoxie, and from the Park & Ride lot. We feel that there may be a 
negative impact to these state facilities during the construction 
phase of this project. The Studebaker Road and Imperial Highway 
intersection may also be affected by the elevated facility 
alternative. Any mitigation proposed should also be discussed in 
detail, as requested in our previous letter. 

The impacts to the 1-105 Off/On Ramps at Studebaker Road may 
possibly be mitigated by a slight alignment change and this may 
also facilitate the construction of the proposed retaining walls. 
The study should also cover the effects to the Park and Ride lot. 

As noted in our previous letter, a Caltrans Project Study 
Report'is needed on any mitigation proposed within the State's 
Right-of-way which will cost more than $300,000.00. A Caltrans 
Encroachment Permit is required on any proposed mitigation within 
the State's Right-of-way costing less than that amount. 

Additionally, further discussion is needed regarding the 
effects on the interchanges with both the Santa Ana Freeway 
(Route 5) and the San Gabriel River Freeway (Route 605) in the 



Tom Loftus 
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I vicinity of this project (the effect to On/Off Ramps due to changing traffic patterns and volumes, etc.), and any proposed 
mitigation. 

In our letter of June 1, 1992, to Mr. Ram Kumar, of LACTC, 
Caltrans expressed its desire to have an analysis and evaluation 
of the possible inclusion of a Busway/HOV facility with the Metro 
Green Line Easterly extension discussed in the EIR. We are still 
of the opinion that this alternative should be included in the 
document. 

If you have any questions regarding this response, please 
call Mr. Wilford Meltcn, IGR/CEQA Coordinator, at (213) 897-1338. 

ROBERT GOODELL, chief 
Advance Planning Branch 

cc: Ram Kumar 
Los Angeles County Transportation Commission 
818 West Seventh Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 



State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 

M e m o r a n d u m  

To . Mr. Tom Loftus December 9, 1992 
State Clearinghouse Date : 

1400 Tenth Street ,  room^^^ 
6 !! , I sacramento, CA 95814 No.: IGR/CEQA/DEIR 

~etro~reen~ine 

Wilford Melton - District 7 
From : DEPART MENT OF TRANSPORT ATlON 

Easterly Extn. 
Project 
LACTC 
Vic LA-605-R7.85 

LA-105-18.81 

Subject : 
Project Review Comments 

SCH No. 92051033 

This letter is an addendum to our response letter of 
December 2, 1992 regarding the draft environmental impact report 
analyzing the 2.8 mile extension of the Metro Green Line Rail 
Transit from its current terminus at Route 605, east to the 
proposed Norwalk Commuter Rail Station at the intersection of 
Imperial Highway and the AT&SF railroad tracks. 

Please incorporate the following comment concerning this 
project to our previous correspondence: 

Thank you for this opportunity to comment. If you have any 
questions, please call me at (213) 897-1338. 

The current Master Cooperative Agreement (MCA) between the 

Sincerely, 

6 

Original Signed By 

LACTC and State will have to be revised to reflect current State 
policy, or a new MCA will have to be executed for this and future 
extensions to the Green Line System. 

WILFORD MELTON 
Senior Transportation Planner 
IGR/CEQA Coordinator 
Advance Planning Branch 

cc: Ram Kumar 
Los Angeles County Transportation Commission 
818 West Seventh Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 



Responses to: Caltrans, District 7 

1. The June 1, 1992 letter referred to in the comment was submitted in response to the 
Notice of Preparation, and it is acknowledged in Appendix E of the EIR. The comments 
raised in that letter have been addressed in the EIR. 

2. The proposed project will not negatively affect the 1-105 (Glenn Anderson Fieeway, also 
known as the Century Freeway) terminus. The easterly extension of the Green Line to 
the Norwalk Transportation Center will reduce the number of vehicle trips to the 
Studebaker Station and park and ride lot by providing a new station further to the east. 
This will reduce traffic in the vicinity of the 1-105 terminus and therefore have a beneficial 
impact on freeway ramps. The construction impacts section of the transportation analysis 
(Section 3.10.2) notes that construction of the subway alignment, the alternative which 
generates more truck trips due to the tunneling operation, will generate approximately 120 
daily truck round trips. These will be divided equally between the 1-605 and 1-105 
freeways. The project will therefore add about 60 trips to the 1-105 terminus ramps during 
an eight-hour construction period, or less than eight trucks per hour. This would not 
significantly affect the ramps. The Studebaker Road and Imperial Highway intersection 
will not be negatively affected by the aerial alignment. As illustrated on Figure 2-1, the 
alignment has been designed to avoid impacting the intersection by placing columns in 
existing median island areas, utilizing bents across both Studebaker and Imperial 
Highway to preserve existing left turn lanes and by curving across private property outside 
the intersection right-of-way. Lane configurations at the intersection will be unchanged 
as a result of this project. There are no impacts to the 1-105 oft/on ramps which would 
require an alignment change for mitigation purposes. As noted above, the proposed 
project has no effect on the park-and-ride lot other than to potentially reduce the demand 
for parking by providing Green Line patrons with an alternate station at which to park. 

3. Required procedures will be followed as necessary on any mitigation proposed within 
Caltran's right-of-way. 

4. Tables 3-20 and 3-21 on pages 3-104 and 3-105, respectively, list the effects of proposed 
projects on intersections at the ramp terminals of the two interchanges on the Santa Ana 
Freeway, Imperial Highway and Norwalk Boulevard, in the project vicinity. The tables 
illustrate that the project will affect the Norwalk Boulevard southbound on-ramp to the 1-5 
in the PM peak hour. On page 3-109, the mitigation measure to eliminate this impact, 
the provision of a dual southbound left turn lane, is described. The level of service 
improvement with this mitigation measure is also noted in Table 3-21 (page 3-105) in the 
column labeled "W/Mitigation." The PM peak hour level of service would improve from 
LOS E (V/C ration of 0.97) to LOS C (V/C ratio of 0.79) with the implementation of the 
recommended mitigation measure. As noted above in the response to Comment No. 2, 
the proposed project will not impact ramps to the San Gabriel River Freeway because it 
will reduce traffic in the vicinity of Studebaker Station and shift some of the trips from that 
station to the Norwalk Transportation Center station. 

5. The feasibility of a connection between future HOV lanes on the 1-5 Freeway and on the 
I. 105 Freeway will be analyzed as a part of the 1-5 Corridor Capacity Enhancement Value 
Er:gineering Study proposed by Caltrans. 



6. The Master Cooperative Agreement (MCA) that is referred to in the letter pertains to 
freeway TSM and HOV projects. A cooperative agreement between LACTC or its 
successor and the state, if perceived to be necessary, will be entered into for this project. 





I )  \ sourn coast 

w 21 865 E. Capley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91 765-4182 (909) 396-2000 

December 14,1992 

Mr. Ram Kumar 
Los Angeles County 
Trans ortation Commission 
818 14' est 7th Street 
h s  Angeles, CA 90017 

Dear Mr. ICumx 

Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Report ibr the Metro Green Line 
Rail Transit Easteriy Extention Prqiect 

SCAQMD NO. LAC921 110.04 

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) has reviewed the 
Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the Metro Green Line Rail 
Transit Easterly Extension Project. The extension will be 2.8 miles long, and will 
proceed eastwards from the proposed Interstate 605 rail terminus to the proposed 
Norwalk commuter rail station. Wo alternatives are proposed, a subway, and an 
aerial alignment along the Imperial Highway. 

The SCAQMD finds that the Drah EIR has analyzed the project's overall 
(cumulative) air quality benefits and has proposed a mitigation strategy to reduce 
project emissions based on SCAQMD recommendations made during the EIR 
preparation stage. The SCAQMD, while c o h g  with the net air quality benefits 
documented in the Draft EIR, is of the opinion, that there are potential site specific 
project impacts, which should be fvther addressed in the Final EIR. - 

The Draft EIR mentions the need for deficiency plans required by the Congestion 
Management Plan (CMP) to reduce construction related congestion along several 
streets. Specific congestion relief measures have not been included in the discussion 
of deficiency plans. Traffic impacts within the cities of Santa Fe Springs and 
Norwalk, in particular, may require a coordinated effort during the two-year 
constmction period. The increased level of truck traffic that may impact congestion 
during this period should be fully assessed in tht Find ESR. 

Delays at access points along the extension corridor have not been fully assessed in 
the Draft EIR. The Draft EIR states that 'a traffic control plan at the access points 
to the construction area, where trucks would turn onto/off of city streets, should be 
prepared as a mitigation measure." Staff concurs with the proposal to include such n 
plan for reducing the traffic impacts and recommends the inclusion of a localized 
traffic impact assessment in the Final EIR. 



Mr. Ram Kumar -2- December 14,1992 

* 1 The diversion of traffic from Imperial Highway to adjacent streets is also a matter of 
concern and should be part of the traffic impact assessment. 

Grading, excavation, utility line and storm drain relocations, and other construction- 
related activities at the rail stations bas not been fully analyzed in the Final EIR. 
Traffic impacts at rail station locations should be assessed in the Final Em. 
Architecturd coatings, exterior paints, and asphalt used at the rail stations resulting 
in the release of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) should also be analyzed. 
Solventless, high-solid, or water-based coatings should be recommended wherever 
possible. 

Conclusion 

4 

The Draft EIR has adequately anal ed the overall net benefits of the proposed 
Green Line extension. The Final E IT should incIude assessment of the above noted 
site specific im acts; Mitigation measures listed in Attachment 1 should be included 
in the Final EI Ii where applicable. 

The Draft EIR has not assessed the impacts of using temporary power generators at 
the construction sites. Permanent sources of power should be recommended for use 
fkom the beginning of construction where feasible. SCAQMD permits are required 
for temporary equipment such as power generators and portable internal 
combustion engines, 

opportunity to comment on the proposed project, 
be sent to us prior to 

regard' these comments, 
at (714) 396-303 

Cindy Greenwald 
Manager, Planning and 
Technology Advancement 



ATIACHMENT~ 
MITIGATION MEASURES FOR THE 

METRO GREEN LINE RAIL TRANSIT EAS'IERLY EXTENSION 

1. Minimize Construction Activity Emissions 

o Employ activity v e r n e n t  techniques, reduce the number of pieces of 
equipment used srmultaneously; increase the distance between the 
emission sources; reduce or chan e the hours of construction; 
schedule activity during off-peak tr & 'c hours; and require a phased- 
schedule for construction activities to even out emission peaks. 

o Remove silt by paving construction roads, sweeping streets, and washing 
trucks batnng the construction site. 

o Maintain construction equipment engines by keeping them tuned. 
o Use low-sulfur fuel for eqwpment.. 
o Permanent sources of power should be used from the beginning of the 

project; temporary power use should be avoided. 

2, Reduce Construction-Related Trafllc Congestion: 

o Provide rideshare incentives, and transit incentives for construction 
nersonnel. 

o ~o;ifigure construction arking to minimize traffic interferences. P o Minimize obstruction o through-traffic lanes. 
o Provide a flagperson to guide thc traffic properly. 
o Schedule operations affecting traffic durulg off-peak hours. 

3. Minimize Energy Requirements: 

o Implement energy conservation measures beyond state and local 
requirements. 

o Introduce glazed windows, wall insulation, and efficient ventilation 
methods; install window Vtems to reduce t h e d  ain and loss. 

B f o Incorporate appropriate assive solar design and solar eaters. 
o Replace incandescent in oor lighting with fluorescent lamps, and outdoor 

lighting with halogen lights, 

4. Limit Emissions From Architectural Coatings and Asphalt Usage: - 

o Use low-coating systems where possible. 
o Substitute reactrve solvents with nonreactive solvents. 
o Use high-solid or watcr-based coatings. 



Responses to: South Coast Air Quality Management District 

The EIR mentions the need for the City of Norwalk to develop a deficiency plan to keep 
the intersection of Norwalk Boulevard and lmperial Highway from potentially deteriorating 
any further from current conditions into Level of Service F. The most likely capacity 
enhancement at this intersection would be the addition of dual left turn lanes, which 
would require widening the approaches to the intersection by 10 feet. The proposed 
project would not preclude this widening in either the subway or aerial alignment, as the 
column placements were designed to allow for potential future widenings at intersections 
where capacity enhancements may be necessary. The Green Line Easterly Extension 
itself may become part of the City of Norwalk's deficiency plan, as it provides an 
alternative to the automobile for trips that would have been made along lmperial Highway 
and thereby improves the level of service at many intersections in the project area (See 
Tables 3-20 and 3-21). The increased truck traffic associated with construction of the 
proposed project was evaluated and found to not cause a significant impact. The 
potential diversion of traffic to alternate routes during construction of the aerial alignment 
was also evaluated and found to cause a significant impact in both Norwalk and Santa 
Fe Springs. As noted on Page 3-109, both the cities of Norwalk and Santa Fe Springs 
were consulted on the potential feasibility of peak hour parking restrictions along 
Rosecrans and Florence avenues during the construction period to provide additional 
capacity to off-set the capacity temporarily lost on lmperial Highway. 

2. Construction impacts associated with the project are addressed in Section 3.10.2 of the 
EIR. The diversion of traffic from lmperial Highway to alternate routes was identified as 
a potential significant impact and a mitigation measure was proposed (See response to 
Comment No.1, above, and Section 3.10.5 of the EIR). The effects of trucks during 
construction were evaluated and found not to cause a significant impact on the roadways 
in the study area. The EIR recommends development of a traffic management plan by 
the contractor (See Section 3.10.5) as a mitigation measure to address localized traffic 
impacts at construction staging areas prior to the start of construction. It is not possible 
to develop such a detailed plan at this point in time, since it is not yet known which 
alignment will be selected, where the construction staging areas will be, or the 
construction access points. The details of the construction plan will be developed during 
the design phase of the project. 

3. The proposed project includes only one station located between Bloomfield Avenue and 
Shoemaker. The conceptual architectural design of the rail station does not indicate 
heavy construction or ground moving activities at the site. Relocation of utility lines would 
not occur for the aerial alternative. For the subway alternative, construction activity and 
related emissions would be as described in Section 3.12 of the Environmental Impact 
Report. 

Construction related activities at the rail station include grading and paving for the 
parking lot as well as construction of the rail station and a pedestrian overpass. 
Architectural design of the station for either alternative, aerial or subway, would not 
change, and daily construction activities, or schedule, would remain the same. 
Table 6-1 lists estimated type, number and hours of operation of each type of 
construction equipment in use. Emission factors were obtained from SCAQMD1s 



Draft CEQA Air Qualitv Handbook, May 1992. Table 6-2 shows daily worst case 
construction equipment emissions for each phase. The SCAQMD's thresholds of 
significance would not be violated during any of the construction activity. 

The proposed rail station parking lot would provide parking for approximately 400 
automobiles. Primary access to the parking lot would be from Imperial Highway, 
and the secondary access would be from Civic Center Drive. Carbon monoxide 
concentration analysis at the intersection of the parking lot access road and 
Imperial Highway considered the rail station to be the receptor. Information on 
traffic volume and lane configuration were provided by Meyer, Mohaddes 
Associates, Inc. Emission factors were obtained from the graft CEQA Air Quality 
Handbook. The same assumptions considered in other intersection analyses were 
used in this analysis. In addition, the parking lot was considered as a source of 
carbon monoxide emissions. The 1 -hour and 8-hour carbon monoxide emissions 
were estimated to be 12.1 and 8.0, respectively, for the future with the project 
alternative. No violations of the SCAQMDYs thresholds of significance at this 
location is anticipated. 

The conceptual architectural design shows that the walls of stainnrells and 
overpasses would be the major surface areas to be painted. Using S.CAQMD Rule 
1 1 13 and Table 9-1 3 of the Draft CEQA Air Qualitv Handbook, unmitigated 
e;aporative reactive organic gas (ROG) emissions from architectural coating have 
been estimated to be 2.1 pounds per day. 

4. Section 3.12.4 (Table 3-34) of the EIR indicates that generators would be used during 
construction activities; however, SCAQMD permits should be obtained prior to their use, 
and as a mitigation measure, permanent sources of power should be used where 
feasible. 



Source: Myra L. Frank & Associates, Inc., 1992. 

TABLE 6-1 CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT USED DURING STATION CONSTRUCTION 

CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT SUBWAY 

# Used Hrs/day 

Station Parking Lot 

Grading 

AERIAL 

Graders 

Loaders 

Trucks 

# Used Hrs/day 

1 

1 

2 

Paving 

8 

8 

8 

Asphalt Pavers 

Pavtng Equipment 

Rollers 

Trucks 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

8 

8 

8 

Station Construction 

Excavation . 

8 

8 

8 

8 

Dozer 

Excavators 

Trucks 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

8 

8 

8 

8 

Station Construction 

8 

8 

8 

Cement/Mortar Mixer 

Cranes 

Generators 

Plate Compactor 

Welders 

Trucks 

1 

1 

2 

Notes: 
Type of equipment, number used and operation times provided by Gannett Fleming, Los 

. . Angeles. 
Emission factors obtained from SCAQMD's Draft CEQA Air Quality Handbook, May 1992. 

a Off-highway truck emisston factors were assumed. 
NA Not Appltcable. 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

3 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

3 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 



Source: Myra L. Frank Associates, Inc., 1992. 

TABLE 6-2 EMISSIONS DURING STATION CONSTRUCTION 

Pollutant (Pounds per Day) 

SCAQMD THRESHOLD 
CRITERIA 

CO 

75 

STATION PARKING LOT 

ROG 

550 

Grading 

Exceeds Criteria 

Paving 

Exceeds Criteria 

NOx 

100 

47 

NO 

35 

NO 

STATION CONSTRUCTION 

SOX 

150 

13 

NO 

13 

NO 

Excavation 

Exceeds Criteria 

Station Construction 

Exceeds Criteria 

PMlO 

150 

30 

NO 

32 

NO 

Notes: Emission factors obtained from SCAQMD's Draft CEQA Air Quality Handbook, May 1992. 

3 9 

NO 

58 

NO 

3 

NO 

4 

NO 

13 

NO 

20 

NO 

4 

NO 

4 

NO 

47 

NO 

4 9 

NO 

5 

NO 

6 

NO 

6 

NO 

6 

NO 





COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
FIRE DEPARTLMENT 

1320 N O R W  EASTERN AVENUE 

LOS ANGELES. CALIFORNIA 90063 

P. MICHAEL FREEMAN 
FlRE CHIEF 
FORESTER & FIRE WARDEN 

November 23, 1992 

Mr. Gary Peterson 
Myra L. Frank & Associates 
81  1 W. 7th Street, Suite 800 
Los Angeles, CA 9001 7 

Dear Mr. Peterson: 

SUBJECT: Environmental Impact Report - Metro Green Line 
Easterly Extension 

After review of the above mentioned document, the following 
requirements will need to be addressed: 

Provide ventilation for the underground sections of the system. 
Provide for emergency egress within the tunnel sections. 
Provide an approved Wet Standpipe System within the tunnels. 
Provide for emergency removal of power. 
Provide Emergency Telephone System. 
Provide adequate communications for emergency response 
personnel. 
Provide emergency access to the system, both station and trainway. 
Provide adequate emergency exiting from the station complex. 
Hydrant requirements will be based upon final alignment and station - 
configuration. 

These requirements are contained in the Metro Rail Fire/Life Safety 
Criteria and are available from the Los Angeles County Transportation 
Commission. 

SERVING THE UhilhiCORPORATED AREAS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND THE CITIES OF: 

AGOURA HILLS BRADBURV GLENDORA LAKEWOOD NORWALK ROLLING HILLS ESTATES TEMPLE ClTV 
ARTESIA CARSON HAWAIIAN GARDENS MlRADA PALUDALE ROSEMEAD WALNUT 

U U S A  CERRITOS HIDDEN HILLS UNCASTER PALOS VERDES ESTATES SAN DIMAS WEST ~OLLVWOOD 
BALDWIN PARK CLAREMONT HUNTINGTON PARK l.A PUENTE PARAMOUNT SANTA CLARITA WESTLAKE VILLAGE 
BELL COUMERCE INDUSTRV LAWNDALE P IC0  RIVERA SiGNAL HILL WHITTIER 
BELLFLOWER CUDAHV IRWINDALE LOMITA RANCHO PALOS VERDES SOUTH EL MONTE 

BELL GARDENS DUARTE LA CANADA FLINTRIDGE MAYWOOD ROLLING HILLS SOUTH GATE 



Mr. Gary Peterson 
Metro Green Line E.I.R. 
November 23, 1992 
Page 2 

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, contact Battalion 
Chief Richard Schiehl at (21 3) 244-6345. 

Sincerlv, 

- - -- 

~ i k h a r d  6. Schiehl, Battalion Chief 
Los Angeles County Fire Department 
Metro Rail Coordinator 

cc: Mr. J. Gee, L.A. County Fire Department 
Mr. R. Kumar, Los Angeles, County Transportation Commission 
Mr. D. Sievers, Rail Construction Corporation 



Responses to: County of Los Angeles Fire Department 

1. Adequate ventilation of the underground portions of the systems will be provided. 
Ventilation shafts are contemplated east of 1-5, near the midpoint of the extension, 
assuming this option is selected. Design will be in accordance with Fire/Life Safety (FLS) 
Criteria. 

2. Cross tunnel connections will be utilized to provide emergency egress in a manner similar 
to Red Line. 

3. A wet standpipe system will be provided in accordance with the FLS criteria. 

4. An emergency trip station will be provided in accordance with FLS criteria. 

5. An emergency telephone system will be provided in accordance with FLS criteria. 

6. A communication system and training will be provided and coordination with the LACTC 
Fire/Life Safety Committee members will be arranged. 

7. Provisions will be made for emergency access to the system and station in accordance 
with FLS criteria. 

8. Emergency exiting provisions will be incorporated into the station in accordance.with FLS 
criteria. 

9. Adequate hydrants will be provided in accordance with FLS criteria. 

The Rail Construction Corporation cooperates closely with the Fire/Life Safety Committee 
(FLSC) and with the fire chiefs provided by Los Angeles County and Los Angeles City Fire 
Departments in designing, constructing and testing rail projects. The FLSC is a valued 
part of the team and insures that all applicable FLS criteria is met. The cost of making 
these provisions is generally included in the cost estimate prepared for the EIR. 





. COUNT'/ SAT\ii'Til.TiON DISTRICTS 
C!F LCS ANGELES COUNTY 

19: j y%'o:kmcn M ,I F'>,.z, W k ~ t t ~ e r ,  CA 90601-3999 
! ! 7 ~p -- r.1 

Uoal~np Address: PO Box 4993, Whlitier, CA 90607-4998 3 2 L I i L 1 C, CHARLES W. CARRY 
?e(ephone: (3  10) 699-74 1 1 ,  FAX (31 01 695-6 139 Ch~ef  Eng~nee* and General Manager 

December 3, 1992 

File No: 18-00.04-00 

Mr. Ram Kumar 
Los Angeles County Transportation Commission 
818 West Seventh Street, Suite 1100 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Dear Mr. Kumar: 

Metro Green Line Easterly Extension 

The County Sanitation Districts received a Drafr Environmental Impact Report for the subject project 
on November 4, 1992. The proposed development is located within the jurisdictional boundaries of District 
No. 18. We offer the following comments regarding sewerage service: 

According to the proposed project alignment, the project could impact several (up to 5) Districts' 
trunk sewers over which it passes. This would be particularly true in the case of the subway option. 
The Districts cannot issue a detailed response to, or permit construction of, the proposed project until 
project plans which have been revised to incorporate our sewer lines are submitted. In order to 
prepare these plans, you will need to contact the Districts Sewer Design Section to request drawings 
of our sewers. Please direct these requests to the County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, 
1955 Workman Mill Road, Whittier, C k  90607, Attention Calvin Jin, Sewer Design Section. When 
revised plans which incorporate our sewers have been prepared, please send copies of the same to the 
address shown above for our review and comments. 

2. Wastewater generated at the proposed Norwalk Transportation Center will discharge directly to the 
Districts' B!oornfie!d Avenue Trcnk Scvver, loatcd in a right of way adjaccnt and parallel to the AT 
and SF  Railroad between Imperial Highway and Foster Road. A direct connection to a Districts' 
trunk sewer requires a Trunk Sewer Connection Permit, issued by the Sanitation Districts. For 
information regarding the permit, please contact Mr. Charles Ryee at (310) 699-7411, extension 1205. 
Wastewater generated at the proposed Metro Green Line Station will discharge to a local sewer for 
conveyance to the Districts' Orr and Day Road Trunk Sewer Section 1, located in Orr and Day Road 
between Florence Avenue and Imperial Highway. 

3. The wastewater will be treated at the Long Beach Water Reclamation Plant (WRP), located in 
Long Beach, and/or the Joint Water Pollution Control Plant (JWPCP), located in Carson. These 
facilities have been interconnected to form a regional treatment system. 

4. The Sanitation Districts are empowered by the California Health and Safety Code to charge a fee for 
the privilege of connecting to the Sanitation Districts' Sewerage System or increasing the misting 
strength and/or quantity of wastewater attributable to a particular parcel or operation already 
connected. A connection fee is required in order that necessary expansions to the Sewerage System 
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can be constructed to accommodate new development. Payment of a connection fee will be required 
before a permit to connect to the sewer is issued. 

5. The design capacity of Districts' wastewater conveyance and treatment facilities are based on 
population forecasts adopted in the 1991 South Coast Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP). The 
AQMP was jointly prepared by the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) and 
the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) as a requirement of the Federal Clean 
Air Act (CAA). In order to conform with the AQMP, all expansions of Districts' facilities must be 
sized and service phased in a manner which is consistent with the Growth Management Plan (GMP). 
The GMP is a regional growth forecast for the counties of Los Angeles, Orange, San Bernardino, 
Riverside, Ventura, and Imperial which was prepared by SCAG. Specific policies included in the 
GMP which deal with the management and distribution of growth are incorporated into the AQMP 
strategies to improve air quality in the South Coast Air Basin. The available capacity of Districts' 
conveyance and treatment facilities will, therefore, be limited to levels associated with approved 
growth identified in the adopted GMPIAQMP. As such, this letter does not constitute a guarantee 
of wastewater service, but is intended to communicate the Districts' willingness to provide this service 
up to the levels which are legally permitted and to inform you of the currently existing capacity and 
any proposed expansion of Districts' facilities. 

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (310) 699-7411, extension 2717. 

Very truly yours, 

Charles W. Carry 

~ a r i e  L. Pagenkopp 
Engineering Technician 
Financial Planning & 
Property Management Section 

N.' ENVMSFS ENVASSZIMBTKOGRE.2LT 



Responses to: County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County 

1. Preliminary drawings of the proposed project alignments and profiles are provided as 
Figures 2-1 and 2-5 in the EIR. More detailed plans will be prepared in the preliminary 
engineering phase. At that time, a set of plans will be submitted for review by the 
Sanitation Districts. Contact will be made with the Districts Sewer Design Section in order 
to obtain sewer drawings early in that process. The contact person noted in the 
comment will be added to the project file for future reference. 

2. The information identified in the comment regarding the District's wastewater facilities is 
noted for the record. Restrooms will not be provided at the Metro Green Line station and 
therefore only minor amounts of wastewater would be expected. However, all permits, 
reviews and approvals required to connect the proposed project to District facilities will 
be obtained. The contact person noted in the comment has been added to the file for 
future reference. 

3. The information identified in the comment is noted for the record. 

4. Appropriate procedures will be followed for any connections required to the Sanitation 
District's sewerage system from the project. 

5. The capacity limitations and underlying planning documents referred to in the comment 
are noted. As is noted in the EIR, it is not anticipated that the proposed project would 
result in an increased demand for housing or would result in increased population. It is 
therefore not expected that a measurable demand on District facilities would arise from 
the proposed project. 
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COUNTY OF LO8 ANGELES 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS L A ,  C,'r. C, 

900 SOUTH FREMONT AYENrE 
ALHAMBRA. CALIFORNIA P 1 r n - 1 ~ ~ 1  B92 EC 2 I PIS 12: 13 

December 16, 1992 

A bDAE!JS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO: 
P.0.BOX I 4 6 0  

ALHAMBRA. CALlFOR)V1A Pl WZ-1460 

IN REPLY PLEASE 
REFER TO P4.P P14 

Mr. R a m  Kumar 
. - .  Lo8 Angeles County Transportation Cammission 

818 Weet Seventh Street 
- -. 

LOB Angeles, CA 90017 

Dear Mr. Kwtar: 

RESWNSE TO A IXtAFT ENVIRQNMEEFIU IMPACT REPOEtT 
mmo GREEN LINE m s T E u Y  E X ~ X ~  PRcmcT 

Tharrk y w  for the opJortunity to p r ~ ~ i d s  cornLents on the Draft 
Envlramental. Impact Beport (EIR) for the propased Me$ro Green Line 
~ a s t e r l y  Extenoion P E O ~ ~ C ~ ,  . 'Although we have nat completed the 
review of the Draft EIR, we offer the following comments, we will 
forward adaitional comments when we complete our review, 

1 Xn addition, the City's ESource Reduction and Recycling memeat 
should be directly referenced. 

1 

. 

2 

Current estimates ind4cate that a shortfall in permitted da i l y  land 
disposal. capacity in Los Angeles County w i l l  occur w i th in  t h e  next 
f ive  years. A8 such, the proposal may adversely impact the so l id  
waste management system in this County. The EIR must i d e n t i f y  what 
maacpurea the project proponent will implament to mitigate the 
impact. These rneawres may include, but are not l i m i t e d  to, 
development of new or expansion of existing landfill sites, as well 
as implementation of waste reduction program. 

AS %be project i e  pte~ented, -it i h a  unclear whether or nat the  
transfer mtatfon w i l l  include vending machines or concession 
stands, which will generate s o l i d  waste. Sol id  waste from thase 
services or outside BcurceB may be deposited aC the ststion or on 
the trains. Consequently, development r~tandards should be provided 
for identifying adequate "waste storage areasfi f o r  collecting 
recyclable materials.. 

4 

The EIR must diecuss the impact ef the port ion o f  the plan area, 
which is'located within an area designatad as potent5ally suitable 
for  of f -s i te  hazardous waste management . (HWM) ' facilities as 
identified in the Cos Angelesr County HFSM P l a n ,  September ' 1988, 
Volume 11, Figure 6-1, 



Wx, Ram Kunar 
December 16, 1992 
Page 2 

The EIR shoulB more fully assess the impact on the quality of 
stomwater as t h e  resulk of the project. Mitigation measures 
should be incorporated into the design and l ayou t  of the  project. 
The document should reference National Pollutant Discharge 
hlimination Sysltem P e n n i t  No, CA0061654 issued by the Regional 
Water Quality Control Baard to the County and local cities. The 
d a ~ ~ , c i ; ~ t  s h ~ ~ l d  indicate that the project w i l l  comply w i t h  all 
appl.fcable stormwater quality management programs of the C i t y  and 
CauIlty - 
Any mitigation measure monitoring progrm~ performed by the 
Los  Angelen Cmnty nepartment of Public Works (DPW),  Waste 
Management Diviaien,  w i l l  require a funding account to be 
established by the project praponenk t o  pay for the required 
services, The amount of necessary funds will be determined at the 
time monitoring w i l l  be performed. The DEW, Waste Management 
Div ia ic f i ,  m~st be contacteh to establish the funding account, 

rf you have any questions regarding these.comnents, please contact 
MY-, ~usssll W. Buffoff of our waste Management Divislon a t  
(810) 45G72186. Questions regarding the environmental reviewing 
prbceee of this Department can bo directed to Ms. Clarice #ash a t  
the previous page address or a t  (818) 458-4334, 

Very truly yours, 

T. A. T I D E W S 3 K  
Director a f  Public Works 

CAaL L, .-5m.-- ,,.- -,.. 
Assistant Deputy Director 
Piaming Division 



Responses to: County of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works 

While the proposed project would add to the amounts of construction debris and 
associated waste in the County, this added burden would not be significant. It is also not 
expected that the amounts of daily solid waste occurring at the Norwalk Transportation 
Center would be of significant proportions, since there would be no restrooms or other 
facilities which would generate solid waste. It is therefore not expected that additional 
landfill sites will be required either as a direct or indirect result of the proposed project. 
Waste reduction programs and objectives will be incorporated into project operating plans 
to the extent they are relevant. 

2. As noted in the previous response, restrooms or other facilities which would generate 
solid waste are not planned for the transit station, nor are vending machines other than 
those associated with ticketing. Minor amounts of waste may be deposited at the station, 
such material being imported from elsewhere and already existing in the waste stream. 
Where appropriate, the detailed station design will incorporate solid waste collection and 
disposal related issues. 

3. The California Waste Management Act of 1989 (AB 939) requires that every city and 
county achieve waste diversion goals of 25 percent by 1995 and 50 percent by 2000. the 
City of Norwalk has developed a Source Reduction and Recycling Element (SRRE) in 
response to AB 939 in order to outline short-term (through 1995) and medium-term (1 995- 
2000) implementation plans for a variety of waste management activities. These include 
source reduction, recycling, special waste and public education programs. 

Participating agencies would work with the City of Norwalk to develop additional 
programs to mitigate the potential waste disposal impacts resulting from the construction 
and operation of the proposed project in accord with applicable waste management 
regulations. These programs would be considered in relation to the city's overall waste 
management planning efforts as described in the SRRE, which would be revised as 
necessary by the City of Norwalk to reflect activities associated with the proposed project. 

4. The county's Hazardous Waste Management Plan does not identify specific proposed 
facilities in the project area; however, it suggests that areas zoned for industrial use are 
potentially suitable for such facilities. To the extent that the proposed project would affect 
industrially zoned land (i.e., the Norwalk Transportation Center) it would reduce the 
amount of land otherwise available for consideration for such use. This is not regarded 
as a significant reduction, however. 

5. During the detailed design, engineering and construction phases of the project, the flow 
and quality of stormwater resulting from the project will be assessed and special design 
and mitigation measures will be incorporated, as needed, to comply with the National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit No. CA0061654 issued by the Regional 
Water Quality Board. The project will comply with all applicable stormwater quality 
management programs of the City and County. 

6. It is not anticipated that the county would be required to participate in mitigation 
monitoring for the proposed project. However, should such participation be necessary, 



appropriate procedures will be instituted with respect to the funding of the mitigation 
monitoring program. 



12700 NORWALK BLVD., P.O. BOX 1030, NOKHALK. NC: 310/929-2677 FACSIMILE: 310/929-3880 

December 17, 1992 

LQS Angeles County 
Transportation Commission 
818 West Seventh Street 
Suite 1100 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 
Attn: Mr. Ram K. Kumar 

Subject: Comments on Green Line Easterly Extension 
Draft EIR 

Dear Mr. Kumar: 

The City of Norwalk has reviewed the "Draft Environmental Impact Report" for the Metro 
Grceh Lie Easterly Extension and hereby submits the following comments on the draft report. a 

1. The City of Norwalk strongly supports the preferred subway option because of its 
obvious benefits over the aerial alignment. 

2. LACTC should revise their figures of the Norwalk Transportation Center (NTC), 
(Figures S-2, S-3, etc.), to coincide with the alignment shown in the Norwalk 
Transportation Center Feasibility Study prepared by the City of Nowalk. The alignment 
shown in the draft EIR is slightly different than the feasibility study, parhcularly in the 
curvature of the LRT outbound rail line. 

3. The conceptual drawings of the NTC should contain a statement saying that they are 
conceptual drawings and subject to modification. 

4. The EIR should address methods to minimize the local on-street parking due to overflow 
(S.7.3). 

5. "Growth" on Table S-1 (Page S-14) says "no anticipated growth" - is this reasonable to 
assume? 

6. portion; of the EIR state parking at the NTC as 380 spaces, elsewhere it states 400 and 



lLor Angeles County 
Transportation Commission 
we 2 

450 - th& needs to be consistency (e.g., Figure 2-2 on Page 2-1 1; Me 2-27 firSt 
paragraph; Figure S-2 on Page 5-4 and Figure 2-6 on Page 2-25). 

7. North mows should be placed on all map figures. 

8. Page S-1 second paragraph, last bcnknce - dele& the word "of". 

9. Page 2-17 last paragraph, fourth line - delete the word "be". 

10. Page 2-32 where will parking be during this construction sequence? 

11. Page 3-16 Section 3.2.4. There may be need to comply with Construction Storm Water 
regulations or interfacing with Regional Water Quality Control on dewatering dischuge. 

12. Page 3-17 Section 3.3.1 What about the use of reclaimed water? Also, will this be in 
compliance with the State's Landscape Ordinance? 

13. Page 3-25 third paragraph "Reg~ster" should be "Registrar" of Voters. 

14. Page 3-35 Section 3.4.5 third paragraph - Is this a reasonable mitigation measure? It 
does not sound viable. 

15. Page 3-55 Table 3-13. What about petroleum pipelines which could cause potential 
concerns? Are these included under gasoline category? 

16. Page 3-58 second paragraph second line - delete the word "wouldm. 

17, Page 3-58 Section 3.7.2 fourth paragraph - I recommend there be no loss of water 
service to other communities. There would be a major impact to other area residents if 
MWD water service was interrupted. 

18. Page 360 -nd paragraph, last senknce '. . .is messy and unattractive site.. . .junk 
on the ground". This should be reworded. 

19. Page 3-63 to 3-68. Various references to shadows and obscuring traffic (vision). 
Rdfirms the idea that aerial alignment is not a good option. [Also consider the 
unsightly graffiti which would occur on an aerial alignment.] 

20. Page 3-31 Section 3.8.4 "quideway" should be "guideway" in all six uses. Also, the use 
of xeriscape should be considered. 



- COmtY 
Commission 
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21. Page 3-75. Table 3-15 ULN and LN should be defmed. 

22. Pap 382 Section 3.10 The City Traffic Engineer will submit his comments oa this 
iection. 

23. Page 3-92 third paragraph, third from last line "a" should be "an". 

24. Page 3-99 second paragraph. Is 1 .O% reasonable? Is the fact that no other devdopmmt 
project is included in the analyses reasonable? 

2% Page 3-106 Section 3.10.4. There will be a big impact if 750 parking spas arc IMXXM 
Md Only 400 are available. A preferential parking zone would be an badqua&c 
mitigation in the event of large-scale spillover of parking into the adjacent nc@hrbd.  
In the event that parking demand exceeds 400 spaces, parking facilities should be sewed 
oa adjacent parcels in addition to establishing a preferential parking me. 

We appmhte the opportunity to comment on this very important project. Phase do not hesitate 
to amtact me if you have any questions or requite amplification on any point menthe#. 

Dimid E. Keen, A.I.C.P. 
Deputy city Manager, 

Management Services 

cc: Steve Bucknam, Norwalk 
Wayne Grandin, HDR 





Responses to: City of Norwalk 

1. The City's preference for the subway alignment is noted for the record. 

2. The alignment shown in the draft EIR adheres to LACTC/RCC standards and was ratified 
by the Metro Green Line Easterly Extension Task Force. As agreed to by the city, the 
alignment shown in the Feasibility Study was more approximate. 

The following has been added to Figures S-2, S-3,2-2,2-3,2-6,2-7 and 2-8: "Conceptual 
Drawing - Subject to Modification." 

The EIR notes that the demand for parking at the Norwalk Transportation Center is 
expected to exceed the proposed supply of surface parking, and this could result in 
potential overflow of parking onto nearby streets. The construction of a parking structure 
is one potential mitigation measure to alleviate this impact, although it is a costly 
mitigation measure. The parking demand at the station includes demand generated by 
both the Green Line and the Commuter Rail service. Other alternatives could include 
such measures as the implementation of preferential parking on streets near the station, 
if the parking spillover is perceived as a significant impact, the provision of additional 
shuttle service to/from the station to reduce the need for Green Line patrons to drive and 
park at the station, or the acquisition of nearby land to provide additional surface parking, 
if necessary. 

It is reasonable to assume that the proposed project would not generate demand for 
additional housing or induce population growth. The project would draw its employees 
from within the region and therefore would not contribute to the expansion of population 
in the basin. 

The number of parking spaces to be provided has been estimated to be approximately 
400, based on current system characteristics. Depending upon the topic under 
discussion in the EIR, the estimated number of spaces could vary somewhat. Figure 2-2 
shows approximately 450 parking spaces, because the aerial alignment would permit 
spaces beneath the guideway that would not be possible with the subway alignment. The 
reference to 380 spaces in Section 2.3.1 is incorrect. It should read '400" spaces. The 
number of parking spaces shown on Figures S-2 and 2-6 are corrected to show 450 and 
400 spaces, respectively. 

North arrows will be placed on all map figures. 

The correction has been made. 

The correction has been made. 

If this construction sequence is selected as the preferred construction scenario, the 300 
spaces commuter rail parking lot would be displaced during the construction period. The 
contractor would be required to provide replacement parking off-site, with a shuttle 
service to/from the station during the time period when the parking is displaced. It would 
be up to the contractor to find an appropriate location for replacement parking, but it is 



likely that any contractor would seek to rent spaces in an available lot as close as 
possible to the station to minimize the cost of shuttle service to/from the station. 

During construction, the project will comply with rules and regulations applicable per the 
General Construction Permit and construction stormwater regulations. 

Section 3.3.1 describes the existing setting with regard to vegetation and wildlife. As 
noted in the impact section (Section 3.3.2), the project is not anticipated to have an 
impact on either vegetation or wildlife. Although not specifically required for this project, 
reclaimed water is being promoted for irrigating vegetation throughout Southern 
California. To the extent that landscaping is provided in conjunction with the project, it 
would be supplied in accordance with current LACTC policies. 

The correction has been made. 

It does not seem unreasonable that in some instances temporary measures such as 
restriping of existing parking spaces or use of adjacent vacant parcels for parking could 
be used to satisfy demand for commercial parking during construction of the proposed 
project. For example, at the southeast corner of Imperial Highway and Studebaker Road, 
there is a vacant parcel immediately adjacent to a store. If the store would be subject to 
a temporary parking loss during construction of the project, some of the vacant space 
on the adjacent lot could be used, with the permission of the owner and the City of 
Norwalk. As a rule, the feasibility of specific measures to offset parking spaces lost due 
to the project will have to be determined on a case by case basis. The EIR discusses 
measures typically used in such situations. 

Petroleum pipelines are included within the category titled "gasoline." 

The correction has been made. 

Every effort will be made to ensure that no community suffers a loss in utility service of 
any kind, including water supply. 

The correction has been made. 

The city's position in opposition to the aerial alignment is noted for the record. 

The corrections have been made. Xeriscape, although not specifically required due to 
the absence of landscaping impacts, will be considered. 

"LN" and "ULN" were printed in error. The proper terms are inches/second and micro- 
inches/second. Corrections have been made to the table. 

Comments were provided separately for information only and not for inclusion in the 
FEIR. Issues raised were verified. 

The correction has been made. 



24. The 1.0% per year growth factor was utilized at the suggestion of the City of Norwalk 
Traffic engineer and was felt to be reasonable. As noted in Section 3.10.3, the Caltrans 
LARTS model was also utilized to add traffic to city streets to reflect the impact of 
completion of the 1-105 Freeway on traffic volumes in the year 2010. 

25. Parking demand would be monitored on an ongoing basis and local measures to mitigate 
impacts due to any overflow parking would be initiated by the City of Norwalk. 





COMMENT SHEET 
Los Angeles County Transportation Commission 

City of Norwalk 

Draft Environmental Impact Report Public Hearing 
Metro Green Line Easterly Extension 

( ) I would like to speak. 

(x) I would like to submit written comments. 

, 
Name -&fl d A ,  , 

. . 

/ / City yjir ,,, = /?' , sp%d-.? Phone 
/ 

('249. ,.. ,r r,. - it-k2*-xc -f-4&-, 
' 

Representing 'r'?. , - -;.F &"&,; &%~.cI .~~4&.4~r7 ( . , P , * , . ~  A / . ? F *  &=i.J+&'\ 

Date -' , 2 5 ,  

Use the space below for comments. Please print. If you need additional space, 
you may write on the back or attach another form. 

Written comments on the D E ~ R  will be accepted by the Los An eles County 
Transportation Commission until December 22,1992. Please su % rnit written 
comments to: Ci of Norwalk, Att: Jill Anderson, Management Assistant, 12700 

I? Norwalk Blvd., orwalk, CA 90651-1030. 



Response to: Clara Sherman 

The commenter's preference for the subway alignment and east end construction staging 
area are noted for the record. The implementation schedule for the project is not known 
at this time because the project is one of a number of candidate corridors identified for 
funding in the 30-Year Plan, and being currently evaluated. Based on conceptual 
engineering analysis, the cost of the aerial alignment is estimated to be $215 million (in 
current dollars), and the cost of the subway alignment is estimated to be approximately 
$240-241 million. 



COMMENT SHEET 
Los Anaeles Countv Transportation Commission 

Draft Environmental Impact Report Public Hearing 
Metro Green Line Easterly Extension 

( ) I would like to speak. 

( i)+ I would like to submit written comments. 

Representing 
//- is-- *-J- Date . 

Use the space below for comments. Please print. If you need additional space, 
you may write on the back or attach another form. 

Written comments on the DEIR will be accepted by the Los Angeles County 
Transportation Commission until December 22,1992. Please submit written 
comments to: Ci of Norwalk, Att: Jill Anderson, Management Assistant, 12700 
Norwalk Blvd., I? orwalk, CA 90651-1030. 





I t h i n k  t h a t  the  connec t ion  p r o j e c t  i s  p r o b a b l y  a  

necessary e v i  1 .  I c o u l d  w ish  t h a t  one o f  t h e  o t h e r  

corr idors had been chosen so t h a t  the  n o r t h e r n  p a r t  o f  

the  c i t y  would n o t  be so bad l y  impacted by c o n s t r u c t i o n  

b u t  as we seem t o  be doomed t o  s u f f e r  t h i s  p r o j e c t  a  

subway would seem t o  be t he  bes t  s o l u t i o n .  I m p e r i a l  

Highway has a  l o t  o f  p i p e s  underneath i t  wh ich  a r e  a lways 

needing r e p a i r s .  I n  t h e  l a s t  few years  I m p e r i a l  h ighway 

has been t o r n  up so o f t e n  t h a t  I r a r e l y  t r y  t o  shop i n  

the  main p a r t  o f  Norwalk, I c a n p t  count on b e i n g  a b l e  t o  

d r i v e  across I m p e r i a l .  If the  a e r i a l  l i n e  i s  chosen I 

w i l l  have t o  hope t h a t  I can get  ou t  o f  t h e  t r a c t  and go 

n o r t h  on Norwalk B l v d  t o  shop i n  Santa Fe Sp r i ngs  o r  

U h i t t i e r  because i t  sounds l i k e  I m p e r i a l  w i l l  be 

impassable f o r  q u i t e  a  few years.  

Of course t he  noise,  dus t  and v i b r a t i o n  may be so bad 

t h a t  my husband and I may be f o r c e d  t o  s e l l  o u r  house a t  

a  l oss .  The subway w i l l  p robab l y  b r i n g  more n o i s e  and 

v i b r a t i o n  d u r i n g  c o n s t r u c t i o n  b u t  when i t  i s  f i n i s h e d  i t  

shou ld  be unno t i ceab le  and may even improve p r o p e r t y  

va 1  ues because o f  t he  easy access t o  p u b l i c  

t r a n s p o r t a t i o n .  The above ground p i l l a r s  o f  t he  o t h e r  

s o l u t i o n  would a l s o  be a  magnet f o r  g r a f f i t i .  We don ' t  

need t o  encourage any more o f  t h a t .  O n  t h e  whole I see 

the e l e v a t e d  tramway as a  d i s a s t e r  f o r  t h e  c i t y  and the  

subway as a  l i v a b l e  s o l u t i o n  t o  a  d i f f i c u l t  problem. 



Response to: Carrie Torres 

The commenter's opinions are noted for the record, including her preference for the 
subway alignment. The difficulties associated with constructing a project along Imperial 
Highway are recognized. Every effort will be made to reduce inconveniences during the 
project's construction period. 



COMMENT SHEET 
Los Angeles County Transportation Commission 

City of Norwalk 

Draft Environmental Impact Report Public Hearing 
Metro Green Line Easterly Extension 

(I$ I would like to speak. 

( ) I would like to submit written comments. 

Name 

kJ 
wq I L/ city b V  

Representin 

Date 

Use the space below for comments. Please print. If you need additional space, 
you may write on the back or attach another form. 

C 

-1 L ~ ~ , I ~  Lib< t o  gee +&-e rc f is+rLhc~f i  - I 

S r q f $ i ~ .  y +  I not- 8f %A v f  sQ@. 



Response to: Daniel Smith 

The commenter's preference for the subway alignment and east end construction staging 
area are noted for the record. The commenter is correct in noting the safe performance 
of a subway configuration during a seismic event. 



339 10th Street 
Santa Monica, CA 90402 
November 30,1992 

' Ram K. Kumar 
Project Manager, Southeast Area Team 
Los Angeles County Transportation Commission 
818 West Seventh Street Suite 1 700 
Lor Angehs, CA 9001 7 

- .. Dear Mr, Kurnar; - - .  

I would like to make the following public comments on the Metro Green Line 
Easterly Extension Draft Environmental Impact Report: 

1 This Is clearly an important connector, providing linkage between the Norwalk . 
crvnirnuter rail station and Green Line to El Segundo. 

2 * One would expect a station a t  the intersection of Imperial Highway and 
Nowalk Blvd., to serve the Norwalk Civic Center and adjacent offke and retail 
buildings. A subway station muld easily be built here under the large Civic 
Center iawn at the intersection's southeast corner. 

3 b The cost of additioner height for an elevated structure over Interstate 5 to cleer 
hypothetical elevated carpool lanes should be paid by CalTrans, not LACK rail 
funds. I seriously question whether such a freeway structure will ever be built. 
given its enormous cost and the neighborhood impact of the similar Harbor 
Freeway elevated sections. 

4 Local contribution to the incremental cost of a subway is a good criterion. Why 
has It not been applied to other LACTC subway plans, especially the over $1 

- . . . bil!ion increment for the Red Line subway (vs, a grade sep9rawd surface 
alignment along the Burbank Branch right-of-way) in the San Fernando Vaiiey'l 

I 

Darrell Clarke 



Responses to: Darrell Clarke 

1. The commenter's support for the project is noted for the record. 

2. The Civic Center area would be in close proximity to the proposed Norwalk 
Transportation Center, and therefore a station at this location would not only affect 
operations but would also increase the cost of the project without a significant increase 
in benefits. Furthermore, access to both the Norwalk Transportation Center and the 1-605 
station would be made convenient through a shuttle (bus) service. 

3. The EIR represents a worst case scenario and incorporates currently available 
information. The intent is to provide a cost estimate for the project, and the EIR is not 
intended as a financial planning document. 

4. The EIR evaluates impacts resulting from both the aerial and the subway alignments and 
discusses appropriate mitigation measures. Issues of local contribution will be taken up 
in the candidate corridor evaluation process currently underway. 



T.A. NELSON, RE. 
CONSULTING ENGINEER 

TRANSPORTATION CONSULTANT 
2563 Dearborn Dr., Los Angeles, CA 90068 (213) 422~5P?Q 

L L; P E C - 4  $ 

-'itz7 I' . i uyer , Pr-c j ect  i\&r. 
rn Sol:thezst ~ z e z  l e s -  

s--..- - - i. A. Souulty 5;"&3~3.  >,,.- , S S L O ~  

818 ::. Seventh St .  Sc i te  1100 
Loz L ~ g e l e s ,  CA 90017 

The fo l lowl f i~  co~-~zients on t he  Draft ;I3 f o r  t h e  l!etro Green Line Laster ly  
Extension are based o!? the  ir-orizatlon suyplieb i n  the Sit.?-cary provided with 
LASTS1 s October 2 1  Ac~nda. 

LT the  seco:? p~.rarrapk oE p e e  S-1, reference i s  xade t o  a comection between 
the  L. L. 2 0 7 a t ; r  ard Gran~e  S o - ~ n q ~  ( C .  C.) r z i l  t r r n s i t  systems. h s s x : i n ~  
zhl=. .ioer; r e f e r  .,c c o ~ ~ x u t e r  r ~ l l ,  rielthe? t h e  a e r i a l  ncr sucwzy &lgrz-ent 
c ~ p z  oc pPres 5-1 e r  S-6 show s fu ture  ccr2--~ctLon. A s  you a r e  aT..'.:zre, 6. C .  . - 
~ E S  net  yet  c ~ c i ~ c '  ol; t h e  node i o  be used ::or tile point et whick t he  two 
sys ,e-1s 1511 FL: ,err see . :;evertheless, l;orwzlk i s  a l o g i c r l  s i t e ,  an?. spzce 
ehodd be ressrved iri the  Green Line s t a t i on  design t o  zccornodate whichever 

P -7 rose C. s e t t l e s  on. r o -  center platfor trcnsfe-s, spece SEY be neesee t o  
i n s t d l  dca:.>le croccove?s and pocket t ~ z c 3 ~ s  a t  ea.ch end pf t h e  s t ~ t i o n .  If 
O.. C. c'..eclr'es on -0riorzi1 or a rubjer-t ired people mover, space f o r  two . - . -- - 
ed"tiionc2 gulLe;.r-7s :lr-L ce neede3. t o  i l low across - the-p le t fo r~  t r m s f  ers .  

On pzge S-10 it i s  stz;e5 t h a t  1 7  hoxes wo-clci be taken i f  t h e  west s teging 
S e c  i s  choser,. Yet, 02 page S-ll the  di f ference i n  the  range of sub~.~zy c o s t s  
1:: orJg $1 z i l l i o c .  kssming afi average cost  of 510C,000 per home, t h i s  
t o t a s  $1.7 n5ll lon.  Fius there  a re  re loczt ion costs  t o  be added. 

The t eb le  on p e p  S-13 indicates  sorie propel-t,y nay be taken when incompat ibi l i ty  
cmxot be overcone Tor the  a e r i a l  a l t e rna t ive ,  Ho~~ever,  7 c m o t  f ind 81137 
costs  assigned t o  t h t s .  

I The probiex of parking overflow onto l o c d  s t r e e t s  i s  nentioned on page S-11. 
This can be mitigated i n  the  fu ture  by construction of a p u k i n g  garege. 

The tab le  on pzge S-19 r e f e r s  t o  consuning ninor e;?,ollznts of e l e c t r i c i t y .  The 
word ':c~nsw;ie'~ should be changed t o  "use':. A fundamental l a w  of physics 
s t a t e s  t h a t  energy c m  nei ther  be created nor destroyed. 

Sincerely, 

Electric Utility Operations 
Manufacturing Quality Control 

A 
of Power System Equipment 

Railroad Transportation 
Coal by Rail 

Fixed Guideway Transit 



Responses to: T.A. Nelson 

1. This project would be designed in such a way that it would not preclude a connection or 
interface with the Orange County rail transit system, which is currently in a 'Project 
Definition Study" phase. 

2. If the west staging area is chosen for constructing the Metro Green Line Easterly 
Extension, most of the land remaining from the 17 homes would be sold for 
redevelopment to recoup the initial cost. 

3. At the present time it is not envisioned that land use effects associated with the proposed 
project would be sufficiently adverse to require property takings. However, since this 
potential may exist, it has been allowed for in the table. 

4. See response to City of Norwalk Comment No. 4. 

5. The term "consume" is meant to imply "use." 
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Response to: Phil & Annette Bliss 

Every effort will be made to reduce the disruptive effects of project construction. The 
commenter's preference for the subway alignment and east end construction staging area 
are noted for the record. Traffic light sequencing should not be affected by the proposed 
light rail line. This should be brought to the attention of the City of Norwalk traffic staff. 





6.3 PUBLIC HEARING COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

Horace Green 

Comments: 

1. The subway would be the better route to take to avoid the disruption of traffic, dust, 
construction debris and visual disruptions caused by the aerial route. 

2. Nighttime construction is preferable to avoid clogging up the roadways in the day time, 
and the contractor should try to use a quiet running truck with an alternate fuel engine, 
something more compatible with the environment. 

3. Dirt from construction sites is agitated by construction trucks and becomes airborne, 
especially on a hot day. Transporting at night, when it's damp, will prevent this. 

4. The east end is preferable because there would be less traffic during the daytime. 

5. The existing AT&SF trackage should be used to transport spoil material. 

Responses: 

1. The commenter's preference for the subway alignment is noted for the record. 

2. It is likely that hours of construction would include both daytime and nighttime periods. 
Adjustments to schedules will be developed to take into account the proximity of sensitive 
receptors and commercial activities, depending upon location along the route. It does not " 

seem likely that an alternative fuel engine would be available for use on this project, but 
the potential will certainly be left open. 

3. Fugitive dust is recognized as a potential problem in all construction work done in the 
South Coast Air Basin. For this reason, the SCAQMD has promulgated its Rule 403 which 
requires a list of mitigation measures to be used to reduce dust creation and airborne 
transport. Please see the Air Quality section of the EIR for a discussion of this matter. 

4. The commenter's preference for the east end construction staging area is noted for the 
record. 

5. It would probably not be feasible to use the AT&SF trackage for removal of spoil material 
because it will be in use for commuter rail purposes. However, this potential will not be 
summarily discounted. 



Nancy Luque, Citizens Under Freeway Fallout 

Comment: 

The subway would be the logical way to go for the City of Norwalk in order to minimize 
construction, economic, traffic, air and dust impacts and to minimize effects on residences 
and commercial establishments. 

Response: 

The commenter's preference for the subway alignment is noted for the record. 

Bob Lingo 

Comments: 

1. The aerial tramway would be the answer to our needs because above ground is preferable 
to underground when the big one hits and because, being the first of its kind in the 
country, it would bring us recognition. 

2. I'm wondering about what's going to happen to all that earth they will move. 

3. Are the cars for the easterly extension, whether the alignment is aerial or subway, to be 
the same as for the Green Line? 

4. What will this project cost the City of Norwalk? 

Responses: 

1. The commenter's preference for the aerial alignment is noted for the record. 

2. The soil that is removed form the tunnel excavation would be disposed of in one or both 
of two ways. It could either be taken to a sanitary landfill and used for daily cover or it 
could be used as fill material for some other public or private project. The latter possibility 
is probably more likely, since the contractor would be able to recover costs in this 
manner. In either event, the disposal option would be left up to the contractor, subject 
to stockpiling and transport constraints which would be established by the project. 

3. The type of vehicle used for the easterly extension would be the same as those used for 
the Metro Green Line service west of 1-605 and would be the same no matter which 
alignment is finally selected. 

4. The contribution of the City of Norwalk to the cost of constructing the Metro Green Line 
Easterly Extension has yet to be determined. The purpose of the EIR is to address 
environmental impacts due to the project and the measures required to mitigate the 
impacts. 



Gordon Stefenhagen 

Comment: 

Is it still planned to put the maintenance yard in the Tank Farm area? If so, what's that 
going to cost? 

Response: 

As noted in the verbal comments made by Daniel Keen at the public comment meeting, 
the cost of constructing a station for the Metro Green Line extension would be included 
as a part of the overall project cost of the Green Line extension. Constructing a station 
for the Green Line at the city's maintenance yard would require relocation of the 
maintenance yard; however, neither where the yard would be relocated nor the cost of 
relocation are known at this time. Relocation costs could vary significantly, depending on 
the selected site. 

Daniel Smith 

Comment: 

I support the subway [alignment] due to the fact that the aerial [alignment] would be more 
of an eyesore eventually, and because of the vibration. What would be the property value 
impact on the area immediately surrounding the project? 

Response: 

The commenter's preference for the subway alignment is noted for the record. Property 
values should be positively affected by the presence of a public transit facility in the area. 
The degree to which this would occur has not been estimated, however. 






